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Questions. [17 NovEMBER.] QuestionB. 1847 

WEDNESDAY, 17 NOVEMBER, 1926. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. Bertram, lviaree) 
took the chair at 10.30 a.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 about two years ago, will he 
appoint a board, comprised of thoroug.hly 
practical men (non-official and non­
partisan), to make investigations and 
report upon the problem of soldier settlt>· 
ment? 

" 2. Will he also appoint a similar 
boar-d to deal with land settlement gener­
ally?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. McCormack, 
Cairn,,) 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 recommendatiom 
:nade therein were, in the main, adopted 
ny the Government. Since that time 
further reports have been received from 
~ir. Salisbur~,. and a. Bill is now being 
J~troduced g1vmg effed to the sugge3-
twns 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." 

DAMAGE DONE To CROPS BY MARSUPIALS A.-'m 
STATE ASSISTANCE TO MARSC'PIAL-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 destmction 
of ~heir crops by marsupial pests, will he 
assiSt such settlers in the erectiCJn of 
marsupial-proof fences between their 
holdings and such reserves either bv 
the supply of wire-netting fr~e of cost o~ 
by payment of half of cost of suoh divid­
ing fenc~"!, as is provided by the Fencing 
Acts w1th respect to adjoining selec­
tions?" 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA-:-,rDS 
(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 
such 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." 

SniP1JENT OF CoTTON SEED FROo! AFRICA. 

Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Secretary 
for Agriculture-

" Relative to the shipment from Africa 
to Brisbane of about 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 ?eing ta~en 
with respect to the poss1!:>le mtroductw.n 
of insect pests from Afrlca through th1s 
shipment? 

2. Who are the importers of the seed, 
and where was it grown? Has 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 AGRICULTUP,E 
(Hon. W. Forgan Smith, Mackay) replied-

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

" 2. 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. 
I also refer the hon. member to my 
statement in the press which covers the 
matter fully. I am pleas':'d to note ~hat 
the hon. member is becommg fully ser~oed 
of the necessity for every effort .be~ng 
made to preserve pure seed varretles, 
and that adequate precautionary measures 
be taken to prevent the dissemination of 
diseases in cotton." 

RESC'MPTION OF OLD TRADES HALL BY RAILWAY 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the Secretary 
for Public Works-

" "\Vith reference to the resumption in 
1918 by the Railway Department of the 
building now known as the old Trades 
Hall on the grounds of the alleged unsafe 
condition of the railway t.unnel between 
Roma Street and Central Stations owing 
to the excessive weight of this building, 
and the exchange therefor of the freeh<:ld 
tenure of the present Trades Hall s1te 
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~ 

2. 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, Bri3bane) replied-

" 1. No. 
" 2. The present occupants of the old 

Trades Hall are-(a) Council of Agricul­
ture, annual rental £363; (b) Teachers' 
Tr:tining College, annual rental nil; (c) 
Royal Geographical Society, annual 
re!, tal nil." 

I'c:RCHASE OF IRoN IsLAND, YAAMPI SouND, 
'WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 

11r. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): asked the 
SEcretary for Mines-

" In reference t-o the purchase of Iron 
Island in Y aampi 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 
t<l any revenue-producing use; if so, 
what? 

3. To what total amount is this island 
indebted to the Treasury as at 30th 
June, 1926? 

4. What are the G<lvernment's inten­
tions in regard thereto?" 

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

" 1. The Government hold three leases 
on Cockat-oo 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 Government 
•vill be disclosed in due course." 

REFUSAL TO PERMIT PUBLICATION OF SPEECH 1:-1 
P A:liPHLET FORl\1. 

:\Jr. CORSER (Bur-nett), without notice, 
ask0d 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 Chi!lagoe 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, s.o as to permit of both sides 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 
i'-s a piece of impertinence--" 

::\Ir. 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." 

DISCHARGED SOLDIERS' SETTLE­
MENT ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

INITIATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC' LANDS 
(Hon. T. Dunetan, Gyrnpie): I beg to move-

" Th"-t the House will, at this sitting, 
resolve itself into a Committc•' of the 
\Vhole to consider of the desirableness of 
introducing a Bill to afford relief to dis­
charged soldiers who have obtained 
advances under the Discharge·i Soldiers' 
Settlement Acts, 1917 to 1920. and who 
have been unable whollv to meet their 
engagements, and also to" amend the said 
Acts in certain particulars.'' 

Question put and passed. 

SUPRKVIE COURT ACTS ~UIE~;D:\1EKT 
BILL. 

INITIATIO);. 

The ATTORXEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mu!lan, Flinders): I beg to move-

" That the Homt~ 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 particular." 

Quection put and pv." 'd. 

GIFT DUTY BILL. 
THIRD READIXG. 

The TREASURER (Hon. W . .NicC'e;rmack, 
Cai1·ns) : I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now n""d a third 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

DISCHARGED SOLDIERS' SETTLE~ 
MENT ACTS A:vJENDMENT BILL. 

INITIATIOK n.:; CoMMITTi~E. 

(Jir. Pollock, Grcgory, in the chair.) 

'rhe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie): I beg to move-

" That it is desirabl~ that ": Bill be 
introduced to afford rehef_ to discharged 
soldiers who have obtamed ~dvances 
under the Discharged Soldwrs Settle­
ment Acts, 1917 to 1920, and _who have 
been unable wholly to meet their ':'1!-gage­
ments, and als_o to a~end the said Acts 
in certain particulars. 

The object of this Bill is to af!'ord relief 
in vary-ing circumstances to s_old~er settlers 
throughout the State. .The_ Bill 1s. the out­
come of special invcst1gahons wh1ch have 
been made by competent officers _of the 
department, and af~er conferences With the 
officials of the AgriCultural Bank and con­
sideration of represontation_s that hanl b<;en 
made by various deputatwns repre~entmg 
returned soldier s~ttkrs. The relief 'nil take 
thA form of the 'Yriting off c/ accrued 
interest to certain dates, the adding of the­
amounts of special advances an-d short ter;n 
loans to the loans for forty years ; the wnt­
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 interest which has acDrued to 
a certain date according to the particulars 
mentioned in the Bill. There is also a vary­
ing conccsoion particularly applying to Stan­
thorpe soldier settlers. 

Power is also given to the Minister to 
accept payment of interest in instalment" in 
certain cases T;here the circumstan<"es :tre 
deemed by the Minister to justify such 
action. Separate provisions are i'nsert<>d 
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 
c;mditiOns on wh'!"t are termed surplus land"; 
that Is, lands which have been proclaimed as 
surplus lands and which ma:c be used as 
additional areas for soldier settlements. 
These are the main provisions of the Bill 
and hon. members on both sides will agre~ 
that it is desirable that such a measure 
should be passed. 

11r. MOORE (Aubigny): The introduction 
of this Bill seem~ to be. a st.ep along the 
nght road to assist soldwr settlers; but I 
~m very doubtful wh~thor it goes far enough. 
-c was rather disappomted to hear that there 
IS to bo discrimination bet.ween different 
cla~se~ of settlers. The discrimination I refer 
to :s 111 regard to those who have sacrificed 
t~mr health and comfort to meet the obliga­
tions they. ente~ed into, which they have 
succeeded II_n domg, consequent-ly they will 
get no re,ref; but those who have taken 
!heir obligations more lightly and allowed 
mterest to . accumulate are being met by 
havmg the mterest written off. It does not 
seem t.o be a f>;ir 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 differentuation against the 
man who has endeavoured to meet his obli­
gations. Some of them have not made any 
attempt to meet their obligations, yet they 
are to be the ones to benefit. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: It is 
the first time I have heard that some of 
t.hem have made no attempt. 

Mr. MOORE: Some of them have openly 
stated that they did not intend to pay when 
they went out-1 have heard that sa.id 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 SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It will 
be a relief to t.he soldit>r 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, t·hen those who are put on poor land 
should get greater cDnsideration than those 

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 PUBLIC LANDS : It will 
apply generally for varying terms. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Oh, nD, 
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 the,Y know there will subsequently be an 
agita.twn for a reduction of payment.s. T~ose 
who do their level best to meet then obhga.­
lions and have sacnificed a great deal are 
to be given no assistance under t.his measure, 
while those who neglect their obligations 
a.re 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 
to an injured worker t.o a man who was not 
injured at all. 

Mr. MOO RE : '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 ~ake' an effort to meet his obliga­
tions and the other does not. Yet under 
t·he system of the Government. the man who 
meets his obligation gets nothmg. I cannot 
agree with the logic of the hon. member 
for South Brisbane at all. It does n<;t 
,eem fair that those who have worked their 
hardest to meet their obligations are to get 
no assistance, while. those who have not 
done so are to be assisted. It does not seem 
quite fair. 

::Y1r HARTLEY : According to you, all con­
cessions should be made the same. 

Mr. MOORE: I do not say that at all, but 
I say that there should . n~t ~e a~ great 
discrimination. If there IS JUstificatiO~ for 
assisting soldier settlers,. the 'lyork ,~·hw~ a 
man has done in meetwg his obhgatwns 
should be taken into consideration, just the 
same as the case of the man who has not put 
forward the same effort. 

Mr. HARTLEY: Apply that to private enter­
prise. 

Mr. MOORE: This is private enterprise. 
The wldiers are put on to blod<;s. of land 
and Jhev endeavour to make a hvwg, and 
there is discrimination going on. Apparent!Y 
there is o-oing to be discrimination in certam 
areas, b~cause 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 PUBLIC LANDS: What do 
you suggest? 

:\fr. MOORE: I suggest that we ha ;re:; 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 vie'v 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. MnorP-.1 
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aro 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 
t•) 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 Pl!BLIC LANDS: They 
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 is 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 
ns by the Minister, according to whose state­
ment the Bill does not seem to go as far as 
it should to be satisfactory. 

lilr. 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 
th0 soldiers in each case get temporary 
relief. which only carries them over a period 
of a few months. Then the same situation 
arises, and they come along again, and 
ag~in the Minister gives them temporary 
relief. \Vhy not clear the matter up and 
be done with it? 

The SECRE1'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Are you 
aga.inst the advisableness of introducing this 
Bill? 

Mr. M ORGAN: I am not against it at 
all, but I want to know as much as I 
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 
giYo 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 
a,bout permanent settlement and the time 
has arrived when the Gov'ernment should 
say, " 'A' e 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 
!he Opposition has said is correct in many 
mstances. Some of the soldi·er settlers have 

denied themselves and their wives 
[11 a.m.] and families in order that thev 

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

[ 111 r. 111 oore. 

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 necessity arose, he could join 
with others in an agitation for concessions. 
According to the Minister, the Bill is to 
extend coneideration to the man who has 
denied himself, his wife, and his family 
nothing, and will penalise the indiYidual who 
has done his utmost to meet his obligations. 
That is not fair. 

Mr. HARTLEY: You wish to subsidise 
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 Yiew 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 meets his obligations. 

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

Mr. MORGAN: Should we encourage 
settlers to become failures? If there were 
two settlers on the same class of country 
with the same opportunities, and one did not 
endeavour to meet his obligations and fell 
into debt, afterwal'ds securing Government 
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 botherod about endea­
vouring to meet his obligations. He would 
conclude that he should have allowed his 
obligations to accumulate, as in that vvay 
only would he be able to obtain some assist­
an0e 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 failur·e in Queensland, we should 
immediately introduce a Bill, cut the loss, 
give the very best terms, a!l!d 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 are the 
best terms that the Government can offer." 
The sooner that is done, the better it will be 
for all conoerned. 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 (Fdzroy): 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 
argument. 

Mr. W AREEN : He ·did not say that. 
Mr. HARTLEY: He mav not have said 

those actual words, but that is the effect of 
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his argument. He complains that the Bill 
is unfair bec,mse the man who has struggled 
to make a succc,,s of his farm will obtain no 
r;•lief 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 
Msisted, In stating that there is no need 
for the Bill because a number of soldier 
settlers have been successful, and therefore 
'thoso 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 
iwo men are placed on the same job, one 
will outstrip the other in a few rrionths. The 
Leader of the Opposition and the hon. mem­
ber for Murilla both ignore 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 thD 
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 tcok up their selections under different 
-circumstances. They had to meet greater 
expLmes, and wore ·delayed in getting a 
start; and those differences meant everything 
to them in the matter of succes.o 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 been 
succe<.,;ful. 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 tho,,e who have not be.en 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 ar<e 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 
bilure 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 ineptitudP. 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 experi<:mce 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 Government will give them now will 
enable them to " make a .do " of their farms. 
Boile·d .down, the argument so far is that if 
a man once fails, then no power on earth ~an 
make a success of him. That is not the 
policy of this party. 

Mr. EDWARDS: 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 ineffici<mts and failures 
that they have nb right to appeal to the 
GoYermnent 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 grante-d. to soldier settlers who are 
"up against it "-is not fair. The attitnde 
of the Opposition has always been that all 
soldiers shonld be helped, and sooner or later 
a . measure givi!"g effect to their arguments 
will have to be mtroduced. If that.assistance 
1s not forthcoming in this Bill, then the 
Government, sooner or later will be com­
pelled to introduce the me~sure 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 
soldier settlements were established in this 
State. 

At 11.10 a.m., 

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

Mr. CORSER: It is not only the man 
who has failed. The conditions !·hat were 
offered him made it imperative to a great 
C:egrcc that he should fail. .Men of pmctical 
~xperience and agriculturists of years' stand­
mg would have failed. It is therefore not 
strange to anybody familiar with the facts 
t.hat 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 t.hat 
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 
flnancial assistance to returned soldier 
settlers should no longer be less than 
that available under ordinary settlement 
conditions." 

That motion was opposed by the Government, 
and t.he 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
ycrnmcnt would grant no ad,·ance. 

Mr. Cr>rser.] 
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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 
necessarilv caused our soldier settlement 
scheme t.O 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 sa.id, this 
Bill does nothing but write off such things 
as the Government cannot secure. There is 
no gAnerosity at all in the mind of the 
Government. They should put into the melt­
ing pot the whole of the condit-ions applying 
to our soldier settlers and bring in one 
comprehensive Bill to reconstruct those 
conditions on a much more liberal scale. 
'vV 0 should have given our soldier settlers 
fre<Ohold at the start, and land such as our 
ordinan· settlers would go on. 

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

Mr. CORSER: You paid nothing for Beer­
burrum. 

Tlw PREMIER: Y on are hedging now. 

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

The PREMIER : At the price we p_aid? 

Mr. CORSER : One cannot make a more 
dirArt 'tatement than that·. The New South 
Wales Government are prepared to advancR 
up to £3,000 to every individual 'oldier 
settler, the advance to extend over a period 
of forty years on any farm that wa5 a paying 
proDosition. \Ve 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 PREMIER : I do not know how the 
soldiers stand you as a member of the 
Country party. 

::\'l:r. CORSER: No, because it is beyond 
thr unrl.0rstanding of t-he 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 educa~e t~e 
Premier in this regard as well. We hve m 
hope. If the Premier would agree to the 
suggestions of the Opposition now--

The PREMIER : 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. C'ORSER : Give them the freehold of 
their fauns. Instead of the Government 
amending the errors of the pa't and bring­
ing in an amending Bill based on a generous 
policy ·tnn recognising the losses made by 
the soldier settlers. they are simplY going 
to write off something that they cannot get. 
ThE' g 0 neral principal of the debt remains 
on the soldier's hend. and he has to carry 
that burdc•n right through. 

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

Mr. W\RREN: It is on the settler. 

[ 1lfr. C orser. 

Mr. CORSER It is on the settler, and, 
if he transfers to another farm-some of 
them have gone to other set~lements-that 
burden of debt follows. I smcerely 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 
soldiPrs 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 de~], which _this 
GovernmPnt have refused to ;;rve ever smce 
1917. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pt::BLIC LA:<rDS: \Ve pro-
pose to give them relief. 

At 11.16 a.m., 
'I'he CHAIRM.IN resumed the chair. 

Mr. W ARRE=" (JI urrumba) : I would not 
suo-gest that tllE' Minister should withdraw 
th~ Bill, but I would suggest that he 
hroaden it. Candidly I do not think that 
there is much bf'ing given away under this 
Bill. I believe. with the Leader of the 
0pposition. that there is a class of settler 
who needs to be included in the Bill who 
has not been included. At a confe1·ence held 
the other day it was particularly stressed 
that there werP men who had actually been 
left monev and had spent it. and who had 
borrowed· money to pay their debt··. ThPy 
faithfully carried out their contracts, and 
this Bill • will not assist those people. The 
:\1inister told a deputation the other day 
that some of the .. o]dier settlers were making 
£1.000. and I believe there is some truth 
in that. but Hie Leader of the Opposition 
>Yas not speaking for those people at all. 

Tlw PRE:UIER : You know how difficult it 
IS to do what you ask. 

:Mr. W .. 'IJiREN: I agree that this is a very 
difficult proposition. 

The PRE)IIER: I went through it ,1t one 
time. 

lVIr. WARREN : I know the hon. gentle­
man went through it, hut he did not carry 
out his promi.sf's. 

The PREMIER : I did not make any promises. · .. 
Mr. WARREX: The hon. gentleman did 

make promises. 
The PREMIER : I would not allow your 

BoE'rburrum crowd to come down and intimi­
date me, and I 'l_vill not allow it :rtow. 

:'vir. WARHE:\': Nc:ibodv' stands fo1· intimi-
dation. · 

The PREMIEH : You stood bcnind that chap. 
McDermott. 

1\fr WARREN: I do not think 
\IcDermott attempted to intimidate any­
body. I read through his statement. and, 
o I! owing for a little bit of " lip " and the 
freedom of the English language. I do not 
think he wrote anything revolutionarv. 

The PRE)III:R: The Federal Government 
and ourselves have had a good deal of experi­
ence of JYfcDernwtt. 

Mr. W ARREX: I am not going into that 
-I do not \vant to go into it. If the hon. 
gentleman was wrong, I sympathise with 
him. I do not t-hink that the Premier of 
the State or the Prime Minister of th& 
Commonwealth should have been put in a 
false position. I am not going to justify 
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som"thing that is wrong, but I want to try 
to get things made right. There is no 
justification in trying to back up something 
which is wrong, but there is justification in 
t-rying to clear this matter up. 

The Pnn:IER : 'Do you think there is any 
justification in demonstrating to try to make 
Parliament do comething that it does not 
want t.o do? 

Mr. \Y ARREK: There was no demon­
stration w try to make Parliament do any­
thing at all.· 

Mr. vYEIR: You tried to work up a demon­
'tration the other day. 

Mr. W},RREN: That is a lie. 

The CHAIRMAN Order ' I must ask 
the hon. member not to indul,:,e in personali­
ties. I hope he will deal with the merits 
of t-he qu€'/tion under consideration. 

Mr. W ARREX The hon. member for 
i\c1ary1urough made a gross misstatement of 
fact. 

The CH.,UR:IlAN : Order ! The hon. mem­
ber must not engage in cross-firing with an 
hon. member on the oppositP side. 

Mr. \YARREN: I do not want to have 
any Cl.:l'''·firing, but the hon. member for 
1'la17borough EI>'.cle a misstatement, and I 
{lo not "-tllO'-V nnv man to come into this 
Chnmbcr and mal:Ce false accusations against 
1ne. 

The CHAIR:YIAN : Order '· The hon. mem­
ber muse deal with the question. 

Mr. \L\RitE}\ : I would like to see a 
general re,urvey of the soldier settl8ments. 
No one kn0ws better than the Premier that 
patchwork of this description i; doing no 
good. The soldier settler, are so important 
ann their value so great to the State that 
we should do something to save their very 
import-aat encr,;·y to the State. These men 
have given not only their labour but have 
put their ,,-pry life blood into the work of 
try1ug to 1nake a liYing. 

I want ap:aj_n to iu1prenb upon the Secretary 
for Public Lands that no good will be clone 
by any mere patchwork. Not only do we 
want a rC'SUl''·cv of soldier >oett.lements but 
we require a r~survey 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 "hile from the 
land t-here. I want the :Minister to take 
a broader vieY;. It is all very well for hon. 
members oppo ite to say that we want to 
do somethi.1g for somebody who is well off 
and prosperom. \V e do not care about those 
who arc prospering; we only care about 
those "·ho are living from hand to mouth. 
\V e want to make these men useful t-o the 
State 

Mr. I-IARTLEY: That is not what your 
Leader said. 

Mr. W ARRE?\ : The hon. gentleman dis­
torted what the Leader of the Opposition 
;;aid, and wilfully attempted to mislead t-his 
Chamber i1, regard to that. There is no 
such thing as going to the sugar settlements 
where men are m,<.kiug money-the Leader 
of the Opposition spoke for men who are 
·eking out an existence, paying their interPst 
a,;cl !h-ir.c; from hand to mouth. 

Mr. HaRTLEY: He did not. He saill we 
were going to penalise the man who has paid 
his interest. 

Mr. \VARREN; So you are. I can instance 
cases were 1nen have borrowed money to 
pay their interest. I want to deal with the 
quest.ion of the man who has retired from 
the oettlement and who h<ts been threatened 
with the issue of a writ. Such 111en are 
not to be dealt with under this Bill, imcl I 
consider that matter should be dealt with in 
the general reorganisation which I suggest. 
\Ye 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 
a1nendn1ent :-

" Omit the words-

' in certain particulars.' " 

That will give the Committee the right, \'•-hen 
the Bill is presented, to deal with tl1E' whole 
of the Acts in qu,estion. I do not doubt that 
the l\Iinioter 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 
La used part of the trouble; but it will never 
be remedied until the Government go into 
the question in a comprehen,ive way. Only 
by dealing with the quf>stion in a general 
1nanner can they conserve the f'nergies of the 
suldicr "~2ttlers of Queensland. 

Tl:~ l- ILE .... ~IER (IIon. Y\~. :l\1cConiJ.ack, 
Cairns): I suppose that in the Parliaments 
of Australia there is more loo'e talk about 
soldier settlement than about any other sub­
ject. All the Governments of Australia, as 
well as the Governments of other countrit.s 
whicl, participate-d 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 
kindo to meet what was then a great need 
and probablv a gn·ao danger. VVr' must 
cxan,me tho whole question of soldier settle­
n'""nt if we are to get an:,· sort of a general 
viev, of the difficulties which Go,.cernments 
have found themselves in over this ques­
tion. They were faced with thousands of 
men returi1ing from the front, for whom 
there was no employment, and they rushed 
in to provide means of absorbing them. The 
yery nature of the conditions which existed 
wa.s 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 fonnd 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 tht> 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 md, might have !r<eart an 
intern<tl revolution. 

It is quite obvious to anc· !!:inking man 
who foilows the history of this problem since 
the war why so many mistakes were made. 
It is easy for us to criticise, Vi7hen I went 

Hon. W. 111c0ormack.] 
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tD the Department of Public Lands, I was 
astounded t<J think that the Land Settlement 
Committee cDuld do things which appeared 
so foolish to me; but, so soon as I took a. 
comprehensive view Df 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
take; ''ere made, but they were certainly 

not intentional mistakes. They 
fll.30 a.m.] were mistakes made with the very 

best of ir.tentions; but the results 
ha Ye ken bad. The failure of soldier settle­
ments has not heen due entirely to the 
conditions outlined here to-day. The first 
and obviou-; reason for failure-it should be 
a les,on to Gm-ernments 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. vYALKER: The biggest failures have 
been in Canada. 

The PREl\1IER: No matter how many 
<Jther 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 a rrrce of cultivators, and 
that. the art is not acquired by people over­
night simply because they aro soldier 
settlers. 

Over-capitalisation was another cause of 
failure. Ever,'"thing rose in price. The 
hbour 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. Every­
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 prcfitabk, 
how much more difficult must it have been to 
attempt settlement under such conditions? \Ve 
found later on that the soldier eettlers were 
not succeeding. How could they succeed? 
Many of them \Yithout any pr-eviouo experi­
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. 
:VIany of them-good sincere chaps-spent 
their gratuity money and money they had 
n\·ed on a block of land or in occupations in 
connection with which they had no chance of 
succc,ding because they had no previous 
experience. They embarked in industries 
in \':hich other men had given a lifetime of 
\YOl'k and who are to-clay 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 clone 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 Dbligations. The 
land, the building, and the machinery have 
in many cases been given to them, because 

~Hon. W. McOormack. 

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 Df them have paid a shilling to anybody. 
How can there be all this hardship because 
of the action of the Government ? 

Mr. 'VALKER: 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. 

J\lr. MAXWELL: The land was no good. 

The PRE:'IHER: 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 been 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. He has 
pnid nothing. How. then, can the argument 
be sustained that if we were more liberal 
thev would succeed. when I show hon. mem­
ber~ conclusively that we have given them 
everything they have got, and still they have 
not been able to succeed? 

~1r. O'KEEFE: A second Chillagoe. 

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

Mr. MAXWELL: That is the point. 

The PREMIER: That disposes nry 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. Knw: Like Mount Gravatt. 

The PRE::\liER: Like Mount Gravatt, 
Coominya, and Beerburrum. There is no­
doubt about that. It is not a bit of good 
attempting to continue these mon on farms 
\vhcrc thcv could never n1ake a success of 
the ljndcrtaking. It may have been hard 
and cruel in C'ases to force them off such 
land, but it was the only polic:- the Govern­
ment could pursue in their interests. It was 
not a question of the Government at all. 
The money advanced by the Government 
\YHS 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 succe-,s. 

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 
prgblems cannot be solved by recriminations, 
and by telling wmeone that mistakes were 
made five years ago. 

Mr. S!ZER: 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 neccs­
sar:· in the first instance to make them a 
success. 

Mr. ROBERTS: But we are justif1ed in tell· 
ing yo4 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 is a very 
easy way out of the difficulty. But we are 
not going to do that. VV e must face the 
question, and deviLc 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. CORSER: No; but that is the founda­
tion on which we should start. 

The PREMIER: If the freehold were 
gi vcn Lo them, the cost of the purchase of 
the settlements must be debited against the 
settlers. 

Mr. CORSER: \Ve 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 net last six weeks. No bank 
in Queensland would finance them. Conse­
quent-ly, there is nothing in the argument 
that the freeholding 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 t.o make a 
living. I 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 set·tlement, he would soon 
show how to make it pay. Is there not 
wmething in that? Yet hon. members oppo­
site shed crocodile tears because the soldiers 
cannot make those settlements pay. 

Mr. WARREN: He would not t.ake 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 cause• 
of failure in these settlement-s is due to the 
fact that we have not had the right type 
of man on the blocks. 

Mr. ROBERTS: 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 advantages net pos­
sessed by soldier settlers. Many other men 
have taken up land and made a success 
of it 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 Bm·nett. 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 t.hat they 
are doing fairly well-that settlement is 
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 
monev into cows and other wealth-producing 
assets'. 

Mr. CORSER: Some cf 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 settlers 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 someone, 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 group< in settlements should receive 
concessions that are not given to individuals; 
but, as the Sccr0tary for Public Lands inter­
jected, wo 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 
C<~mcession to .the man who is able to pay 
hJS rent and mterest, merely from a desire 
to be fair to him and put h1m 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 
fo~der to another man in a good a~ea. It 
pomts this moral-that the better method 
would have been only to take men who 
desired to go on the land and allow them 
to select their location and finance them in 
t~at location. It has been proved conclu­
Sively that that would have been the better 

Hon. W. Mc.Oormru:k.] 
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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 th.;y 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 people, and their invariable query to 
me was, not that they could not pay, but that 
the loafer on the next farm, who never 
inte11ded to make a success of it, \\as given 
a concession that the good man was not 
getting. That is unfortunate, but I do not 
know of an.· way whereby we can remedy it. 
I knm, there arc men who are doing well 
but will not pay their rightful dues. They 
argue, of cours<", that somebody else is not 
paying ~l![m, in the Gympie district who 
were put on the land there did well. They 
r. antcd 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 succe-~s of it. I promptly asked, " Have 
you ever paid any interest and redemption?" 
And they said,' Not a 'bob.'" Yet some of 
them l'ere rnakin'l' 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 d0al 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 'l'roup of men 
to suggest that, if th!ey cannot get what they 
want. thev will overawe Parliament. That 
i,; nrJt a ~-cry good· idea to get abroad. l 
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 
peopl0 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, 
thev will make a demonstration at Parlia­
ment House. If they had attempted that 
demonstratiOn, they would have found them­
se! vcs in Bog go Road, and that is the place 
for anv section of people who believe in 
parliamentary go\crnment if they attempt 
to overawe Parliament by any threat of 
force. 

Mr. RuBERTS : It is time for a change. 

The PREMIER : I do not know. 
Mr. M., X WELL: His views are changing 

too. 
Mr. W 'LKER: Anyhow, you are absolutely 

sound. 

The PREMIER: People who believe in 
parliamentary institutions should be most 
ca,rf'fU! to keep them sacred, because if we 
once . allow that sort of thing to be done, 
that IS the end of parliamentary government 
and parliamentar:; institutions. No doubt 
JV!:r. McDermot~ and the men who supported 
!urn were blowmg off hot air. 

Mr. WARREN: There was only one. 

The PHEMIER : The public do not know 
that. The unfortunate part is that thfl news­
papers publish this kind of talk, and, on top 
of the publication, we i':troduce a Bill giving 

[Hon. TV. McCormack. 

cortai11 concessions, and, if they associate the 
two, other sections 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 difficuh one to deal with, and, if the 
Opposition want to help the soldiers, let 
them pllt 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 a~ the sun-will not help us to so]v.e 
this problem. \Ve are likely to have good 
settlement; now if we can give the soldier 
help without in any way hampering him. 
Self-help and self-reliance are splendid 
things, .and no one who has any knowledge 
of the conditio11 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 epportunity in regard to the 
payment of their obligations. They have not 
paid. T!ley have been given help in every 
diref'tion, and I belitve that those who remam 
there to-day will form the nucleus of a body 
of men who will be able to make successful 
homos upon the settlements. 

Mr. SIZER (Sandgate): I listened to the 
speech of the Premier with much interest. 
There is no doubt that his conclusions must 
be more or lc:ss agreed with by every hon. 
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 
saving that affairs at Beerburrum have been 
m~lddlecl by the Government. We pointed 
that out in 1917, when the posi·cion of affairs 
.,-as perfectly obviouo. 

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

The PREMiER: Do you think I wol.!ld do 
any good by pointing out that members ?f 
your party were on the• Settlement Cornmrt­
tee which selected Beerburrum? 

Mr. SIZER: I do not intend to devote 
;nuch of 1ny speech to Beerburrun1, but one 
would b0 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. memberF oppo­
site. It "ill be remembered that we wore 
calle·d unpatridtic and were said to be 
exploiting th!/.'soldiers, when we pointed uut 
the position. If the position h[ld been 
reversed and we had been sitting over then~, 
and hon. members opposite had been on this 
side, would the Premier, if he had been 
Lc•ader of the Opposition, have sat still and 
c.aid nothing: I think he vould have 
exploited the position very severely and have 
made the position very difficult for the 
Government. 

Mr. FERRIGKS: 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 
i:o anJ· degree. He would have taken as 
much advantage of the position as Mr. 
Fihellv did on one occasion with rtgard to 
a bag· of cement. 

M~. RoBERTS interjected. 
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The CHAIRi\1AN : Order ! 

Mr. :3IZI-<::R: I agree to .a certain extent 
with the fundamental analvsis which the 
Premier made. " 

Mr. ROBERTS again interj ectod. 

The CHAIR'.IAX : Order ! I would ask 
the hon. member for East Toowoomba. to 
<Jbey nty call to order. I have repeatedly 
called on hin1 to cease cross-firing; I ask 
him to take some notice to my call for 
DPdcr. 

Mr. SIZER: The Premier took as the bas1c 
principle thD instability of the men. That 
undoubtedly applied to a very great extent. 
The other point wa, the unsuitability of the 
land. I maintain that many of these men, 
who ·.yould have made first-class settlers, 
follm,·ed the advice of the Government and 
went on to poor land. If you spend :£1,000,000 
Dn 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 re tdj ustment of affairs carries a 
moral obligation on the part of the Govern­
ment to rectify the position. Those men 
have spem a considerable part of their lives 
which cannot be compensated for and thev 
should bo consi·derod in this propo~al. 

0 

Another fact of which I am quite satisfied 
is that in many cases there has been over­
capitalisation as a result of the purchase 
of a lot of the land. Another established 
fact is its unsuitability in many cases. 
Nobody will convince me that that respon­
sibility should be thrown on t.he settlers. 
If the officers of the Government recommend 
certain propositions which at a later date 
are admitted by the heads of departments 
to ha n been hopeless from the start, who 
1s to ea rry the responsihility? 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 1.vrong advice. 

The PRE}IIER : They were undertaken on 
the recommendation of Mr. Rose. 

::\fr. SIZER: Then that means that the 
·Government and their officers are respon­
sible, and not· the soldiers. 

The PRE}!IER : 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 circuGostances it is unfair to put all the 
blame on t.he soldiers. They took up the 
land in all good faith, and thDse facts place 
an obligation on the Government to deal 
with them fairly in the Bill which it is 
propoeed to introduce. 

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

The PRD!IER: I made the point that there 
was no Q!'gument that we were treating them 
harshly. 

Mr. SIZER: I have not dealt wit.h that 
point yet. Tho hon. gentleman said that 
they made no effort to meet the payments 
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he spoke about. I think the reason b' 
that is largely t.hat 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 PREMIER : 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: No; it is a market for 
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 PREMIER: The trouble at Stanthorpe 
was the fruit fly, and they are now combating 
t.he 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 t.he weak point 
is that the majority of the settlers could 
not be successful because the land was pDor. 
Before the Government go on with tlJ.is 
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 manv cases the land is 
unsuitable. \Vhere 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 LANDS : 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 n1ont.hs' sustenance. 

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

Mr. 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 t.he 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 t.ransfer them. 

The PREMIER : \Vould you compensate those 
1ncn? 

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 
years the:· have wasted. 

[12 noon.] 
The PREMIER : vVould you transfer a man 

-vho had proved himself definitely unsuit­
able? 

Mr. SIZER: ~o. The hon. gentleman 
has admitted that they have weeded out the 

Mr. Sizer.] 
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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 lo 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 rather than three 
more or less struggling and depending on 
assistance from the Government. 

The PRE1IIER: 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. SIZEH: The hon. gentleman can 
ea ily quote extraordinary cases. 

The PREMIER: They are not extraordinary 
cas0s. 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 
either. \Ye 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 
thcv can farm and make a success of their 
holJings, 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 PRD.!IER: Do you know that in most 
of the cases the valuation \\ ould be nil? 

Mr. ·w ARREX : Then make it nil. 

J\1r. 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 he made productive at a 
valuation of only £40, then what is the use 
of continuing the valuation of £80? Why 
not fix the Yaluation at £40 and give the 
man a chanee? 

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

[Mr. Sizer. 

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. 

l.\1r. SIZEH: Ko one 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 them 
bolstered up with a high capitalisation, but 
we are afraid that this I3ill 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 
n~Yaluation of soldier settlements. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LA:-!DS : In other 
words, you do not wish to relieve them now. 

Mr. SIZEH: 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. \Vhat is the use of 
perpetuating a system if the men working 
under it have no prospect of carrying on Y 
\Vhy 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 loos ? 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS : This 
Bill proposes to give relief that is asked for-

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

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: It will 
be very welcome. 

Mr. SIZER: Anything is welcome to the 
man who is "down and out " ; but my point 
ie 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
manbv electorate where the men, who have 
no\V g-one, \voultl nt least have been progres­
sive. This Bill to give relief has come along 
verv late in the day. The Government have> 
wai"ted many years before taking this stop, 
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 Chillag·oe-face the loss and state what 
it is. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAXDS: You 
wouJd 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 
al!o,;, the men who are prepared to continue 
and who have been successful to do so. I 
would prefer to do that rather than curry a 
little favour by giving a little n;todi<;mm of 
relief here and there. That pohcy 1s only 
courting failure and leaving men on these 
sett !emcnts instead of allowing them to 
become useful citizens in other walks of life. 

Manv of the men at Coominya and Beer­
burru~ 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 might 
as well have been placed in Qu£en 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 fal],lt 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 th£y can secure some 
return for their labour. I ask the Govern­
ment, if need be, to postpone this Bill, make 
temporary arrangements for relief-if things 
ar·o so desperate--and have a complete sur· 
vey, reYaluation, and classification of all 
soldier settlements. Then close down those 
settlements where the men have no prospect, 
and transfer the men who are good settJlers 
to goo·d hinds. Let the Government compen­
sate those men for their ,,-ork, and the State 
will have an asset ; otherwise, if they allow 
the setUements to continue as they .are, they 
will have no asset at all. 

Mr. \VEIR (J![arybo1'ough): 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 logicalb· 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 so!·dier himself will see how easy 
it is to be drawn into a. position from which 
he cannot extract l:iimself, 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. 

i\ifr. KERR: Nonsense. 
:Mr. WEIR: I am not giving my own 

words, but will quote from the " Daily 
]\fail " so that the opm10n may be an 
impartial one. The extract. deals with the 
•tatement of a Mr. Marshal!-

" The Mi~ister 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 lobbv of this Parliament House. The 
extract continues-

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

"Mr. \Varren: I guarantee I will get 
you into the House and you can demon­
strate there.'' 

\Yhat does that mean? If it means anything, 
it means that a member of this Chamber 
was prepared to assist those soldiers in 
making a demonst.ration 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 a.clvertising certain individuals. I 

cbject 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 woi·d· 
ing of the Bill has nothing to do with that 
conference. 

The SECRETARY FOR PLTBLIC LANDS : It was 
in print before the conference was held. 

:Mr. VI~EIR: That is se, 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 Bill, and I do not agree 
with t·he 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 considera.ble benefit to manv soldier 
setders. 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 settlement, 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. EYerybody who knows the di-s­
trict knows that for the eight years or so that 
thev have been there those settlers have had 
onl~· 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 
relatiYely is great as it detrimentally affect.& 
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 appli< a­
tion for the block. In many cases those 
individuals are not eligible and are a \Yare 
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
tical\-; cat the whole ef the feed, while the 
whole of the resources of the department 
aJ·e considering the matter. 

In the first instance it is in the hands of 
the Agricultural Bank. It takes some time 
because thoro are certain forms that have 
to be gone through. In turn, the Agricul· 
tural Bank hands it 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 through 
certain definite sta.ges, and, while going 
through these definite stages, men who have 
no right to the land at all are pirating the 
grass. I know of individual cases-som€l 

Mr. Weir.] 
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are happening at the present time-and 
when a man ],as 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 
lloor. In many cases the new settler cannot 
even induce the person who was not the 
buccessful settler to withdraw his stock, and 
the-- have to go the length of threatening 
to get the stock impounded. That is the 
eort of thing that annoys the settler. There" 
is one \ray 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 uot suflicient land. These men should 
have priority of claim. The men at Gm·don 
Brook Jun-e suffered from the start from 
the fact that the blocks are not big enough. 
However, that is not the purpose of Parlia­
mem now. It is no Lhe pointing out what 
ha]Jpenr:d in the past. The question is, 
•· Can \YO n1ake it better in the future?" I 
believe we can, and I believe the department 
is trying to make it better along the linos l 
have suggested, but it has not gone as far 
a,; it might go. Every block surrendered 
morally belongs to the soldier settlers who 
remain. :t\o ono outside the settlement has 
am· claim whaten•r to a surrendered block 
until every soldier has sufficient to enable 
him to keep his family in comfort. In many 
cases the land surrendered has not been 
allo< ate cl to the soldier settlers. There is a 
belief in the district that the statements 
mac:e regarding the sizo of the blocks are not 
correct. Tho department insists that 200 
acrts is quite sufficient. The hon. member 
for Srrndgate raised the san1e issue that I 
arn rajsing no\v. I belicye a lot of good 
:hor\ L'OU 1d }_" d01l(' by a local COJ:nmittee. 
l can quite imagine that the land agent, 
whoever he may be, with his knowledge 
oi 1 he di,trict, assisted by a soldiers' repre­
sentative and probably a successful farmer, 
":ou.ld rna};:c a very good con1n1ittce to a-dvjse 
the GoYernmcnt as to the effect of local 
conciitions and the art ,1_3 necesE=ary. That 
could be done \Yith adyantage, ai:td, if it 
\H'rc clone, a lot of the hardships at prf'sent 
snffcrcd by the soldiers would be obviated. 
'The more you inquire into the conditions 
surrounding these settlornents the 1nore vou 
think the settlers ar0 worth fighting for.' I 
know one mftn at Gm·don Brook who is an 
exceptionally hardworking chap, and he 
has h:o.l a very ha,·d battle up to date. I 
do not 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 n~xt few weel'B. he will have to go. 
There ought to be some way round a posi­
tion like that. As the Premier said, there 
is no case-I have watched the settlement 
very carefully-where an:: undue hardship 
has been pl>tced on these men in the wa v of 
rack-renting. In every case when these 
men come up "\vith arrears of rent or interest 
the Government ha Ye met them reasonably; 
but there is still something we can do so 
thctt, instead of d!·iving this man off the 
law!, 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-years' better asset now than he 
was then. This is not a unique case. 

S2veral hon. members haYe spoken on the 
qLwstion of leasehold. I am one of those 
who are very glad that the' Government dirl 
not giv11 these men freehold, and I believe 

lJ:ir. Weir. 

that the returned soldiers are glad of it 
themselves-those who went on the land with 
the object of making a living. I believe 
thev prefer leasehold to freehold. The hon. 
mc;,ber for Sandgate said that the land is 
over-capitalised, and the hon. member for 
Burnett suggc,,.ted that we should give them 
freehold. If the land is over-capitalised, and 
these men's backs are nearly broken in the 
struggle on leasehold land which is over­
capiLlioocl. what chance would they have of 
making a living on freehold? They "-ould 
not thank you for fr-eehold. 

Mr. NOTT: You coul-d make freehold 
cheaper than the present leasehold. 

~1r. \VEIR: Nonsense. I believe that the 
men who arc on Becrburrum to-day would 
not ha V·O gone on freehold land. vV o have 
had instances showing that it is impossible 
for men to go on freehold land and make a 
living. 

There arc other phases of soldier settlement 
which will come under consideration. I urge 
hon. members, in whatever they have to say 
about soldiers, to rcalise the fact that what­
ever may have happened in the past does 
not matter. vV c are sympathetic to soldier 
settlers. I am not alluding to these settlers 
mer·ely frc,.n the point of view that they are 
returned soldiers-they have no more rights 
or disabilities than any other hard-working 
settlor-the Australian who remained here 
dnrin;; the \Var has just as many rights as 
the Ausira lirrn ,-.-ho was on the other side­
] arn not Jog-rolling in that sense. I qrge 
hon. nwmbcrs to ·diret t their energies 
towards rnaking the conditions better, and 
not to do anything which would lead the 
Minister to withdraw the Bill, which I think 
would he a tragedy. 

l\Ir.- MAXWELL (1'ooiL·ong): The discus­
'ion has done a great dud of good, and I 
congratulate the hon. member for l\1urrumba 
on moving the amendment. Even the hon. 
member whu has just resumed his seat has 
stated that the Government or the depart­
nlent have not gone as far as they n1ight 
have done in connection with the returned 
soldiers. 

Mr. 'WEIR: I did not sa'· that. 

Mr. 1\L\XWELL: The Premier said the 
>oldicr settlers have not bC('ll badly treated. 
In my opinion, the statement which the hon. 
g-er:;tlcman made shows most conclusively that 
these men have been badly treated, and I 
will prove it from the admission which the 
hon. gt:'ntleman himself has ma·dc. He said 
th:tt mistakes have been made in connection 
with these s-ettlements, and under the con­
ditions, had he been a member of the commit­
t: e, he might have done the same. The point 
I want to stress is that another -declaration of 
error hac; been made by the Premier. The 
hon. member for Murrumba, by moving the 
arnendment, has given an opportunity to thl~ 
Minister to open up the whole question. I 
believe the Minister does not want to per­
petuate this mistake. 

Attention has been ·drawn on numerous 
occasions to the condition of a number of 
the men on these '-ettlements. These men 
did not li,-o in poverty on the settlements 
and work hard to keep their -,vivc'S and 
chil-dren because they thought they were in 
the right place. They did it because a 
mi take ha-d 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
efficienc,· of some of the soldier settlers who 
went or; 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 l3eerburrum 
was too poor. As hon. members know. it 
had previously been set apart as an artillery 
ground by the Federal authorities. It was 
absolutely unsuita.ble for settlem<:mt, and I 
hope that the Minister will take this oppor­
tunity and reopen the whole question. 

The Premier has asked for some construc­
tiYe 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 
oc a great deal of the trouble, and the hon. 
member for Sandgate has made one of the 
constructive suggestions the hon. gentleman 
askad for. Do not tinker with it l Let a 
Commission be appointed to go into the 
;-;hole matter, and let us cut the loss straight 
a\\ ay, 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 
assjstancc. I appreciate the ten1porary assist~ 
ance which is being given, but in the mean­
time why not take them away to the 
Da wson V alley or the Mary V alley? Are 
they nd 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 
Minister. I believe he is anxious to "do his 
bit." 

Mr. \VEIR interjected. 

Mr. ::VIAXWELL : I have no time for this 
reyolutionary 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. \Ve have reached an 
acute stage. and it is necessary that some­
thing should be done to relieve the'e 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 Beerburrum a dav longer than '"e can 
possibl,· help. In the' meantime. as has been 
~u~rgestt~d by other hon. members on this 
si<le, give them temporary .assistance. 

I hone the 2\1inistcr 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 t.he 
present time the conditions spell ruination, 
and unless something is done it will be worse. 
Mane· 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 vears because of the 
mistake of somebodv, who chose land which 
was absolutely unsuitable for land settlement, 
and put these men there to get a living for 

themselves and their wi;-es and families. I 
say that the "diggers " ha;-e been badly 
tree,ted. and the time has arrived when some­
thing should be done to relieve the situation. 

Mr. KERR (Enoggrra): If this is a BiU 
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 en a blc further relief 
to be given. I emphatically say that what 
has been done already in regard to soldier 
s: ttlement is by no means sufficient. It 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 ;-otes. 

Recentlv a number of soldier set.tlers at 
their m'Vn expense attended a conference in 
Brisbane and passed a number of resolution& 
embodying ;-ery 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 is a Bill only to ratify 
somethmg 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. ROBERTS: The Minister stated that 
the Bill was framed before he receiYed 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. Cor.LINS: For God's sake make ~ome· 
~uggestion! 

2\1r. KERR: I suggest to the Minister 
that he should \viden the scope of the Bill. 
He will then obtain all the suggc·,tions he 
wants. 

Mr. CoLLDrs: 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 eert.ain 
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. No,,· we have an opportunity <;>f 
doing something. \Ye 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 \Yill there be trouble <'n the· 
settlements. It is one of the worst. policies 
which could be adopted where there are· 
thousands of men concerned. If the Govern­
mcr:t wish to give re lie£ to the settlers. the 
relief must be extended in a general way, 
and more liberal treat.:nent must be extended 
by the State Advances Corporation. 

Yir. \VEIR: Whether they need it or not'[ 

Mr. C .• T. RYA!\: You do not bel.ieve in 
the human touch in administration? 

2V1r. 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 gi;-e e;-ery man the 
same concession. As a result of the policy 
of dealing wit.h cases on their merits. we 
have in the majority of cases the " wasters "' 

Mr. 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. \VEIR: Every man who obtains a 
concession is a " waster " ? That is a 
miserable remark. 

11r. KERR: Let me prove my st.atement. 
Many settlers have paid their interest, whilst 
Dther settlers who could affnrd to pay it 
did not do so. The result was that those 
who would not pay have obtained a con­
.ces:3ion. 

Mr. WEIR: You said that only the 
" \'>"asters" received concessions. 

Mr. 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 
" !!ansard." 

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. vVEIR: I am not going to permit the 
hm1. member to say what he likes about 
-soldier settlers. 

Mr. KEHR: I am not saying anything 
about the hon. gentleman's brother. I am 
speaking to the hon. gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! This cross­
fir.ing must cease. The hon. gentleman must 
address the Chair. 

~lr. WEIR : A dirty insult on his part ! 

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

::\Ir. \VARREN: A real good fellow. 

:Mr. KERR : I desire to take this oppor­
tunity of refuting the inference conveyed by 
the hon. member. Mr. Marshal! is one of 
the very best settlers that Queensland has. 
He is a splendid type of man, givi~g lOO 
per cent. of his time to a settlement m my 
electorate and making a success of it. He 
ha::: takel{ a verv keen interest in matters 
affecting the local" local producers' association. 
He i,; one of the steadiest and straightest men 
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 h~m right on that 
subject. For quite a long time an ex-Secre­
tar:,. for Public Lr"nds declined to meet this 
deputation, and the returned men concerned 
wer:t un into the lobbv of the office of the 
-Ghi,,f Secretary. They were told that the 
Minister would not se" thorn. When they 
kne-N that their troubles were not receiving 
and would not recei ,-e the attention due to 
them they became rather fidgety. As mem­
ber for the district, I \Vas responsible for 
asking the Minister to see this deputation. 
When I told them that the Minister was not 
ready to see them they became fidgety, and, 
a' a result. the l\iinister consented to sec one 
of their number-a Mr. Adams. If the 
who!e concessions thev asked for were not 
•granted, a good deal ~as done to meet their 
reqnests. That was the whole incident 
referred to by Mr. Marshal!. The lobb:v of 
this Chamber was not referred to. The hon. 
member for :iY1arvborou"h was. therefore. 
-unfortunate in picking on Mr. Marshal!. 

UJ'lr. Kerr. 

I do not want to enter upon a second read. 
ing speech, but the time has ar.rived when 
the soldier settlers should receive gr<:ater 
consideration and be placed on a busme.ss 
basis. Reviewing casr' here and there ":Ill 
not rectify the present position. The reh<:f 
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 
settlement 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 
•."ipe 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 ?f the men who 
have stuck it out are capitalised to-day. That 
is something quite wrong. 

Mr. HARTLEY: We do not do that. 

Mr. KERR: The Government are doing 
that. 

Mr. HAP.TLilY: If returned men apply for 
abandoned blocks, they get preference." 

Mr. KERR: 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 peroon. A little while. a.fter 
this man also left the block, and the origmal 
selector returned to the settlement and took 
up his old block at half the capital price it 
was yalued 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 g!ves 
trouble is the person to whom concess1?ns 
e.re made. but. if I were asked for adVIce, 
I would tell the settlers to-day, " Don't pay 
your interest until you arc all treated alike." 

'\1r. HARTLEY: You think, then, that we 
ought to withdrrrw the Bill? 

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

The SECRET_\RY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: You do 
not know anything about the Bill. 

Mr. KERR: The Minister said the Bill was 
prepared before the soldiers' conference 
eventuated. The men were so disgusted 
with the existing state of affairs t"hat 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 tim·e, 
before we go into our six months'. recess, 
to give these men what they are entitled to. 
Even the Commonwealth Concessions Bill 
wa"s 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 t~es:' )lolcJ.. 
ings on a decent basis for every md1 vidual 
soldier settler. In the cases where men 
have met their interest, that interest should 
be de.ducted from the capital. The Govern· 
ment should not make fish of one and fowl. 
of another. We want a Bill that will 
rlefinitelv set out a completely new proce­
dure not merclv ratifv mistakes of the past. 
Som~thing mm:e than temporarv relief is 
needed. As the hon. member for Nundah 
%id, t.he first loss is the greatest loss, !'nd it 
is time thP Government woke up, considered 
the claims that have been pnt forward· by 
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·our returned soldier settlers, and plarud 
matters on a decent footing. 

Mr KELSO (Nundah): I approach this 
que,tion in the light of the experience I have 
ha-d 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. 

A half-hearted attempt has been made 
by the Governnwnt to deal with this 
matter. \Vhen the matter was under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of Public 
Lands they endeavoured to make some sort 
<>f a revaluation. The thing was so out­
rageous w far as the debit against each 
block was concerned that the Government 
did make some slight conceasi~n. They wrote 
<>ff 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 
certamly it was no revaluation. It was l~ft to 
<Jne gentleman to go out and revalue. Settlers 
in the Highlands soldier settlement will tell 
you that that gentleman did not go out and 
examme the conditions of each farm and 
that he did not look at each house. H~ had 
certain information, assumed that there was 
a certain amount of depreciation, and from 
<Jne or two spots he made his valuation 
instead of going round the whole district. ' 

Mr. PE.>SE: How do councils make their 
valua tions? 

Mr. KELSO: I do not c~re how they make 
the1r valuatwns. 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 m the Highlands soldier 
«ettlemcm have been very dissatisfied. In 
the first place they did not receive the 
pr?per typo of land, consequently the whole 
thmg was a tr:>gedy. I do not blame hon. 
members opposite only, as both sides of the 
House were represented on the committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS : Did not 
come civilians offer to take over blocks on 
the Highlands soldier settlement? 

_Mr. KELSO: I will deoJ with that matter 
directly. Anybody who went out to the 
Highlands soldier settlement and saw the 
land _could not understand how any man in 
h1s nght senses could recommend the High­
land_s lands as a p!ace on which to put 
soldiers. The la':d IS absolutely " rotten," 
so to speak. It will hardly feed a bandicoot. 
At, any rate, these men have put up a good 
fignt, and, as the Premier said, the men 
wno _are th~re now are men who are likely 
!o slick. What we want at the present time 
1s not to go into ancient history, but to see 
what we can do to rectify the mistakes of 
t~w past. These men made repeated applica­
tions to the department when the Premier 
was Secretary for Public Lands, and that 
h_on. f!entlema!l has a complete grasp of the 
s1tuat10n. I mtroduced a deputation from 
the Highlands soldier settlement to the hon. 
member when .he was Secretarv for Public 
L_ands and the whole question was put before 
h1m. He was told that there were certain 
me': in the settlement who, for reasons of 
the1r own, were prepared to hang on. Thev 
had got us:d to the settlement. their families 
were growmg up, and they did not want to 
change. There were others who wanted to 
g_et out. bnt the department had no legisla­
tive power at that time to allow a man to 

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 
a.bsolutely 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 
" If 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 gomg 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 S?ldie~ settlements, I should say that 
each md1v1dual case should be taken on its 
merits. T.he 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 agricultur~, 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 
nad a better chance. vv'here the mistake 
was made was in selecting the Highlands, 
Beerburrum, Coominya, and other settle­
ments where the land was not first-c:t'ass. 
When you placed a number of men on land 
that was unsuitable, the thing was fore­
doomed to failure at the start, whereas, if 
these soldier' 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 inter<Jst 
in this matter, having contributed a verv 
large amount of money. They have certaiil 
responsi?ilities to the soldiers. They asked 
th<' sold1ers to go away to fight for Australia, 
and thev sai·d, "\Vhen vou come back we 
will see that you are properly attended to and 
ere giYen a chance to make good after­
wards.'' 

I entirely 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. 
\Vhen these m<en 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 be-en carried out? No 
matter what it costs the Commonwealth or 
the State, we must rcde·em the promises made 
to the soldier,.. \Ve 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 pavments. 
Somn of them may be able to do it; but they 
•ay they ar<J not going to pay if others do 

JJ11., Kelso,] 
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not pay. I do not think it was a good policy 
to transfer the control of the indebtodness 
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 valuation of 
hl/h ii:diYidual property-not a valuation in 
globo-··to find out the position each settler 
is in, and, if possible, meet his wishes. The 
::\finiste;· 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 h,:d enough experience in 
these matters not to make the 'ame mistake 
a second time. The men would go to other 
places feeling that with the experienoe they 
had gained they would be able to make a 
success of the venture. We want the whole 
question of soldier settlement dealt with. \Y c 
want the soldier settlers to be satisfied; 
and the onlv wav to achieve that dcsJre is 
to deal with ca.~h indiYidual casP on its 
merits. One of the things which the GoYern· 
mcnt ought. to do is to revalue every settle· 
ment and write down the values to the 
me~ rkct price. "Cnless that is done we shall 
not get the men to work with dny heart. 
They feel at present that they arc being 
asKed to work off a " dead horse.'' If a 
ma..::1 cannot "make go," ,Yhat 'vill happen? 
I know of one case on the Highlands soldier 
settlement where a man got disgusted and 
left the settlement. Ho 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 oonnect.ion with the settlement he 
had abandoned. 

::Ylr. MORGAN: That is the unfortunate part 
of it. 

}Ir. KELSO: The liability which arises 
under the contract he has entered into 
att,1.ches to a man for twentv vears. 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. 
nwnt to assist him any further the liabilities 
which he entered into at first should be 
cancdlod. I hope the Government will take 
up my suggestion that there should be a 
rey&Juation of the soldier settlemenb. 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 depart­
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 stop of lc:tving his selection would 
it not be far better for the depart~,ent to 
take a broad view of the whole situation 
and write the valuation dov,n generously to 
induce him to stay upon it? 

::\ir. C. J. RYA~: Why not applv 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 anv other hon. member 
of the Opposition ic. -I have alrea,dy said 
that a groat duty devolves on the people 
of Australia, and that is recognised by the 

Uvlr. Kelso. 

Federal Government. It should be recognised 
also bv this Government. If they wish to 
recognlso it, they should treat the soldiers in 
an extremely generous way. They are not 
treating them in that way now. 

::\Ir. HARTLEY: They are. 

:Y1r. KELSO : If the hon. member says 
that thev are, he does not understand the 
subject. , 

Mr. HARTLEY : You do not understand the 
subject. 

}1r. KELSO: I understand the subject, 
at any rate, as well as the hon. member. 
l have already said that I have a soldier 
•cttlcment 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 r:,sult 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 the:y have held them­
selves in check for some tnne because th~y 
believed the Government were sympath~t10. 
Let the Government rise to the occaswn, 
"0 over the whole ground, and see thn:t eacli 
individual case is attended to, and, If pos­
sible. make each selector so satisfied ~hat 
the question will not hav.e to be revived 
again. I feel perfec!ly satisfied t~at.,. If the 
Government tackle It from the md1VIdual 
noint of view, they will have a far better 
~hance of solving this great problem and 
remedying the injustices whlch 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 mto one 
community in districts 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 m<:>et the 
legitimate wishes of the settlers and make 
them contented. 

Mr. COLLI).IS (Bo1cen): I desire to have 
~omething to say on this debate. winch. has 
occupied about three hours, taken up prn:ci· 
pally Ly members of the Oppos;h.on trymg 
to some extent to prevent the :i\1Imster from 

doing something for the return.ed 
r2 p.m.] 1oldier settlers. I have no soldier 
c settlements in mv electorate, and 

I am verv pleased that I have not. because 
I was n.:ver 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 
ili~th~mMw~wMt~iliewM=d 
practically faced the cannon's mouth. who 
were considered heroes and so forth. are not 
degenerates. The/ arE' men of the world, 
and they are fighting the battle of life the 
same cs they fought the battle on the wal' 
front. 
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Judging from sonw of the remarks of hon. 
members opposite this morning, I am inclined 
to think they are overdoing this word 
"soldier." Per,onally, I think the time has 
arriYed when we should amend all this legis­
le"tion by dropping the word " soldier." The 
war ceased in 1918, and why should we con­
tinue talking of men as soldiers when they 
arc no longer .soldiers, but are really citizens 
of the State of Queensland or the Common­
wealth, and we should recognise them as 
such' I am 'm· prised 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 
Yaluations o£ soldier settlements-in fact, 
practically trying to teach the settlers already 
on the settl0ments 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 electorate, so far as I know, 
who des1res to repudiate his liability, and 
why should these men be taught this doctrine 
of repudiation? I would like to know whv 
we have this discussion about the land O:t 
Beorburrum being poor. 'When these soldiers 
were fighting the battles of the Empire they 
v.·ere ,,]] considered to be heroes. What has 
become of the people who used to tell us that 
" nothing was too good for the returned 
~oldier "? 

Mr. ]\,fAXWELL: You are not one of them. 

1Hr. COLLIKS: I have donol 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. vVhat has become 
of these people who told us that the soldiers 
were all heroes, that they were fighting for 
the defenc0 of the Empire, and that they 
should want fol' nothing? 'What has become 
of a 11 the large landholders for whom they 
fought? \Yhy 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. COLLI~S: Where in the Common­
wealth are the 12,187 owners of unimproved 
land of a value exceeding £5,000 and an 
aggregate v_alue of £179,668,830? W'hy could 
they not g1 ve some of their land for the 
settlement of returned soldiers? Yet 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
wPalth Government doing? 

Mr. MAXWELL: Everything. 

Mr. COLLINS: The Commonwealth Go­
vernment. has been remitting taxation 
amounting to millions of pounds to the 
wealthy classes of the Commonwea.lth. Those 
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 
Parliament-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 themcelvPs a responsibility which was 
really a function of the Comm~nwealth Go­
vernmed. \Vc have already lost hundreds 
of thousands of pounds on these soldier 

settlements, yet we do not seem to 
be able to find a solution to the problem. 
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 MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. COLLINS: And just as the capitalist 
clac,,., haYe 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, 
_\.ustralia 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 Governm·ent had then realised 
their responsibility, they would have launched 
out on three big schemes-namely, roads, 
railwaYS, and irrigation-and not worried 
so much about putting the soldiers who were 
returning on the land. If these three 
chemcs had been proceeded with, in the 

course o£ time those men who were suited 
for the land would have settled on the land. 
\Ye shall ha vc to make the best of the 
position in Queensland, and t..he 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. COLLic-.rS: We are the Government, 
and we utf' endeavouring to do something to 
all,viate the position as we find it. 

l\Ir. MAXWELL: You don't govern. 

:\fr. COLLINS: We do. Lot our friends on 
the brnches opposite concentrat-e theit 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 I want to 
emphasise the point that the Minister at 
some future date should take into considera­
tion the question of amending certain Act' 
of Parliament with a view to omitting the 
word " soldier " and substituting the word 
" citizen." They are no longer soldiers, but 
citizens of the Commonwealth and Queens­
land. 
GovERN~IENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. EDWARDS (Nanango): 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 
rnca;.ure. In my opinion there was no occa~ 
sion for such a speech as was just delivered 
by the hon. member for Bowen. 

Mr. Edwards.] 
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JHr. COLLINS : There was every occasion 
for it. 

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

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

Mr. EDW ARDS: 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 poBltion 
of our returned soldier settlers, I am satis. 
fied 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 SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 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 s0ldier settlement blocks are 
too small. Many of those settlements were 
not suitable for close settlement. In the 
circumstances it did not matter whether 
tho~e 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. COLLINS: There are no complaints 
from soldiers in my electorate. 

Mr. EDW ARDS: No? I know that the 
hon. member was not allowed to speak at 
some centres in his electorate during the 
recent general election. 

111-. COLLINS (Bowen) : I rise to a pomt 
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 ! 

M·r. EDW ARDS: The question. is, as I 
have sq.id, a big one. We should endeavour 
to view as it broadly as we can. The people 

r:r11·. Edwards. 

who have suffered are undoubtedly the men 
who arc trying to make a success in the 
position in which they find ti:emselves. 
I am quite satisfied that even without an 
alteration of the Act some of the difficu)h.es 
could have been eliminated if the Admim~­
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 ma.ke 
a success unless he lays down a defimte 
policv of what he is prepared to do. and 
says "how far he is JYrepared to go. It Js all 
very fine for the men to be working in the 
dark and knowing, when they w':'nt to do 
something-such as to transfer theu land or 
get certain concessions . in regard to. t he1r 
mnts-that each case w1ll be dealt w1th on 
its merits. That is where a great many. of 
the difficulties have a•risen in connectw:-1 
with soldier settlements. A board was 
appointed some ti~e ago to inquire ip.to 
soldier settlements m Queensland, and tnat 
board was asked to take into consideration 
the question of what . amou'?-t should b_e 
written off in the valuatwn of 1mprovemento, 
and in some cases the valuations were cut 
down so that the settlers saved £2 or £3 a 
year. Anyone who knows anything of ~he 
circumstances will appreCJate that a savmg 
of £2 or £3 a week would be all right; but, 
when it comes to saving £2 o_r .£3 '!' year, Jt 
is useless. That is the pos1t10n m winch 
the soldier has found himself right through 
the piece. In the firot place, t.he land on 
which they were settled admrttedly was 
unsuitable for closer settlement purposes. 
Xow the Premier gets up and tells us that 
it is no information to the Government to 
be told that these settlements have .been a 
failure . The hon. member for Stanlcy and 
nivsoli went over the Coominya settlement 
from home to home in the early s.tages '!f 
the sett loment, and we came back m to th~s 
House and put the case exa'!tly as ~t 
appeared to us as men w1th practJCal expen­
ence. We also told the Secretary for Publw 
Lands that the whole settlement must be :• 
failure. What was done? The whole post· 
tion was allowed to drift until the ":hole of 
that money was lost. These men put m ~ears 
of work, and then they gradually dnf~ed 
awav from the settlement. The same thmg 
has ·happened at other settlements that I 
could mention. Time after time we have 
shown the necessity far 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 settlers a·re too .small. If 
practical knowledge had been obtamed from 
men in the district and that knowledge 
followed out, the soldiers would never hav_c 
heen placed on those areas under such condi­
tions. ·Some of them require fro'!'. 5,000 to 
10.000 acres in or·der to make a lrvmg; yet 
thev are asked to make a living on 600 or 
700. acres. The great danger, even to tFe 
men who arc loft on the drfferent set~.e­
ments at the present time, is in not domg 
things at once. 

If the areas are too small, we should not 
let conditions drift on year after year unt1l 
the bone as it were. is picked so clean that 
the settldr 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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to everyone that the first kick-off, whether 
in the \V est or anywhere else, means either 
._:;;ucccss or failure for n1any years to corr1e. 
"That is what the soldier settlers have been 
up against right through the piece. I hope 
the :\Iinister will lay down conditions in 
this measure 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 
have 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 manner in which the returned soldiers 
l1ave 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 
-cnt~r~·l~· wr~ng. \Ye know that these men 
with their families have been working night 
n !ld Jay to n1cct their obligations, and 
soldiers. just the same as civilians, would not 
suggest 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 ha ,.e allowed their land to get into such 
a state that the improvements were not 
wort:h much, and it usually followed that the 
board allowed such men to get out of paying 
thmr 1·em and other dues, while men just 
Dver 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 mtercets of the State, because no man 
·can improve ·his land unless he buys through 
~nany channcle, us!ng the railways, for 
mstance, al!d becommg a taxpayer in many 
1ndirect ways; yet the man who has worked 
soli<:lly ,,-ith 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 UJ>on him and he has to pay up to 
the last penny. There again is proof of the 
necessity that men of practical experience 
with knowledge of the districts in which 
these ,,,ttlements are should be consulted. 

The State Government have received an 
cnormoue amount of mone:v from the Com­
monwealth Government, but. with all due 
T!'spect to what has been said on the other 
side, they have not carried out their obli""a­
tions, first to the settlers. secondly to the 
State of Queensland, and thirdly to the 
Commonwealth of Australia, because there 
is no doubt that when this money was 
allotted to Queensland the big responsibilitv 
was cast upon them of seeing that it we:s 
spent with benefit to the settler and to the 
State as well as to the Commonwealth. T.he 
Co:nmonwea.lth GovNnment have agreed to 
wnte off no Ices than £475,000 of the Queens-

land indebtedness. and that fact at least 
should make the Minister put forwaTd every 
possible endeavour to remedy the state of 
alfaiTs 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. I say again 
that the land should be given to them 
entirely free. 

Mr. DASH: The same old thing. 

Mr. EDW ARDS: The hon. member ca.n 
treat it as a joke if he likes. 

Mr. HANLON: It is hard to treat it at 
anything but a joke. 

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

:\1r. HANLON: 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 resporu;ibi!Ity 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 
been crushed out with their stock dying 
during a dry time; but, if the suggeotions 
which have come from this side of tho 
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. PETERSOK (Tormanby): Having 
returned soldier settlements in my electorate, 
naturally I am amcious to know the out­
standing features of the proposed Bill, and 
I liste:1ed 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. 

:\fr. 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 1n pointing 
to the faults of the past. 

The PREMIER: I traced the history of 
'oldier settlements. 

Mr. PETERSO::-.J: I certainly welcome 
any measure brought forward by the Govern­
ment to as~ist the soldiers who have stood 
valiantlv by their selections during the last 
five years. 

The PRE:I!IER : Tracing the history of a 
problem is very different from abusing some­
body beef1use something happens. 

Mr. PETER SON: 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 PRE:I!IER : You were over here helping 
us when soldier settlements were formulated. 

Mr. PETERSON: Yes. Soldier settle­
ments were instituted in Queensland, not 
for the purpose of ruining the soldiers, but 
with the be't of intentions. Whether it be 
in Queensland, New South Wales, or any 

Mr. Peterson.j 
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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 
moct 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. 
\Vhat arc the reasons which have led to the 
disasters in connection with soldier settle· 
ment·S? 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. \Ve 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 pc oition of being unable to meet 
tlwir commitmcuts. They have been unable 
to meet their commitments mainly because 
of the high prices paid in the first instance, 
and because thev were unable to find a 
market for their c produce. All the circum­
stances point conclusively to the opinion that 
they should be assictecl in their present 
troubles. I think it was the Premier who 
gtatecl that a weeding-out process had auto­
matically taken place, and there were now 
on the blocks onlv 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 
:-cars, but they havo been crushed clown 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 
se0m to be getting drier and drier, with tbe 
result that the settlers find themselves in 
a greater financial hole than ever in trying 
to meet their commitments. 

I can give hon. members an illustration 
of ono selector in m'l: 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 w.:ts that the grocers' bills and 
other obligations had to be met, irrespective 
of land rents and bank charg-es. Conse­
quC'ntly many a man, through drought con­
ditions and other circumstances over which 
he had no control, was forced to leaYe his 
selection to SC·f'k work elsewhere in order to 
provide for his wife and children. I have 
here a letter from Mr. ,T. l\1. Fl·etcher, in 
my el0otoratc, and amongst other things he 
states-

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

[Mr. Peterson. 

his obligations to the bank, so after I% 
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, 
und 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 w·eek out 
of his earnings to clem· the arrears of 
interest and redemption. He promptly 
got .of! his s~iection as the demand was 
so rrd1culous. 

:\1r. HARTLEY: \Vhen was that? 

2\Ir. PETERSON: That was only recently. 
l\lost hon. members will realise that when 
drought conditions and other causes whicn 
have been mentioned, for which the soldier 
settler is not responsible, force the settler to 
leave his wif.e and children on the holding 
to try, if possible, to earn enough elsewhere 
to pay the grocer's and other bills and return 
later on in good seasons to work that hold­
ing, he should not be harassed. 

Mr. HARTLEY: You know that Ridgelands 
nev.cr did support anyone on a small .area. 

:Mr. PETER SO:\': I 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 arc there and are down and out. 
If this Bill is ·designed to giYo them relief, 
then I welcome it to the fullest cxt .nt pos­
sible. I hope that ,,-hat the :Minister said 
this morning 'Yill be carried out in this Bill. 

Another reason whv the Ridgelands settle­
ment ha' been a failure c.·as that during the 
cotton boom quite a number of soldier& 
took up land under the impression that they 
were going to make a very fine thmg. out of 
growing cotton. This is not the nme to 
discuss whether it was right or wrong; but 
all those settlers had ratoon cotton growmg, 
and ju ,t at the period when they wore expect­
ing to reap a decent cheque i~ order to meet 
their commitments the an.ti-ratcon cotton 
legislation was passed through this Chamber. 
That threw them right back to where they 
started from. These arc causes which led up 
to the present unsatisfactory condition on this 
settlement. \Ve could have oycrcome them 
quite easily had we done the right thing at 
that particular time and altered the legisla­
tion later. That is one reason whv those 
settlers are in such an unfortunate position. 

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

Let us take as another example the homes 
that were erected on Ridgelancls. These 
homes were built when prices were at their 
highest. Anv number of these homes were· 
abandoned, and, though they cost from £245 
to £300 each, they were sold by the depart­
ment at auction at prices up to £45. \Vhen 
the same settlers asked the Government to 
write down the capital value of those home" 
to £35 or £-15 the Government refuse·d to do 
so. and preferred to allow them to get into 
the hands of speculative dealers, who came· 
out from Rockhampton and purchased them 
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at that price. There is nothing fair in that. 
It would ha.-e been far better to allow the 
soldiers to have the homes for that price and 
.remain on the land. That is another reason 
which lws helped to drive the soldier off the 
land. 

On- eau go over to Fairfield and see about 
thirtv houses which have been erected from 
buildings which were previously at Beer­
burrunL \vhilc at Rockha1npton ono may see 
homes erected there from the soldiers' homes 
previously on the Ridgelands soldier settle­
n1ent. A grave error '\Vas made when conces­
~ions "'ere not given to the soldiers thern­
s~h·cs. I kr:o v that in a number of cases 
t:he obligations could not be met--

The SECRET.IRY FOR PcBLIC LAKDS : As a 
matter of fact, th.,· owners could not keep 
the doors and windows in some of tho houses. 

Mr, PETERSO:'\: That also applies to the 
-citi'"· These things have a habit of walking, 
and I can quite understand what the hon. 
gentleman means. I hope that provision 
·,·ill be made whereby the capital cost will 
be wntten down. To-dav the Minister has 
heard of losses h1 other ellterpriscs. and even 
private enterprises, that have had to be 
written off. That applies to Chillagoe, the 
State :::t. 1 tions~ and n1any other services; and 
the wonrr the Minister realises that aspect 
<:>£ the questiOn the better it will be for our 
soldic~· settlers. 

I qu!L agree that the Gov<:'rnment cannot 
give this n1oncy away 1vithout expecting some 
return. The Go..-N·nmcnt placed people on 
land. ncl l'C'SC'rvcd c0rta ln areas for soldier 
.sett.l lllf)r~t, ' h:_'1'0 rriorib- .,,Ya·::: io be criYf'll 

-to soldi?rs. They also took upon them;e!v~s 
to proqdc roads and other facilities, and it 
IS up to them to carry out their part of the 
<:ontract. That 'has been done to a certain 
extent. _Peop_J~ have been put on the land, 
and roacl fa<'Iht.Ies have been provided, but 
-thousanch and thousands of pounds have been 
;;pe10t on the Ridgelands soldier settlement 
roads. : ncl those roads will not be used exten­
sin'lv. That is simplY because the benefits now 
propospc] in this Bi!l were not brought 
forward t---o y0ars ago. As a result. the 
Gov' rnmcnt have not only lost all the soldier 
settlers vcho should have been on the s-ettlc­
!"'ents, but they w.ill lose the monev invested 
m those roads diroctlv and indirectlv. The 
shire councils are res~ponsible for a" rertai1; 
part of the money, ~nd the Federal Govern­
ment are ah,o re,ponsible for a certail1 
amount. :'IIost of the moncv will be wasted. 
and I hope the Gov,rrnment will be seized of 
the desirability _of not wasting further 
n1oEey unnPcessanly on such unsatisfactorv 
schemes. \V e should encourage these men 
to go on smtable selections, and we should 
encourage them to remain there. Eventu­
allv this drought will break and con­
ditions will then improve. That encourage­
mer:t could be given by writing down the 
capital cost and allowing the settlers to 
bandit bv the amount of interest thev have 
paid. \Yhen we re,ceive the Bill we shall be 
able to see if it contains the promises that 
have been macle. Meanwhile, I welcome the 
utterances of the JVIinistm· and sinoerelv trust 
that the benefits he fdr<"hadows will be 
applied to the soldier settlers of Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gvmpie): I take it this 
Committee is asked " to consider the 
dc'irahleness of introducing a Bill to afford 
r~lief to discharged soldiers who have become 

settlers on the land." That being so, I do 
not see why all the delay should take place 
in anticipating provisions of the Bill -,,:hich 
I have but briefly outlined. I reserved a fuller 
~Lat<~nlent of the provisions of this n1easure 
until the second reading, but hon. membe1·;, 
oppT~1tc havo raised all s:>rts of questions 
and suggestions. One hon. member qug­
gestcd that the Bill should be withdrawn, 
another suggested that a board should be 
appointed, and a still further suggestion 
"as chat there should be another complete 
urvec of the whole position of soldier settle­

r<ll'nts. It seems to me that that implies 
that some hon. members opposite a·re out 
more for politic.tl propaganda than for giving 
practical relief to the returned soldiers. Even 
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 
soldier,, who hav·e 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 a,mend the said Acts 
in certain particulars." 

The Opposition pwpose to omit the words 
" in certain particulars," and even if those 
words are omitted it would still leave the 
Bill to deal with those soldier settlers "who 
have been unable whollv to meet their en­
gago:,1onts." :'>I embers· of t.ho Opposition 
argue that the Bill should bo extended to 
give concc,,.ions to those who have wholly 
met their obligations. 

~\h. Kr:w: That is not right . 

'.)'Le SECRETARY EOR P'GBLIC L.Al\DS : 
At least ono member of the Opposition said 
that some concession should be given to 
those who have met their obligations. That 
.,, ould not be possible, even if the words " in 
certain particu!arc " were omitted. I take 
it t.hat hon. members opposite are in favour 
of the soldier settlers procuring relief at 
the earliest possible moment. This matter 
has had the earnest consideration of com­
petent officers of the department, and it has 
taken a consider'_Lblo 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
r~ent, and, when h<:>n. members see the pro­
visiOns contamed m the Bill when it is 
introduced, t.hey c,-il! regard it as a liberal 
measure for the relief of soldier settlers in 
Queensland. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted (Jtr. Warren's amendment) stand 
pm·t of the resolution-put; and the Com­
mittee divided:-

Mr. Barber 
, Bedford 
, Bertram 

Bruce 
,, Bulcock 

Uarter 
Collins 
Conroy 
Cooper, F. A. 

, Cooper, W. 
Dash 
Dunstan 
Ferricks 
Gledson 
Hanlon 
Hanson 
Rartley 
Hynes 
Xirwan 

AYES, 37. 

Mr. I.arcombe 
,, I..lewelyn 

Llovd 
McLach!an 
Mullan 
O'Keefe 

,, Payne 
Pease 
Tiiordan 
Hyan, C. J. 
Hyan, H •. J. 
Rmitb 
Stopford 
Weir 
Wellington 
"\Viis on 
"\VinstanJey 
Wright 

Tellers: :Jir. Hanson nnd l\fr. ·weir. 

Hon. T. Dunstan.] 
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Noxs, 23. 
Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
, Barnes, W. H. 
, Bell 

Mr. Moore 
, Morgan 

" Brand 
, Clayton 
, Corser 

Deacon 
., Edwards 

Kerr 
, King 
, Logan 
, Maxwell 

Nott 
Peterson 
Roberta 
Russell, H. M. 
Russell, W. A. 
Sizer 
Swayne 
Taylor 
Warren 

Tellers: Mr. Edwarc1s and :\fr. Peterson, 

PAIR. 

'lo. An:. 
}!r. Land. Jir. Appel. 

R0solved in the negative. 
Original question (.~Ir. Dunstan's motion) 

put and passed. 
The House resumed. 
The CHA!R)!AN reported that the Committee 

had come to a resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

FIRST READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 

(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie) presented the 
Bill, and moved-

" That the Bill be now read a first 
tirne." 

Question put and passed. 

SECOND READIKG. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 

(Hon. T. Dunstan, Gympie): At the initia­
tory stage of this Bill I 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 retumed 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 31st 
December, 1924, be written off .and 
interest charged as from the lst January, 
1925. 

" That on the Bald Hills, Enoggera, 
Hig-hlands, :Mount Gravatt. and Mount 
Hutton soldier settlements accrued in­
terest to the 31st December, 1925, be 
written off and inter-est charged as from 
the 1st January, 1926. 

" That on the Beerburrum soldier settle­
ment accrued interest t-o the 31st Decem­
ber, 1927, be written off and interest 
charged as from the 1st January, 1928." 

The St!lnthorpe settlement, of course, is 
principally devoted to fruitgrowing, and in 
respect of that settlement the couCBssion is-

" That on the Stanthorpe >+oldier settle­
ment (fruit culture being the principal 
industry), as it takes approximately five 
rears for deciduous fruit trees to come 
[nto 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 indi­
vidual holding." 

[Hon. 1'. Dunstan. 

There is the further concession-
" That on holdings under the adminis­

tration of the Agricultural Bank accrue& 
interest be written off and charged as. 
from the 1st January, 1925." 

As to the capital amounts, special con­
cessions are to be m a de. On all settlements 
except Atherton it is proposed that the 
amount of such capital money advaneed shaH 
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 ~tmounts 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 31st December, 1927. 

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

be written off and forgiven sO> 
[3 p.m.] that no further liability to pay 

the amount of such interest shalt 
remain upon the selectors so concc!·n"ct. 

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 J\finistcr and so reduced shall 
be deemed to be the amount of such advance 
outstanding, and the bor•rower to whom such 
relief ha,s 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 
ail interest accrued due on or before 31st 
December, 1924, and unpaid on 31st 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 31st December, 
1925, shall be written off and forgiven so 
tha.t no further liability to pay the amount 
of such interest shall remain. 

In connection with Beerbur'l·um all interest 
accrued due or unpaid on 31st December, 
1927, shall be written off. 

Mr. HARTLEY : Whv the difference in the 
dates? · 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
Because of special circumstances ascer­
tained by the officers of the department 
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 31st 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 
valne. The third period shall be a period of 
seven years up to 1940, and the Tental 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 quality 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 
enable a returned soldier seeking to transfer 
land to execute a mortgage on his area if 
he i"' unable otherwise to secure the balance 
of the purchase money. 

The concessions I have enumerated amount 
to a very considerable sum. 

Mr. CoRSER: How much? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
To give effect as soon as possible to this 
relief, in several cases we have anticipated 
the prm·isions 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 
<:re proposed to be given, includo-

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

2. Writing off arrears of interest to 31st 
December, 1924, and waiving interest 
in certain group settlements for 
various periods up to 31st 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 involvei! to the 
State to the 30th June, 1926, was-

Principal 
Interest 

£ 
... 272,162 
... 205,528 

The conces",ion wmvmg interest for the 
period up to 31st December, 1927, on certain 
group soldie1· settlements is estimated to 
amount to £29,048. 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. COLLIX": What about Chillagoe now? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The net estimated loss to the State on soldier 
settlement to 31st December, 1930, is about 
£1,250,000. 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 Governm~nt to 31st December 193{) 
to soldier settlement. The Common'wealth 
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. 

As I stated at the outset of my remarks, 
those concessions are liberal, and the provi­
sions of the Bill are practical ones, and as 
far as the Govm·nment 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 
so, 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 
tin1o." 

GovERNME)!T MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. CORSER (lJurnett) : The Minister has 
read out a few comments in regarq to this 
Bill <:nd the clauses contained therein. 

Ni:r. CoLLINS: That is very unkind of you. 

Mr. CORSER: On behalf of the Opposi­
tion, I want to enter an emphatic p~otest 
against the manner in which the business of 
this House is being conducted. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! 

Mr. CORSER : We received a copy of the 
Bill only after the second reading was 
moved. 

The BrEAKER: Order ! This House 
approved of the introduction of this Bill. 

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

'l'he SPEAKER : Order ! Order ! 

Mr. CORSER: We have not ha.d an oppor­
tunity of perusing the Bill. The Bill was 
handed to us after the Minister ha.d started 
his second reading speech, and the hoJ:\. 
gentleman gave us some illustrations of the 
value of the Bill. We have not had an 
opportu':lity to read _it. Any intelligent 
person m the comrnumty realises t.hat it is 
up to the Government to give the Opposition 
an opportunity to read the Bill. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. 
member k~ows that under the Standing 
Orders. a Bill may be passed through all its 
stages m one day. As a" matter of fact, some 
days ago the House approved of this being 
do1w. 

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 bd agreed 
that there is no necessity for the Govern­
ment to proceed with the Bill immediately. 
They could at least have proeeeded with it 
at a later hour of the day, in the meantime 
givmg the Opposition an opportunity to 
r.eruse the me::s~re. It was impossible to­
nsten to the M1mster and at the same time 
rea,~ the Bill; yet we. are snpposed to talk 
on It. We are keenly mterested in the Bill. 
We realise our obligations to our soldier 
settlers. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
Opposition have talked for hours to-day 
Without havmg seen the Bill. 

The SECRETARX FOR AGRICULTURE : And said 
nothing. 

Mr. CORSER : If I said nothin~ I would 
have done exactly what the Sec~~tarv 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. Gor>~~r} 



1872 Discharged Soldiers' Settlmncnt [ASSEMBLY.] Acts Amendmen~ Bill. 

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, and the Opposition should have an 
<'>pportunitv of becoming familiar with the 
proposed ·amendments. From the brief 
perusal I have made of the Bill the only 
advantages I can see are that it is proposed 
to rclie,·e the settlers of the interest on small 
payments for seeds and other little conces­
sions that have been grant0d. I may be 
wrong, because I have not had an oppor­
tunity to read the Bill properly, but the 
11 ini stcr did not indicate any spc·cific relief 
when m a king his second reading speech. 
The hon. gentleman merely told us what the 
State propose,., to lose in 1930. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICuLTURE: No-up 
to 1930. 

:CI1r. CORSER: Up to 1930. That is what 
I tried to convey to the Minister. The hon. 
gentlem11n complained that there will Se 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. \Ye haYe claimed right along that 
un uitable land has been given to soldiers and 
that mono:;· has been wasted. 

The SeCRETARY ]'OR PuBLIC LANDS : I told 
you that the so concoGsions 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 SPttlemenb. I am sure that, when 
the Federal Treasurer wanted to relieve our 
soldier .oettlers, he intended that amount 
to \Yipe off some of their indebtedness. 
Inst<ead of that, we find that the Treasurer 
or the Secretary for Public Lands is reliev­
ing the Stat-e 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. 

Mr. O'KEEFE: I am as much concerned in 
Chillagoc. 

Mr. CORSER: The hon. member should 
be concerned, and he should support us with 
reg>trd 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 :\Iinisicr admitted that the policy 
carried out by the State Government in 
regard to the soldier settlement has been a 
failure; but, instead of t-hat, he has endea· 
voured. and the Premier has endeavoured, 
to put the whole responsibility on the soldier 
·settlor. 

The i:JFCRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : This 
Bill is to afiord relief; you object to it. 

11r. CORSER: It is a, Bill to relieve soldier 
settlers of something t-hat 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 monev 
that they cannot· secure-and small parceis 
of monev at that. It is not a Bill that will 
provide , a ,sistance which would mean pros-

[ Mr. C01·ser. 

parity to the soldiers. That is what we 
want. 

Mr. O'KEEFE: 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 
t-o 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 t-he session. It is 
a most important measure. It is one that 
is supposed to have occupied the attention 
of Ministers of the Crown for many years. 
It is th0 result of deput-ations 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 SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Better 
late t-han never. 

Mr. CORSER: Better late than never; 
but better never late. (Laughter.) The 
Minister hands us the Bill, immediately 
makes 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 t-he 
suggestions made by myself and other hon. 
membru:s 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. 

:\1r. DASH : In what year did you make 
thn t speech? 

Mr. CORSER: In 1917. 
Mr. DASH: Just a year before the elect-ions. 

:V1r. CORSER: Not a vear before the 
elections, but in the vear in ,~·hich the soldiers 
wore put on the land. and after which it was 
ncrcs,arv for the Government to have a 
rcdistrib;1tion of seats. 

Mr. O'KEEFE: On pr·ivate members' day? 

Yl:r. CORSER: On priYate members' day. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

Mr. CORSER: The suggr,tions and forc­
caei,s 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. th!s 
Bill to wipe off these amounts. The Brll rs 
not 1 liheral one, as it will not get over the 
difriculties which exist. and ,vill 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 



trJ af-.;.,i:· ~h(' soldier sett1{)rs and their vviy.-; 
end children. The l\finisc0r would lead 110 

to infPr that the soldier settler are not a 
dc-irable dues of p-eople to put on the land­
Jlot from a p<'rsonal but from an industrial 
point of Yicw. In the Upper Burnett district 
the soldil'l' ~ettlers are of the aYL)rage settler 
{'la "'· \Y C' have not got fanners (n.c~n~ -..rho 
nr, all p:;_·osperous. but they are avPr.a.gu 
illdi\-i{lualf:~ who have taken up land undL'l" 
condition~ which, owing tD Providence, are 
fortunatol;,· good. The soldier settlers gener­
ally have been handicapped by the State 
putting them upon infericr land-on salty 
tnar..JH> such as obtain at Beerburrum-and 
other impoccsiblo places. 

Mr. IV RIGHT: \Vhat about Calico Cre-ek? 

J'.Ir. CORSER: They are prmpcrous there; 
but that is not a soldier settlement. I admit 
that I have not been able tu g-ive an mtdli­
gent re\·iew of this Bill in Iny seconJ reading 
opccch, bee m se I ha vc not had the oppor­
tunity of reading- the Bill. 

}1r. RroRDA:-J: YDu have made a Ycry go~.., cl 
speech. 

C.1r. CORSER: I listened to the }Iinister; 
but what I heard from him did not help me 
\-cry n1uch, and I arn afraid it is goiug tu 
help the settlers less; but the time I ha vc 
taken up in protesting against the proecdurc 
adopted will give members of the OppositioH 
:,a opportunity of reading the Bill, and they 
\\-ill :::;ee that there are yery f.c-,y factoro of 
importance in the measure. 

VV~hilst the Speaker would not allow me to 
<lea! with the Bill in detail at this stage, 
I n1ight_, :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 measl!re, and thBre is not 
one of us who is not prepared to sit to-night, 
or to sit all night, in discussing any rrwa:-Jure 
which will help the r<Jturned soldiers. and 
give them an opportunity of making a decent 
liYing. 

:\·1r. RIORDAN: You are real martyrs. 

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

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member 
must deal with the Bill. 

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

vVe want to be in a position to give them 
a generous deal. They will be no better off 
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 ach·ances 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 a;dvances 
ts to be added to the capital indebtedness 
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of the soldier in most cases. Nothing a bout 
the interest on the debt which has accrued 
over a period of years for the clearing of 
land by unemployed! Not by men sel0cted 
by the settlers themselves, but by unem­
ployed engaged by the State to clear la.nd 
which w~s not worth 5s. an acre. althou~ h 
the State charged them £20 to £25 an aci·o 
merely for clearing the timber off it. 

:Hr. RIORDAN: Why stop at £25? 

::\Ir. CORSER: I am within the limit when 
I say from £20 to £25~I want to be modest 
in any statement I make. Four or 5 acrcu 
were cleared on 20 or 25-acrc perpetual lease­
holds, and the settler, before he ever saw his 
block, was indebted to the Agricultural Bank 
to the extent of £100. The Commonwealth 
Go.-ernment set aside £625 as an ad van cc 
to each settler-not an advance by the See­
retary for Public Lands, the Deputy Pre­
mier, or the Cabinet. The Queensland 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: Did you ever speak the 
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 ic; 
lucky; but the soldier settler got~ nothing 
irom the bank at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~ms : It has 
cost us £2.225,000 in indebtedness to thf! 
C(ln1monwealth. 

::Ylr. CORSER: The Commonwealth Go­
Yernment wiped off £800,000 out of 
£3.000,000, but you spent all that monev 
and wasted it. What did you ever pay for 
it? 

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

)ilr. CORSER: The Premier claims that 
the Gon'rnment have paid from £4 to £9 an 
acre for land for soldier settlements, but the 
'oldier settler would not give from 4s. to 
9s. for it. To whom did the Government 
pay that money? vVe have not asked for an 
inquiry into that. 

::Yfr. RroRDAN: What about Atherton? 

Mr. C'ORSER: Never mind about Ather­
ton. I am talking about areas I know some­
thing about-some of the salt ma•·shes 
round about the city of Brisbane that they 
opened for soldier settlement. 

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER : Soldiers' homos. 

::\Ir. CORSER: No-soldiers' farms. They 
might have grown oysters there; they C'ould 
not have grown anything else. It is too poor 
even to grow prickly-pear. 

It is a great pity that there is not some­
thing broad and businesslike in the proposal. 
In the early stages of soldier settlement in 
::'\ew 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.] leasehol·d 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. Cor,•er.] 
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value of £3,000. Immediately he selected 
a farm t.he 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. V\" RIGHT: Still they were not successful. 

J\!r. CORSER: If the local committee 
decided that the value was a fair value, the 
department would send along the Repatria­
tion Committee to make a report, and, if 
they agreed that the value was a fair one, 
the Government of :\ew South Wales would 
purchase the farm, payable over forty years, 
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
tnonwealth Governrnent. 

We did not have those possibilities in 
Queensland. The settler was advanced £625 
to make a farm and a living on it, the out­
come of w hi eh is the spectacle before us 
to-day of this amending Dill. The Minister 
commenced to deliver his second reading 
epocch before we had obtained the Bill, but 
fortunately, 1\h. Speaker, because of your 
kind ne" to the Opposition, he was checked 
until the Bill was placed in our hands. 
Again I emphaticall;: 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· 
selves. vY c 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 pit,v 
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 revie·.,. the proposed legisla­
t.ion so that we might be able to offer criti­
cism and suggestions which might have been 
of great value to the soldier settlero and to 
the credit of Queensland. 

HoN. vV. H. BAR:\ES (Wynnum): I would 
like to emphasise what has been said in a 
certain direction bv the hon. member for 
Burnctt. V\'e >ell m~1st admit that this is an 
important Bill, and it is very much to be 
regretted that we have not been given the 
opportunity or 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 co:n­
mt•nc0d to read the first clause of the BilL 
.·:on. Mr. Speaker, would immediately P';'ll 
ns 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 
tneasure. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICC:LTDRE: You 
wasted three hours this morning. 

HoN. 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. 

suitabk for the undertaking he eng.J.g,<;d m 
As in other walks of life, there wer<~ m a;-:,,. 
>Yho imagined that they fitted into the n,c!Jc' 
exactly. Unfortunately, in many ca:-:e:-;, the, 
selection of land made fo-r soldier scttlemen'. 
was not satisfactorv. I have alwa, · held 
that, whenever the~ Govcrnn1ent ttl'<:-~ going 
to put people on the land, whet her it i., tlw 
soldier or anybody ci:~c, it is a sir: and a 
crime to put them on bad land. It spell" 
absolute disaster and moans killiug thei1· 
initiative. I have been to Bocrburrum. aih! 
I recognisP that an awful mistake was made 
there. I found there people who were 
slaving thci'r very "innards" out trying to 
make a .. do " oi the land, and if you. Mr. 
Speaker, haJ been there, the n1anuer in 
which the wornen \Vel'e working in an endea­
vour to help their husbands wvuld have 
appealed to you. They had a proposition 
which '.\as inllJOi'~iblc to deal :with jn r:l 's:.ttis­
factory wa~·. Someone comm't~rc·l a '('ry 
gravo blunder the:o:. I notice in the cun'ory 
glance I have given to this H-i1l and in 
follmying the speech of the Min'3ter. that 
certain areas, rcntals, and datc:1 have been 
defined; but, speaking more parti.:nlady of 
other lands that I know, it does noc get at 
the root of some of the difficulties of soldier 
settle·nent. I hope that every non. mer11ber 
will deal >vith this matter in tl-r" spirit which 
has prompted me to-day, and th<t: i' with a 
de,ire to help the soldier. Th' arpas of 
land in manv ra"'CS have been t-Jo Slntlil~ 
while in oth~r ca~cs the land has LrPn so 
inferior that it has not been w0rth while to 
put people on it. 'l'hat is re Lily tiw secret 
of thA trouble. I am not attempcim; tCJ bring 
discredit on the Government in the mr,ttcr. 
Tho fact that grievous mistakctl llavr~ be(·n 
mado is revea)ecl by tho fact that c~neessions 
an1ounting to over £2,000,000 ::trv 1t~1dor con­
sideration to-day, in addition to £500,0CO 
allowed by way of rebate in interest. That 
does not ·redound to the credit :)t QLicensland 
and t!:ioso who have had to deal with wldier 
settlement. There is one clause in the BilJ­
I think it is clause 3-which gives the 
::.\Iinistcr power, upon the reconunendat i'Jn of 
an officer _of his department, t.:> nJake an 
a.llo\van< ~ involving L vcn the ;.\·lpin;s off of 
the principal indebtedness. 

::Yir. \V.\RREX: That is the onh" crJu('t>~sion 
in tho Bill. . 

Hox. W. H. BAR;.JES: I do not say that, 
because I have not yet fully read the Bill t. 
but I know that provision cxi;.ts to reduce 
or wipe out the capital sum altogether. I 
do not know that I would have risen but· 
for the fftct that, no matter what the inten­
tion of the Govemment, the Bill does not 
get at t.hc foundation of the difficulty. It is 
only putting a patch on something that is 
no good to-d:ty. 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. I 
heard tho hon. member for Normanby say 
that the land in his electorate set aside for 
this purpose was no good. \Vhat is t·he use 
of putting our returned men on that type 
of land? 

Mr. HARTLEY: He referred t0 a small area 
as being no good. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: I want to be 
fair in my criticism. vVhat is the use of 
putting them on land that. is no good? That 
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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 Go>ernmont 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? 

Mr. ROBERTS; More debt. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: Yes, more debt 
and more broken hearts-broken by the 
wFight 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 t-he 
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. I-IARTLEY (Fitzroy): I 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 to 
liquidate their liabilities, and that. those 
liabilities will now be reduced by what the 
Government think a just and right estimate. 

'l''he urinciple of wiping off unpaid interest 
is a iood one; but, if you are going to 
differol1tiate in the date and give a conces­
sion of one year's interest to this group of 
ecttlers, two years' interest to that group, 
three years' intereo,t to another group, and no 
concession at all to another, then l say the 
principle is absolutely unsound. and there 
is no justification for it. The only way you 
can justify a differentiation in the n.mount 
of interest to be wiped out is on the basis 
of the greater the failure the grpaL1· the 
forgiveness. If it is on those lines that these 
edjustments are to be made, I still say that 
it is wrong. 

The SECRETARY FOH PUBLIC L.INDS: It is 
the result of exhaustive and careful inquiries 
by competent officers. 

Mr. HAR'l'LEY: It may be submitted 
after exhaustive inquiries by competent 
ofiicers. So were the soldier settlements settled 
after exhaustive inquiries and advice of com­
petent officers and of experts. :\'otwithstand­
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 bevond all bounds. I 
want the Minister to realise that I am not 
speaking in any spirit of pettv carping criti­
cism. In the earlv stag-es of land sdtlemont 
for returned sold1er, t was intimately con­
nected with the work as a member of the 
Rockhampton War Council and Land Settle-

ment Committee, and while we made mis­
takes, we did what the majority thought was 
the best thing to be done. With the know­
lodge I had of land settlement and of the 
land on which the soldiers are settled, 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 ri!:(ht or just thing by 
saying, " We will forgi vo three years' interest 
on this settlement and only one year's interest 
on that settlement." 

The SECRETARY FOR l' UBLIC LA:>"DS ; It is. 
up to those dates. 

l\Ir. HARTLEY: The Government are 
going to grant a concession in regard to 
mtere•;t up to 1924 for settlements in the 
Central district, such as Eidgelands and 
Calioran; a concession of interest up to 1925 
in connection with Highlands, Enoggera, and 
>everal other placeo; while, if you take Beer­
burrum-the oldest settlement of the lot and 
the one that ought to have been the most 
successful-the Government are grantino- a 
concession of interest up to the end of 1B27. 
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 5(} 
milP> of Brisbane; it has the best facilities 
for marketing; it has experimental plots; 
it had an area cleared 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 ; \V e 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. IYiy 
information to-day is that about 25 per cent. 
of the settlers on Beerlmrrum were failures 
and the other 75 per cent. arc not onlv 
revenue-earning, but in several instances th8 
settlers are earning big incon1es. From con-. 
versations I have had with men acquainted 
with Beorburrnm, I find that some of the 
settlers there make £500 or £600 a vear and 
have been doing so for some time pa;t. There 
may be seasons when they do not. 

Mr. WRIGHT: Hon. members opposite said 
that Boerburrum was a total failure. 

. ::\1r. HARTLEY: I say that Becrburrum. 
1s not a total failure. A big percentage of 
the settlers there are earning good income& 
at the _present time. That being so, if we 
are gomg to make a differentiation in the 
rate of interest, wo 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 wo not treat 
in the same v. a.y the smaller settlements 
outside, the countrv on some of which is just 
as bad as and even worse than Beer bun u~? 
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 forgi vonf''lS for interest 
up to the end of 1927 in the case of Becr­
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 othel' 
places. Take Mount Gravatt, for instance. 

Mr. Hartlcy.] 
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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 in1o the 
Exccutin: Building. If we arc going to 
forgive the interest up to the end of 1921 
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 settlers in other places tho 
same concessions. 

Mr. G. P. BAR~ES: \Yhat is the good of 
perpetuating an impossible place I 

l\1r. HARTLEY: .:\Iount Gra.vatt, for in­
stance, ought to be wiped out of existence 
and tho men put somewhere else. 

UPPOSITIOx ::YIE:llBEHS: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. HARTLEY: I off0r this suggestion 

to the Minister. There is no justihcation 
for refusing to remit the interest up to the 
end of 1921 on RiLlgelands and other set.tle­
Inent~ which should never have been selected 
for closer settlement if you are going to 
fix 1927 for Beerburrurn. ·I strongly opposed 
the selectwn of t-hose 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 strekh of countrv 
that• nobodv in the Central district eve;. 
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 havo 
novN got to any st-ate of prosperity because 
the seasons are against them. You get one 
good season and two or three drv ones. 
At the present time the settlers are 'driving 
their cat-tle miles and miles away to water. 
Kiddies cannot go to school because their 
hors<'' are too poor to carry them. I hope 
that, when we reach the Committee sta,ge, 
the Minister will be prepared to accept­
an amendment to equalise the terms for 
which accrued interest is to be wiped off. 
I cannot soe any justification for differentia­
"tion. If there has been a failure at 
Boerburrum, there has been a failure at 
other places, and, if it is right to wipe out 
interest in rega,rd to Beerburrum, it is 
Pqually 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 certa,in 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 
anything like that for them. I would not 
likC' to give .£50,000 for all Boerbnrrum, 
and it is the br'r of !hP lot except the 
northern settlements. I have some land 

_[Mr. Hartley. 

dose handy that I will give away pretty 
cheaply to anybody \Yho wants it.. 

J\1r. PE'rEnso": That shows that there must 
havo been a good deal of waste. 

Mr. I-IARTLEY: It does not, but the hon. 
member knows that, when tho soldier settle­
rnents were undertaken, there was no depart~ 
ment or machinery of any kind to deal with 
them. In addition to their other duti~". 
mombe>rs of Parliament and public oflicwis 
had thrown upon them the ·duty of gojng on 
to various committees to deal with the ques­
tion, and they had to deal with it quickly. 
Good land ,,-as hard to get. \V" could not 
buy the land on wh1ch we would ha-.-e liln d 
to "settle the soldiers, because it would have 
made t-hee capital cost too high, and we took 
what we thought was the best land we could 
get at th<e price. That was one factor, and 
another was that we had no department for 
stocking the farms. 

Mr. PETERS0::-1: l agree with you abOLlL 
Riclgelands. That was .a bad proposition. 
Who was responsible £or it? 

Mr. HARTLEY: The Rockhampton \Yar 
Council. 

::Ylr. PETERSON: 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 'iVar Council were the most 
reputable, honourable, and succ+.:ssful graziers 
and business men in Rockhampton and dis­
trict. Of course, I except myself; I was the 
Governrnent nominee. They were very 
favourably inclined towards Ridgelands and 
Calioran, but events have proved that they 
wore 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 s.easons have been against 
them. I say that all these settlements are 
too highly capitalised. I am referring most!;; 
to the early ones started, in the first four or 
ftve years. An exp.ensi vo staff had to be 
collected. \Ve had to buv 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 1s 
that the capital cost of the settlements is 
very high. I would not like to make an 
estimate of how much should be written otf, 
but I think that a fixed amount should be 
agr·eed 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 th<:: direction of fixing a 
uniform date for the commencement of the 
payment of interest. 

l\fr. KERR (Enoggera): I think it is plain 
that the Government have made no attempt 
to rGctify a regr·ettable 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 vi-ew 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 "·ant to make soldier settle· 
ment a succes,, as they claim-and I have 
no doubt they would be very glad to see them 
successful-why .do they not tackle the matter 
in a proper way? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 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. You 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 i terns such as the hen-coops 
incidental to poultry-raising, on which is 
placed a capital value of £800. Is that a 
proper capital value tD 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, but the 
revaluation was not worth the paper on 
which it was written. The department mP,Jely 
prepared a list of what the settler had 
obtained; set out what it cost in 1920, and 
what it 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 set-tlement 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 sett.lers have no chance 
of paying, and which the department has 
never 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 
were not able to make a living on t-heir 
blocks; and the quicker the Government 
forget about t.hese men the better. \Vhat 
basis has been adopted in making the distinc­
tion between the sett-lements ? The Minister 
pointed out that it took five years before 
deciduous trees became a payable proposition, 
arid therefore it was intended not to charge 
interest on t.he Stanthorpe settlement until 
five years after the trees were planted. 
If that is the basis adopted in connection 
with this Bill, then why, in connection with 
the Enoggera soldier settlement-s 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 t-here 
should be no discrimination and I am pre­
pared to give the hon. m~mber an oppor­
tunity of deciding that no discrimination 
shall be shown. I know perfectlv well that 
there are a couple of blocks at Beerburrum 
and one or two blocks in the Enoggera ,Jldier 
s~t~lem':nts iJ!- connection with which a good 
hvmg 1s bemg made; but the adjoining 
settlers are not able tD do likewise. This 
applies more particularly at Beerburrum, 
because of the poor-quttlity land, whlch is not 
worth a cent and will grow not.hing. The 
person who is able to make a Jiying is to 
be let off the interest in the same wa v as 
the settler who has failed to make a suc~ess. 
If there is to be discrimination between Dne 
settlement and another, then why not r.·ake 
a discrimination between one settler and 
another? 

I have introduced deputations to ihe 
Minister on this matter. but this is not a time 
when we should particula1·ise, as this is a 
Bill dealing generally with soldier s<'ttle­
ments. I strong·ly protest >tga inst this dis­
crirnination. I adn1it that there aJ·o :ltOn ln 
the settlements in my own electorate who 
c"nnot pay their way, because the market­
ing of eggs has not been successful. I 
also admit that there are instances where 
ihe 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 inte,rest 
should be paid b:v them until at least 31st 
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 s>tid to the settlers " We will 
not charge you any rent or interest until 
1928," they would say, "This is a COI).Cession 
which will enable me to squa-re my accounts. 
This is something to work for." That con­
cession should be made to every soldier settle· 
ment in the State. The Government arc 
gnnng no concessions. I cannot _ascertain 
whf:'rc 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 imprO\·emcuts and interest 
£152,000. 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC I~ANDS : Tho 
amount, including concessions unde~r this Bi11, 
is £500.000. 

Mr. KERR: The Auditor-General giycs 
different figure'. It is impossible for an:-­
non. member to examine the' position nud 
A..rrive at thnt arnount. The Cornn1onwea1th 
Government have made a grant of £900,000 
for soldier settlement in this State. but the 
soldier has not roceiyec] the benefit of it. 
Through thf' lack of administration-! could 
sa:v throng h misdemeanours-the sum . of 
£177,000 has ha·d to bo \Yiped off soldH'r 
settlement through men abandoning their 
selections. The Government have taken that 
moncv from the mono'.· advanced bv the 
Commonwealth oQoycrnment instead of di~­
bursing it to the soldier settlers to enable 
t.hem to make a success of their land. That 
is more than the Government arc conceding 
in •rebat"s and interest. Some of the other 
States have not only giYen ··1oldier settlers 
r.:reater advances than this Government. but 
they have also made grants of freehold !and. 

The statement has been made that many 
soldiers who settled on the land were not 
wit able for the purpose. If some of the 
wldiers had obtained what they were 
entitled to, they would have made some of 
thP verv best settlers in Australia. If hon. 
membe1:s examine the position of the 
returned soldiers in those States where they 
haY<> received not onh· advances but a grant 
of the freehold of 'the land, they would 
discover that less th11n 1 ner cent. are in 
arrears. The Queensland Government haYf' 
given men only the leasehold of the land and 
0xpected them to make a success of it. It is 
no wonder that hundreds of men left or 
abandoned theio:- farms. le>tving a liabilitv on 
the State. Their liabilities from the incep­
tion \vere too great. It is not too late now 
for thP Government to make a grant of a. 
block of land to thesf' soldier settlers as was 
clone in Tasmania. It would bo better for 
the Government to bring down a compre­
hensive Bill than a tiddley-winking Bill likeo 

Mr. Kerr.] 
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the one we are asked to consider, and w hi eh 
no hon. member has had an opportunity of 
reading. \Vhy, it would be better to leave 
the poBition 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 relieYe settlers in the 
matter of inte·rest payments. \Vhen we 
reach that stage I shall go into the matter 
thoroughly, and it is to be hoped that the 
Minister will fmcl some reasonableness in 
the amendments that will be proposed by 
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 libe·rally 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 Loth 
sides of the House. If t.here is any person 
who feels a very great measure of di8-
appDintment at the failure of our sciJier 
settlements. and who realises the nece"it"l 
for some relieving measure, I am that per,m!. 
I was associated with the Land SettleP1•~nt 
Committee in Brisbane shorth· after its in­
ception. That committee wa~ composed of 
men of various shades of political opinion, 
whose Dne ·desire and object, under that 
scheme, was to formulate a scheme which 
would be of the ver.' greatest benefit to our 
returned soldiers and to the whole Stare of 
Queensland. FrDm \\;hat I have listened to 
to-clay, I am satisfied that, had some of the 
hon. members who have spoken t<J-day been 
Dn that committee, they would not have 
made sue h speeches as they have ma,:Je 
to-clay. (Hear, hear!) I am satisfied that, 
had the Premier been on that committPe as 
chairman, as various Secreta.ries for Public 
Lands under whom we served wore, he would 
have done exactly the same as did thDsc 
Ministers. (Hear, hear!) It is all very fine 
to talk to-cla;v about the failure Df the land 
settlement of our eolcliers. There are a 
great many people in the country who can 
tell 0-ou everything to-day, but we want the 
people who ·Can tell us something useful tho 
day before. (Hear, hear!) Vie all become 
Yery wise a.ftor the event has taken plac0. 

As one who toD!< a very keen interest in 
the settlement of our returned soldiers <1t 
Beerburrum, I have to admit great dis­
appointment at the result. That failure was 
not clue to the land alone. In view of the 
knowledge we have gained since we started 
our system of soldier 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 cla.ss of work. 
(Hear, hear!) It is not a bit of use disguis­
ing from ourselves that particular fact. 

Bcerburrum has been mont.iDned during the 
courFe Df this discussion. I am going to live 
to sec the day, and other men in this 
Chamber are going to live to see the day, 
when Beerburrum will be quite a. thriYing 
and prosperous settlement. I do not say 
it will be composed entirely of returned 
soldiers; but I am cert.ain many of us will 
live t<J see the day when that will be a 
thriving and prDsperous place. (Hear, hear!) 
There a.re 132 men with their wives and 
families on Beerburrnm tD-day, and very few 
of those men want to leave that settlement, 

[ Jlr. H err. 

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 t.hem to remain there. 
W c made a failure certainly of growing 
pineapples at Beerburrum in sufficientl~ l!Lrge 
quantities for the settler to make a hvmg; 
but there are other things besides pineapples 
that can be grown. As one of the members 
of !·hat Land Settlement Committee, I am 
prepared to accept my share of responsibility 
for everything that was done by that com­
mittee. (Hear, hear !) Recommen~atwns 
were made to the Government from hme to 
time, and I do not know of any recommenda­
tion ever having been turned clown by the 
Government. Perhaps it wDuld 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 reprcsentat·ive of t_he 
Returned Sailors and Soldiers' Imperial 
League; there was ·another !'llan 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 tha.t committee, ~n~ I 
say, without fear of successful contrad10t10n, 
that no body of men could have endeavoured 
(o d<J better for the soldiers than that Land 
Settlement Committee. The canning factory 
certainly has proved a very great loss to 
the Sta to. It was realised by the committee 
that if we were going to place a lot. of men 
on ~ settlement like Beerburrum to grow 
pineapples, it was not a fair thing that they 
;lwulcl be absolutely dependent on the fresh 
fruit market when their fruit. came to 
maturity, and therefore the .committee 
decided to recommend that a canmng factory 
be built in order that the surplus crop might 
be dealt wit.h in a way that W<Juld 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. l recollect the 
circumstances quite well, a~d Mr. Hupter 
had great difficulty in gettmg the officers 
of t.he Raiiway Department. to confDrm. to 
his idea that a very expensive ra1lway hne 
should not be huilt to the settlement. He 
got his way ultimately, and a ra!lway was 
built to that settlement, and a fa1r amount 
of success has been attained in that direction. 

I do nDt 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 Dn an 
absolutely equal footing with any other per­
'son in the community in regard to these 
matters. 

vVe know that these men who went away 
from Quc>enslancl made a gre.at sacrif_ice jn 
leaving their homes and fan11lws he~md m 
uw.ny cascs-I do not \vant to deal w1th 'var 
matters-and, if there are any individuals in 
the c<Jmmunity who should have preference 
in any shape or form, these men should ha V·e 
it. H is our duty to give these men prefer­
ence. if we f'an possibly do ~o. I would have 
likc>d to see the Bill go a httle further than 
it has gone. but it is a step in the right 
direction. V-,Tr~ want to give these n1en an 
opportunity t<J make good where there is a 
rc-Aso~w blc prosp0ct of succc'"'S; but very 
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:great ce1rc should be c .ercised under th•2 
provisim1s of this Bill. 1c\s the hon. member 
for \Vynnum said, if we arc only going to 
patch tl-.c thing up, we ure going to make 
the po,,itiou worse, and will probably have 
to introJuco ft Bill in a fevv years in order 
to grant further concessions. ·I regret that 
the Bill has been sprung upon us in the 
closing da:v ~ of the session, as it is really a 
most rmportant measure. I agr<>e with the 
hon. member for l!'itzroy that the remission 
of intcrcot should apply equally all round, 
and that there should be no preference given 
~n thnt direction. 

l\fention has been made of the :Mount 
Gnwatt and Enoggcra poultry settlements, 
and rt has been said that :Mount Gravatt is 
not in a suitable position for a poultry 
settlement. That may or may not be so; 
but wha~ happened at Enoggera, which was 
sard to oe m a very much more favourable 
position than ?daunt Gravatt? 'No did not 
do a 'crap better there than we did at 
::Haunt Gravatt. My own opinion is that the 
advances given to soldier settlers in connec­
tion with the rearing of poultry and tho e 
gr.-en at Beerburrum wer<l not limited to 
£625. Many of the settlers on those areas 
got up to as high as £1,{)00; and advances 
of £-100, £800, and £900 were given to a 
number of these men to help them to succeed. 
'rime after time in rhe later days before the 
Land Settlement Committee was disbanded 
the members of the committee were writmg 
off amounts at every meeting for men ·who 
,,-ere unable to n1e~t their engagements. I 
\Yould liko hon. n1cn1bers to bear in 111ind 
the fact that the Land Settlement Com­
mittee had the advanta;c of the advice of 
the bc-,t ofhcers in the Department of Public 
Land~ an:l the DepartnH:nt of Agriculture. 
They ,..,,ere aLo able to tiOCure advice from 
DUtside ~ourcc8, and if the soldier s.ettlcn1ents 
are a fa.ilun) we arc all in it. (Hear, hea1· !) 

Mr. SIZER (Sandgute) : I have listened to 
the speech of the hon. m1•mb, r for vVindsor 
with a certain amount of diflidence. After 
bearir,, the speech of the :iYlinister and that 
of the hon. memb "., I find it difficult to 
reconcile the t·, .. 'o, parLculurlv in view of the 
last ··tntL·ncc in the speech of the hon. rncn1-
ber fee- \YiucLor. when he sai·d that, although 
the Land ~cttlcr 1ent C'on1rnittee had the 
ad.-i<··c of compotcnt o!Iic;ers in the Depart­
ment cf Public Lands and the Department of 
Agnculturr, yet they wade all those mistakes. 
\Vhat " wreckage there is as the result of 
the advice of all those responsible o!Iicer,! 
They must take their share of the respousi­
bility. We ha\'8 yet to be tol-d what has 
caused the colossal failure-. I entirclv dis­
agre-E' '·\·ith the hon. mcrnbcr for Y{i~dsor, 
end have disagreed \Yith him ever since he 
:spoke in this strajn son1e year~ ago. I ha vc 
neyer st '-.:n eve to ev.r· ·with hin1 on this 
rr.J.her. l \r~uld ask "him this: If the case 
is so s.1tisfactory at Beerburrum, why write 
it off ·1 If Mount Gravatt and Enoggera 
~ettler:~eHts arc going to be s'J succ·~s3ful, why 
this Bill i 

Mr. HY~JCS: Why not be fair? 

Mr. ::liZER: 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 fOl" vVindsor. 'I'he latter says it will 
[,u ali rig·ht, and the ;}linister says it will 
not. and hnnce this Bill. The hon. member 
for \Yindsor h~s always b0cn a super-optimist 
on thrs questron, probably because he was 

associated with the Land Settlement 
Committee. 

J'vfr. DASH: You are a wiseacre after the 
event. 

:\1r. SI7:ER : I am not. \Ve were wise 
before the event, and I am not going to take 
anv responsibility because an hon. member 
w h'o happens to be on th_is si<!e used. to 
support the Government v1ewpomt agamst 
the mttjority of his party. That fact does 
not alter my opinion or the fact that we were 
right then 11nd are right now. If .tf.ere has 
been anv Bill or sequence of Brl,s whrch 
have proved the incompetence of the Go­
,-ornment, this certainly caps the lot; and I 
think it is a pity that the coping-stone of the 
Government's edifice of incompetence should 
be left to the last few days of the session. 
I think this Bill will write " failure " acro.ss 
the administration of the Government m 
plainer letters than any other. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: _You 
have fallen down in your prophecres qmte a 
number of times. 

Mr. SIZER: I have not the. sligJ:test 
doubt that this Bill can be descrrbed m _a 
nutshell as a rebate of interest. But that Is 
only a hook entry, because the . Government 
have not been able to collect rt, and they 
are merely writing something off the books 
which they knew they could not get. From 
th11t point of view it gives no help to the 
settler. 

Then we are going to have a writing-off 
of some of the )Jrineipal. This is where we 
could do some delinite ,-oo~. Ono's natural 
dosirc is to see the soldrer s?ttl?rs who 
remain have their farms so caprtalrsed and 
eo relieved of obligations that they can 
become succocsful and so pro.-e profitable to 
the State. In clanee 3, which gives power 
t 1 make reb-,tos of capital, somcthmg could 
be done if the Government wished. I say 
that iho holdings of any value should be 
revalued and written down to the lowost 
basis. :"o that the settlers concerned can make 
a profitable living from thor:r. Nothmg short 
of that is any good, and. rf you s~op short 
o£ th~.t. vou wiil only have to mtroduco 
anothe;· Bill later ,,.hich will bring· us to that 
point. The department will be wise if ~t 
constitutes a committee of competent authon­
ties with a froc hand to write down the 
capital value of the settlements as I have 
suggested. If that is done, some good may 
accrue. 

Mr. O'KEEFE: Do you support writing 
Chillagoc down to that point? 

:VIr. SIZER: I sav "Yes." vVe must face 
the nosition. and bring it down to where it 
co.n ·pay. That is the only thing that can 
be done. Anything else is only perpetuating 
e. wrong. To ask those settler•· to attempt 
to make a living on over-cap1talisPd farms is 
unfair to the department, to Parliament, and 
to themselves; and we should tackle the 
question at once. and write down our lossf"l, 
Rnd 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 tho settlements a succes". Vvhilst the 
Minister maY not show the big accumu 1 ated 
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 

Mr. Sizer.] 
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have occurred, he wrote the assets down to 
a 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 
prm·ision for pa,yment 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 are anticipating 
more hardship, and that only proves our 
contention that the Bill is not a, solution of 
the problem. If in the past t.he soldier 
settlers ha,ve not been able to pny the amount 
of intere,.t due. what provision is there in 
the Bill that will enable them to pay in the 
fnturc? 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, ne-cessitating another 
series of writings-down of capital and writ­
mgs-off of mterest, 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. 

;\lr. C. J. RYA~: The soldier settlers are 
in the same position as other settlers. 

Mr. SIZER: The hon. gentleman must 
bear in mind th&t those settlers were placed 
on very inferior land in most cases at a very 
h1gh cap1tal cost, and, because of the dis­
organisation existing at the time, were com­
pelle? to _pay high_ prices for everything. 
The mcffiCJent orgamsatwn meant that prices 
were infl &ted. The prices paid for the re­
purchased estates were invariably too high. 
All those charges have been placed unon 
the soldier settlements. · 

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

Mr. SIZER: They are infinitelv more 
sever<J in the case of soldier settlers 'because 
you must bear in mind the terms 'a,nd 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 thov h&d not 
been encouraged by the Governmen't Some­
thing ~as to be done, but this Bill is doing 
very httle from a practical point of vie>w. 
Unless the position is tackled on the iines 
that I suggest, no good purpose will be 
served. I desire to stress the position of the 
man who at considerable hardship to himself 
h&s been able to meet his pavmentB. To sav 
that 'he is due for no recognition now is 
beyond a,]] sense of fairness, and I intend to 
support an amendn:ent which we propose to 
move at the Comm1ttee stage wherebv prac­
tical relief will be given to those men who 
ha vc met their obligations under exJSting 
conditions. 

Tho SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. 
gentleman would bt.:_ precluded bv 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: 

[il1r. Sizer. 

That, together with the high co5t 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. (Mur1'Umba): I 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 Bill in the short time at our 
dispos&l, 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 ah·ead:; been done. I certainly 
thought that the Minister intended to grant 
some of the requests of the different deput&­
tions that have waited upon him and the 
various conferences of soldier settlers that 
have been hold in recent years. 

Beerburrum has been the centre of the 
discussion this afternoon, and I am, there­
fore, compelled to deal with this settlement. 
H would be wrong for me not to clear np 
son1c of the impresP.lo11s v\-hich have bt'en 
wrongly created. The hon. member for 
Fitzroy gave the impression-through no fault 
of his own, but through wro11g information 
eupplied to him-that Beerburrum would 
become a, prosperous settlement in the near 
future. 

Mr. HARTLEY : The hon. member for 
\Vindsor sa,id so. 

Mr. WARREN : I cannot understand how 
the hon. member for Windsor could state 
that Beerburrum is in a flourishing state. 
I am not hero to condemn the Government 
or anyone else on this matt-er, but the \Ya_r 
Council did not always live up to its 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 like 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 joi:1t by joint; it is just the same 
tail after you take each joint off. The 
Minister should face t.he issue, instead of 
dealing with it in this piecemeal manner. 
If that had been done earlier, the present 
position would not 11flvo obtained. 

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

Mr. HARTLEY: The hon. member for ·Wind­
sor said there were 132 families th.ere. 

Mr. WARREN : I am not responsible 
for the statement of the hon. member fm· 
Windsor. He has not been at the eettlament 
since I have been there. I have been there 
regularly, and, unfo1 tunatrlv, I hovo obscrYrd 
the settlement dying. The hon. member 
who stated that he was looking to wonderful 
results from Beerburrum in the near futur" 
\\·as altogether too optimistic. He stated 
that he was going to live to sec those result>. 
If so, he is going to live to be as old a& 
~1et.huselah, and will have no hone of ewr 
entering heaven. (Laughter.) He w1Il be· 
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here at least 900 years if he intends to wait· 
until the soil becomes good. 

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 peopl-e scooped a little earth from 
the top. The real test was that made by 
the settlers, and that test has proved the 
Bcerburrum settlement to contain the pooreot 
land that it is pos,ible to find. The unfor­
tunate thing is that the Government did not 
face the situation when thev found that out. 
The present Premier reali~ed the responsi­
bility, and looked at the matter in a bigge;c 
way. His method was rather a brutal one, 
I aclmit, but it was better to act in that 
tna.nner than to encourage those men to con­
tinue on the land and to break their hearts. 
I object to the fact that the Premier dicl 
not keep hie promise. He should have put 
thoJc men on better lands. There were good 
fumers amongst thoce settlers. It is all 
,-cry well to talk loosely, and say that they 
\,:ere all " crooks." 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS : Some 
of them were offered land in the Upper 
Burnett district, and did not take it. 

Mr. \V ARREN: l do not say that I would 
go on the Upper Burnott lands. I do nob 
wish to condemn that country, as I do not 
know anything about it; but those men were 
badiy bitten on the Beerburrum country. 
They were so ill-used there that they are not 
likely to be good settlers on any other land. 
It is the duty o E the Government to give 
them a try-out, a<td to find them good land. 
It is all very well for the late Secretary for 
Public Lands, the present Premier, to "ay 
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 op·eration 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 those 
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 because a man 
named McDermott had signed them, and 
becaw,e he was annoyed w'ith ::VIcDermott. 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 
same token he is a Labour man. I certainly 
did not h0ar him say anything of a revo­
lutionary character. 

l\ir. CoLLIXS: Cromwell was a revolu­
tionary, and they have erected a statue to 
his memory in the House of Commons. 

l\1r. ·wARREN : If a man is a revolu­
tionary. the Government should take steps 
to deal with him. I do not stand here 
apologising for sorneone 'vho is out to make 
revolution: but because those resolution~; 
were >igncd by McDermott, the Premier, like 
a great srhoolbo:v, tore them up in my 
presence. It is a scandalous shame when the 

Premier of a great State like Queemlnncl 
will d.o a thing of that descriptio11. The 
people of Beerburrum have their ri-ghts. I 
am not going to argue as to whether sorhe 
other settlers have greater rights than ;;he 
Boerburrum settl£rs, but I do say that, with 
the exception of a few places round 'I'ibro­
gm·gan and Elimbah, there is no settler in 
that area who is making a living. 

Mr. COLLINS: What do you sugg 't. 

Mr. WARREN: I would suggest that a. 
commission composed of men with sympathy 
and business ability from both sides of the 
House he appointed to work out this 
problem. 

Mr. HARTLEY: Do you say that there is no 
one on Beorburrum "making a do., of it? 

::VIr. W ARREl\i : I am sorry if I cannot 
speak good enough English for the hon. 
member to understand. I have just said that 
t,here are son-:e men around Tibrogargall 
and towards Elimbah who have made good. 
I do not want to state a false case. I want 
the thing cleaned up; but, taking the settle­
ment e.s 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 good healthy plant. 
If the men at Beerburrum on the land that 
i> 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 ren1edicd. But now it is impos­
sible for these men to carry on. When there 
arc any concessions being made, why not 
give them to the ex-soldier? I am not plead­
ing for somebody who is a " crook!' I do 
not believe the storv about a lot of ''crooks.'' 
I suppose there is" a percentage of men in 
Pverv walk of life who are crooked, but 
thcr~ is no greater percentage of " crooks '' 
at Beerburrum than there is anywhere else, 
and it is wrong for anyone to attempt to 
make out that there is. 

rd v reason for moving the amendment at 
!he '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 groat injustice. It is no 
good weeping and ,vhining; ,, .e 'vant to clf?ar 
it up. It is no good talkmg about the 
amount of money lo<Jt 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 difficul­
ties so far "' the money is concerned, But 
the broken-hearted, knocked-out human ele­
ment cannot. be put right in that way; and 
the sooner the Government start to mend the 
human element a.nd not patch up an arrange­
ment that has been bad from the start the 
better it will be for the soldier settlement. 
The sooner the Government are led to see 
that it is necessary to have a general surve:> 
by someone outside the department-not a 
commission composed of officers of the depart­
ment-the better. 

I do not wish to say anything against the 
officf>l's of the department, because the com­
mittee which was appointed was hobbled 
and ha.d not a chance of going comprehPn­
sively int" the matter. They went out with 
certain instructions to the effect that they 
had to ascertain the difference between t.he 

Mr. Warren.] 
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,-aluo of the improvements at the start and 
the improvements at the time of inspection. 
'I'hcy 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 gi vcn a free hand to 
deal with the matter. It is time the Govern­
nwnt faced the pQsition 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 arc allowed to do so. There were 
nineteen men at the meeting. They did not 
oay they wanted to get away, but it: is 
enough for me if they want to leave Beer· 
burrum. I know these men well, and I 
respect the great majority of them. I am not 
using carping criticism this afternoon, but 
looking 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 (Nonnanby): 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 inflat .. ·d 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
chlescd 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 JY1inister has over­
look"d that point. \V e arc going to have a 
good deal of trouble in that regard, and I 
hope the l\'Iinister will make provision for the 
giving of concessions to civilians who l·ave 
purehased land from soldier settlers. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBI,IC LANDS: That 
would apply to all land settlement. 

Mr. PETERSON: No; because it deals 
witl1 wldier settlements where the assets as 
tixed lJ:• the department lnve been divide1 
up. In the ea 'CS I am speaking of the assets 
wcr• on the high side. Some of these men 
hove done a lot of work, but have got no 
return owing to dry seasons, and they see 
their neighbours' value> reduced while they 
hnc to pay at a higher rate. 

\\Ti th regard to the Beer bur rum settlement, 
I was one of those members ,,·ho in the early 
stages went up to visit that place. I am not 
going to blame the Government for selecting 
Becrburrurn or any other soldier settlement; 
but I : m going to blame them to a certain 
extl:tt for having relied too much on the 
a{hice of Mr. Ro~~ at that time. 

:iir. COLLTNS: He was supposed to be a 
practica-l farmer. 

Mr. PETERSON: I know he was. I am: 
not wholly blaming the Government for it. 
All that time the Government relied too 
mnch on the so-called experts, and the soo,er 
thoPe exp-erts arc pa2sed out the better for the 
farmers. 

::\'[r. COLLIKS: Hear, hear! 

~\'if PF.TERSON: We have a position at 
Beerbnrrum similar to what there is everv­
whern else. I travelled around with M'r. 
Rose at the inception of the scheme. l 
e ,ked him to go to Y eppoon, where they 
had magnificent pineapples growing. I also 

[li!Ir. Warren. 

tolrl ''im about the Gracemerc district, where 
+ ,te are also magnificent pineapple lands. 
'fhcv have grown pineapples there for the 
la~t 'thirty years on land that has never been 
fertilised. At Beerburrum, they had to nee 
fertilisers in the verv first year of culti' a­
tion, and they have' had to buy fertilisers 
ever since, with the result that the bulk of 
tll'' farmers' pmfits has gone in buying fer­
tili crs. This is the settlement which some 
of the offi~ers of the Lands Department tried 
to juctify as an ideal scttlPmed. I put 
the blame on Mr. Rose. Unfortunately, the 
GoYernment were misled by that expert, the 
same as othel~ Govcrnn1cnts haYc 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 writ-ten off 
till 1927. and another only till 1924 '! 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 vcars' 
interest is a tremendous difference. , 

Some hon. members on this side have said 
that the Bill does not g-ive the settlers much. 
All I 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 W('mbcr for Nonnnnby, l am thankful 
for the concession which has been given. At 
the same time, whilst the Government are 
so generous as to give the .l:leerburrum settler 
till the end of 1927. I c:,nnnt sec why th<•y 
should not put the Ridgelands settler on !>he 
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 SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Do you 
think they should all be put back to 1924? 

Mr. PETERSON: I am not asking that 
they should all be put back to 1924. I am 
only asking the lVlinistc1~ to be as generous 
to the Ridgelands settler as to the Beer­
burrum settler. 

I notic-e that there is a provision that th 
:Winister sh '.11 hA the sole arbiter-of course. 
on the advif'e of hi:c: oHiccrs-as to wlwther 
any amount~ shall be wiped off. I think 
th:1t is a bad p;-inciple-not that I distnd 
the Minister because I bclicYe that he wili 
do a fair thing if it comes before him. bm 
because it is a bad thing to give any ~iinist:::r 
sole power. I think it should be left to tlw 
Land Court or some other bodv free from 
politiul control altogether. ·· 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
Land Court ca~not· 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 thankful 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 embarra,sing 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 (Cunning ham): There are 
·one or t.wo 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 sec 
what we can do now. 

The best thing about the Bill is the power 
of the Minister to write off arrears of interest, 
t•) write down capital, and to increase areas. 
'When speaking this morning the Premier 
referred to the failure of some of the settlers 

on Cecil l'lains, and pointed out 
[5 p.m.] that other settlers could have 

made a success of those settle­
ment··, instancing that, if the hon. member 
for Dalby had those areas, he would make 
them 1-•ay. c\nybody who proceeded on the 
same lines as the hon. member for DalbY 
<:ould make them pay. If :·ou gave the 
areas on Cecil Plains to a sheep man at a 
IJricc which it was \Yorth and with a sufficient 
acreage, ho would be able to run sheep 
successfully. That is what the Premier does 
HOt under~tand, and what his officers do not 
seem to graep. The gras" value of good 
land like Cccil Plains is equal to the ag1·icul­
tural value of the land. In fact, it is worth 
a little more as grass land than agricultural 
hwd, 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 agt·icultural land. 
The areas werf' too smalL If they had been 
made sufficiently large to permit of the con­
duct of a sheep and farming area, then many 
settlers would ha,·c boon more successfuL 
The Minister has power to increase the areas. 
I notice that c0l'tain 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 "r<:>as. It would bo a very 
fine move if he did that, thereby making 
the :uen sufficiently large to give the settlers 
a succ<'ssful start. even >Yith the present 
yaJuations. 

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 is one of the good 
points that I see in the BilL In mv 
electorate the areas for soldier settlers wer'B 
made altog-ether too smalL Blocks that 
were sufficiently large for onlv one settle1· 
were subdivided into four are'as. When I 
t:am.e into this House <''lSE'S \Vcre brought 
nnder my notice where settlers could make 
a success with areas sufficiently large. I 
brought one or two cases under the notice 
0f the Ministf'r at the time. but he pointed 
out that he had no power to add forfeited 
<treas to the areas of the remaining settlers. 

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

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

One ea use 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 settled 
was too high. Stock was bought on a hig.h­
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 thA loss that 
has taken place, as much of it was due to 
factors entirely beyond the control of him­
self or the Government. I know of cases 
where soldiers became involvf'd in that way. 

I have in mind one ca.se where a man, fully 
knowing what he was doing, purchased a 
piece of good land, and then used his e;rc.dit 
to the utmost to buy horses, cattle, and im­
plements. All his purchases were made 
when the market was high, and he immedi­
ately a.fterwards had to face a falling market. 
That man has plodded on ever since and 
paid his way, but it has nwcnt to him a 
tremendous cost in labour and effort. He 
should secure relief under tchis BilL He 
was in the same position as many other 
Bottlers; 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. His was 
simply a case of hardship due to the market 
~oing to pieces. He has paid the 'whole of 
his interest bill, and has not » single shilling 
-only the l:wd and a big debt. That man 
is entitled to sympathetic consideration. 

Tho 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 caBes then, when the Bii' 
l'eaches 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 he en sustained. In most cases the 
men who did the best were those who went 
out on their own, trusted to their own judg­
m<mt, and confined their c.ttention to matters 
about which they knew something. 

W.hcn we get into Committee 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 a.bso­
lute power to dea.l with cases as they occur 
-power which at pre,ent may not be con· 
tained in the Bill. 

Jir. DeF1con. 1 
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Mr. KELSO (Tundah): I desire to enter 
my protest against the late receipt of the 
Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA::-;DS : A very 
thin protest. You wasted about four hours, 
without any Bill at all. 

:\fr. 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. \'V e are slowly acquiring 
that knowlc·dge, and I am disappointed with 
it. I said this morning that I am concerned 
with soldier settlements generally, but l am 
particularly concerned with the Highlands 
soldier settlement. It is unfair that there 
should be such ·differentiation as is mani­
fested in the Bill. It is a bad principle, and 
one with which I do not agree. I am not 
jealous of anything that the Beerburrum 
settlers are to receiv<J. I see that their 
interest is to be wiped off until 1st January, 
1927. Thereafter they are to be charged 
interest upon what the Minister considers to 
be a fair capital value. That is onl,y fair; 
but similar treatment should be meted out 
to the Highlands soldier settlement. 

The Becrburrum settlers have loomed largely 
in the public eye-more so than some of the 
other settlements. The Beerburrum settlers 
hav<J kicked pretty hard; they have received 
a lot of publicity; and, although they may 
not have received much up to the present, 
because of that publicity the Minister now 
extends special consideration to them. I 
claim that the other soldi<Jr settlements­
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 g·ct 
cxciteed 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. lookin[>; 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 
rednctio1! of the capital debt and a certain 
amount of interest up to 1st January, 1926, 
but that i,, 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 he a reason­
able market value. 

Mr. 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 soldier. On this side of the 
I-Iou·.c we have s.,mpathy. 

:Mr. CARTER: Like you had during the war. 

::\11'. 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 rhat Yiew-well, we can afford 
to ignore them. 

Me. C'\RTER: You ncYPr gave a shilling 
towards it. 

[J1 r. Iielso. 

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 com)llission. I am not talking about 
a commission of experts. \Ye can cut the 
experts out. I refe1· to a commission on 
which all the vaeied interests of the different 
soldier settlements will he rcpl•3'<mted. I 
would have a representative from each soldier· 
settlement in Queensland. They could review 
the difficulties of each particular settlement 
and put them before the commisoion, which 
would thns be en a bled to arrive at a satis­
factory conclusion far better than wmebody 
who has only a thcorcticrtl idea of the posi­
tion and acts in a purely mechanical way. 
I know the late Secretary for Pnblic Lands 
gave a great dco.l of attention to this matter 
ond that he would like to sec a solution of 
this difficnlty. but the Government do not go­
far enough. \'\hen the Bill is in Committee 
I hope the Minister will give cormideration 
tr a proposal to appoint a commission to go 
into the whole matter of soldier settlements. 
No Minister can visit the whole of the soldier 
settlements. He must take the advice of his 
responsible officers. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA::-;ns: Of 
experts. 

Mr. KELSO : I do not knov; that they 
arc expert'. They are department,tl officials. 
and they look on this matter from a certain 
angle. Unfortunately-it is no use mincing 
matters-the part.icular angle from which 
these departmental officers look at th<J matter 
does not 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 remark& 
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 ::Ylinister·, 
c·ubject to the report of departmental officers. 
That method has been tried in the past, 
but it has been a failnre, and the returned 
soldiers are not satisfied. We should find 
some other method, and t.hat 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, 
bnt we should aim at t.he 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 dist·urbance. They 
have genuine grievances, and most of them 
are not. versed in city \Vays <Jf doing business; 
and naturally they thought that their own 
business was of paramount importance, even 
exceeding that of Parliament. They were 
told that the Minist.er was engaged in the 
House on his departmental Estimates and 
could not see them; but they could not look 
at the matter from (.he Mini"ter·~ 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 commis­
sion of representatives from the different 
soldier set-tlements could go into the merit5 
of e~ch parlicular case and arrive at a better 
'cttlemcnt. than we could get by leaving it 
to departmental officers to make a report 
to the Minister on which the hon. gent.leman 
would come to a deci•ion. 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
::-iderntion in Co1nn1ittcc. 

Mr. NOTT (Stanley) : I am .ure that every 
hon. member will realise that this Bill is 
one which is long overdue. Years ago we 
·stated what would happen. As t-he hon. 
membN for Burnott said, even in 1917, when 
.this legislation was first introduced, there 
were opinions voiced from this side to the 
-effect that the methods which were being 
adopted courted nothir.g but failure. Uight 
.from 1917 to the present time we have ample 
illustration of the fact that the various 
soldier settlements 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 :"-iormanby 
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 '-'as 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 to the present Government. They have 
seen the position going from bad to worse 
from 1917 till the present day, yet they have 
done Jlothing, or very little, to rectify it. 
There is no doubt that what is wanted now 
is not this 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 carrv on for a little while. It will be a 
sort o(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
iion at once. Quite a number of losses will 
have to be written off, and it would be far 
1Jettcr for them to take the matter in hand 
·at once. 

It has been said that many of the men 
who were put on these farming· propositions 
were unmitable. In anv industrial under­
taking or any other calli-;,g a proportion of 
the men will alwavs be unsuitable. and, if 
you go into. statistics, vou will find that in 
every class of men ve1:y few can be really 
·classed as successful in any undertaking. 
Many of these soldier settlers on arriving 
in Queensland again from the war were 
driwn to make the most of the openings 
·offtring. Some of them were unfortunatelv 
unable to get back intc the industries in 
which they had workPd before the war, and 
it was thought that their experiences at the 
war \vere such that it would be better for 
ihem to take on an outdoor life rather than 
go into offices. Consequently, great numbers 

of them began farming without experience 
bccauoe they hopPd 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 succesBful settle­
ment is at Coomin.' a, in my electorate. On 
different occasions I took the trouble to visit 
all the farms there and see 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 particularh hard-I do not 
think there were more than a few of VI ham 
;,ou could say that they were not workers 
and did not trv 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. \Vhen a number of them were 
removed to other areas thev had to leave 
their wive" and children the~e because thev 
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 '-Dmo of them 
could clothe themselves and be allowed to 
t.raYel 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 la.rger 
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 
grap.es, then oranges, and eventually cotton; 
but m the meantime four years had elapsed. 
Then they were told that they would have 
to mannre their land. I paid a visit to the 
settlement to view one or two of the farms 
and the supervisor informed me that manure~ 
were being sent up to manure the land. I 
inquired as to what manures were being sent 
un 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 extent of the 
cost of that manure. 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 
~he result that the chemist reported that 
1t 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 abandonm·ent of the ~ettle­
ment forthwith. If tha.t chemist had been 
sent along four years previouslv to examine 
the soil, there would have be'9n no settle­
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 
we1·e charged up to £25 an acre for clearing, 
or they were allowed to clear their own land. 

Mr. Nott.l 
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'l'he 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 
hwd. If the land was of good quality. the 
improvements would be of some use; but 
unfortunately for the most part the land in 
that area 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 leasehold 
tenure. One hon. member on the other side 
said 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 be 
more expensive than a perpetual leasehold 
tenure. 

Mr. FERRICKS : There is no better title than 
a leaeehold tenure. 

Mr. :t\OTT: 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 
mmt be satisfied with poorer land. The de­
partment is charging the settlers 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 ""rea of inferior land which is kss than 
the average area of good freehold land hold 
in other districts. 

The sooner 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 settlers 
and fur everyone else in Queensland. Men 
living on s0ldicr settlements near railway 
lines like to look forward to the time when 
that land will he their own. I only hope the 
value of thow perpetual leaseholds held by 
soldier settlers will bo written down very 
comiderably. It would he a good thing for 
Queemland 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 (Rosncood): The hon. 
member for Sta.nley has referred to the 
Coominya soldier settlement, and has con­
demned the Government for something which 
he believes to be absolutely wrong. I know 
something about tbe inception of that settle­
ment, ar\d I desir·e to say, .,without fear of 
contradiction, that the Government wore not 
responsible for the soldiers settling at 
Coominc·a. 

Mr. NoTT: They wore. 

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

Mr. ::'\OTT: The Jast word is always with 
the Government. 

Mr. W. COOPER' The citizens of Coo­
n1in:'\ra ''Tote to me seeking my assistance to 
establioh a soldier settlement at that centre. 
Jmd, to the best of my knowledge, I refused 

[Mr. Nott. 

point blank to have anything to do with H­
I pointed out to those citizens that tho land 
was not fit for a soldier settlement. I wc:n t 
so far as to visit the Commonwealth Returner, 
Soldiers' Land Settlement Committee and tell 
them that it did not matter what thev did 
with the land at Coominya~that. if" thee' 
settled any soldiers there. they \Yould be oft 
it in twelve months. :Yly forecast was correct. 

l\1r. NoTT: It took the Gov.,rnmont four 
years to find ant that the land was unsuit .. 
able. 

Mr. W. COOPER: Mr. Gutteridg,e and Mr, 
\Vatwn sold the land to the Commonwealth 
Returned Soldiers' Land Settlement Com­
mittee, and the purchase of the land had: 
nothing to do with this Government or with 
the then Secretary for l'ublic Lands, the late 
),1r. Coyne. 'l'he hon. member for \Villdsor· 
w<ts then Leader of the Opposition and a 
member of that committee. Ho advocated 
the purchase of the Coominya soldier settle­
ment. 

l\1r. \VARREN: \Yho paid the money? 

Mr. W. COOPER: The Commonwealth: 
Government paid for the l<tnd. I suggested 
at the time to .Mr. Parker, the secretary of 
the committee, that it would be infinitely 
bett.?r to resume :\1r. Cotton's Hidden' Vale· 
Station or 11r. :Mort's station in rn v elec-
torate for a soldier settlement. · 

If these men had been gi.-en 150 acres of 
land, twenty cows~fiftoen iu full profit and 
five dry~if a dairy had been erected and 
also a residence, it would not haYe 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 mat.ter 
what was done, Coominya \vould not grow 
grapes or any other fruit. If Hidden Valv 
had been bought at £12 an acre and settlers 
placed on that land, they would have had 
a ret.urn for their labour within a month 
after being placed thoro. 

Yet we find hon. members opposite con­
demning the Government ! The Gov-ernment 
were not responsible for settling those men 
on t.he Coominya settlement. It was thG 
Commonwealth Returned Soldiers' Land 
Settlement Committee which wac responsible. 
That committee paid 30s. an acre for the 
Coominva land~land that would not feed 
a billy-goat. To-day you cannot find more 
than five returned soldiers on the Coominya 
lands. Anyone with any experi~nce of agri­
cultural lands knows very well that. whether 
the land be at. Boerburri1m or at Coominya, 
no n1an can start at zl'·ro and 1nake a living 
from fruitgrowing. If you start to grow 
pineapples, it takes three years before you 
receive anv return for your labour. Yet "\Ye 

h:cd men \~ho were friends of that committee 
selling land to these people at from 30s. to 
37s. an acre-land "\Yhich, in n1y opinion, was 
not worth 5s. an acre ! Those men made the 
profit. and the returned soldiers reaped 
nothing but hard work. Every acre of land 
cleared at Coominya cost from 25s. to £15 
and £16 an acre to clear. Of course. the 
returned soldier did not care how much it 
cost so long as he recievcd 'a return fm· 
his labour. The major portion of the Coo­
minya land has mahogany on it, and, when 
you dear mahogany, \vithin 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 rne with an action because, whl'n 
a question was asked of me as to who bought 
the Coominya soldier settlement for the 
Goycrnn1ent, I said, ".Ask the 1nan who 
s.Jld it." 'l'hat was the man who was respon­
sible for selling the land to the Land Settle­
ment Committee, and he received a huge 
bc.w6t for himcelf at the expense of the 
ret.urncd soldiers, and, at the same time 
was r1osing as one of the great loyali'c:t~ In 
this community. 

JI;Ir. XoTT: Who was that? 

:Mr. W. COOPER: Mr. Watson, and the 
hon. member knows that Mr. Guttoridge 
was one of the men who recommended it, 
and thcJ committee t-he hon. member for 
Stanley is backing up were the men who 
bought it at the expense of the r.cturned 
soidwr-the man who foug·ht for the freedom 
of this country. Ask the hon. member for 
:Stanley how many men are t-here now. He 
is conversant with the conditions, and to-day 
he is trying to put something over th1s 
Gon·rmncnt for which he was responsible. 
The hon. member for Stanley, Mr. Gutte­
ridgc•, ;:,Ir_ \Vatson, and the hon. member for 
\Vindsor, who was one of the commit-tee 
which recommended the purchase of that land, 
are the Jden who arc responsible for the 
failure at Coorninya. No\v the hon. member 
for Stanley has tho effrontery to stand up 
hero to-day and condemn this Govermnent. 
It i.o a dcnlorable sbtt-e of affairs when a 
man will ~tand up in this Chamber and 
have the audacity to try and place the 
onus ancl the odium on this Govern­
ment of the failnre of Ooominya. What 
cf t:1e men who advocated the purchase 
of Ooominya. when anyone who had any 
kno\.lcclgo at all of agriculture or fruit­
gro\vin~ must. have k:no1-vn it \\'ould be a 
failure·: "\re we going to tolerate this sort 
of thing? The hypocrisy of hon. members 
opposite is intolerable in any Parliament 
in Australia. 

:\Ir. G. P. BAR::\ES (TVarmick): I object 
to this important que,tion being cDnsidered 
and decided just on the spur of the moment. 
\Ve have only to remember that the advan­
tage offered is a huge one, and \VC have to 
consider the conditions that are to be un­
ravelled. I suppose few tangles arc grt .tter 
than the tangle associat-ed with soldier settle­
ment, and wo consider that there should be 
a snrve' of the whole conditions thv.t ,,~j,.t 
and dicf exist from the commencement. HuRO 
blunders have been made'. Put what led 
to the making of t-ho e blnnders was the 
return of a vast number of soldiers at a 
given period, 

Some scheme had to be eyo]ved in order 
to moot the needs of these men who did such 
great service abroad. They had to ROt 
employment. and action was taken with the 
idea of settling them on the land. Unfortu­
nately a large number of thorn 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. WB really attempted eo put round 
pegs into square holes a 11 along the line, 
and thr failure has been due to that. We 
are now reaping the disadvantage resulting 
from what we did. 

Something had to be done f~r these men, 
and the country impulsively prescribed a 
certain course. It is impossible to unra ;-cl 
the complicated conditions extending over so 
many years, and which have been caused by 
the extraordinary circl!mstances which pre­
miled, 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 hav<J expressed the opinion that 
a mistake would be made in offering too 
great inducemeri'ts to our returned soldio.rs 
to go on the land. lf we had subsidised the 
efforts of these men in suitable ·directions, 
we should have achieved success. If we hau 
given a man the opportunity of making his 
property freehold and said, "You put BD· 
much into this, and we will do so much for 
you," we would have achieved wonderful 
success; but we entered on a course entire! v 
differBnt to that, as a result of which w';, 
are reaping the conditions which prevail 
to-day. 

~l GOVERNMENT MEMBER: Are you stone­
walling? 

Mr. G. P. BARNES. I am not stone­
walling the Bill. I am expressing my serious 
conviction as to what is the only wise course 
to adopt in connection with this matter. If 
we want finality in the business, thB wise 
thing to do would be to appoint a commis­
sion to go thoroughly into the matter. 
Nothing of any value will bo effected unJ, .s 
wo go mto tho 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 cDnditions we lay 
down, wu should enable them to throw thmr 
energies into thB work with a view to making 
therr land freel;wld. 'l'his Bill, which to m.'· 
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 desire that the men on the land should 
be succe,sful; but it is unwiso for us to 
attempt to do everything for them in order 
to secure that encl. Men will succeed if we 
giYo them a degre<J of generous assistance, 
?ut \vo havo not gone on those lines. Every~ 
thing has be-en against us in connection with 
soldier sdtlement. 

Hon. members have rdorred to the extreme 
costs of all commoditie3. Beerburrum a'rd 
the settlement in the Stanthorpe district 
have been referred to in this connection. ln 
the Stanthorpe district land cost from £20 to 
£25 an acre to clear, and, when cleared, it 
was worth £6 an acre. I believe it cost £40 
an acre to clear the land at Bocrburrum. If 
a man cleared 5 acres of land at a cost of 
£40 an acre, it would make a tr<Jmendous 
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 eY'll1 
pay fm 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 brouRht 
about. We are all well aware of the effect 
it had on some people, and· this was a kind 
of safety valve. 

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. G. P. Barnes."j 
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P. BARNES: That was the posi­
I am able to size up the conditions 

correctly, and we have to pay for it 
; but we are not facing the position 

as -.,o should. This Bill only marks another 
>tage of the difficulty which will still remain 
"ith us. It should be facl·d now, and the 
tnen -lwuld be asked whether they are ready 
to mbsc•·ibe to it. Certainly it has been said 
here to-day that a conference has taken place 
with those most concerned, and the Minister 
in i.ieatccl in his speech that the Bill is a 
result. 'Nith all due deference to the men 
themselves, the hon. gentleman may have 
ooizr I the opportunity to make some arrange­
mull; but I still say most emphatically that 
this is not going to end tho business, and the 
Government would be acting wisely if, 
instead of tinkering with it in this way­
tlld tink('ring may be unwise where a couple 

oi l!lillions of pounds of money are involved 
-the: dealt with the .-:hole matter once and 
for all. The difficult--; will be with us when 
'"' ha v c passed this" Bill and the soldiers 
han• for thf' time being accepted it. 
Furtbc.· and broader and deeper, final con­
siJcntion should be given to the question, 
and tlw Commonwealth and all the States, 
if you like. should be asked to join in con­
sidur'Liion of the right and wise way in 
::hich this soldier settlement difficulty can 
be settled once and for all. 

Th" PREMIER: Our difficulty is nothing 
compared with that of the other States, who 
have spent millions. 

:\lr. C. I'. BARNES: I belie.-e that is so. 
I ha vc read about the difficulties in the other 
States. but we have first to meet our own 
difficultic', .and I am not quite sure that the 
Premier himself and his Cabinet are satis­
Jicrl that this is going to end the matter. 
:\h contention is that it would be far better 
t« · "·ithdraw the Bill for the time being, ill­
digested as it is. Seeing that it has nothing 
to rlo with party politics and we are all 
deeply and widely interested in this matter, 
would it be unwise if a committee of mem· 
hers of both sides of the Chamber endea­
.-om·cd to find some solution of one of the 
greatest problems we have to deal with? We 
want to bring about rest among our people, 
end we can only do that by enabling them 
to succeed in the callings they have chosen. 

Apart altogether from the extraordinary 
ccst, of clearing and the absorption of the 
£625 adYance in expenses to which I have 
rdcrred, 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 were suggested and the idea hit upon 

land settlement, but unfortunately 
[7 p.m.] to a large extent the carrying 

out of that purpose miscarried, 
and added to that are mistakes which perhaps 
eoulcl haYe been averted to a large extent. 
The greatest mistake made, and that which 
concerns us to-duy, was the fact that the 
class of land selected was not of such a 
character as to ensure success and sat.isfac­
tion to the settlers. I have been brought 
faee to face with the character of so,me of 
these men in my own employ. They went 
to the w>r and those who were fortunate 
enough t·O' return resu1ned their positions 
whicl] wero retained for them; but eventu­
allv they found themselves unfitted to take 
up· that task in life, and in their restlessness 

[Jfr. G. P. Barnes. 

hit upon the idea of going on the land. In 
one instance a young fellow who found bi, 
''·ay down to t.hc city succeeded, but in the 
bulk of othm· instances the young fellows who 
took upon themselves the task of going upon 
the land came to grief. I am st,ating onlY 
instances that have come under my own 
ob&· r.-ation. The lads went• out to the war 
and came back and went on the land; but, u.' 
a result of war stram. found themseln" 
Lwncr.-ccl and quite unfitted to take up iand 
scttlcment. That was found to be the diifi­
culty with the great majority of the mcu 
who accepted positions in connection \vith 
country life. 

Thee difficulties were added tc in one 
dir<:ction and another. I suppoce that from 
the climatic point of view we have not in 
all our experience passed through such 
Beasons as 'Ye haYe been passing through 
during past years, and these soldier settlers 
also had to contend with those difficulties. 
To a very large extent the experiment has 
proved a very big failure, and it is on th~t 
score that I reiterate, on account of what h .. ' 
tah•n place and the general conditions that 
exist, that it would be extremely wise to go 
into matters yery carefully, and come to a 
conclusion which might be helpful. The 
qtw.stion that pr('sscs upon me to a very large 
extent is the differentiation that is to take 
place. 

Some men have put their very best into 
the scheme, and ha ye 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 w1s connection. Some con­
sideration in some direction-possibly in th<' 
writing-off of part of the capital indebtedness 
-should be made to those who ha.-e made 
good when consideration is being given t·o 
the men who have failed. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): 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 
rneasnre, it surely indicates-apart fron: 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 in regard to soldier settle­
ment, should have made such a. terrible 
failure of it. I say extraordinarilv favoured. 
be-cause 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 
favourabl~- placed to gi.-e this matter succes><· 
ful considerat-ion and 1nake an exo<1mnle 
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 
iluccess from those coming across the water 
without that experience and facility at their 
disposal? This question takes a lot of 
answering. \Vhen the Empire Parliamentary 
Delegation was here, no doubt you, :Mr. 
Speaker, heard some reference made to that 
topic-that it was difficult to imagine that 
people sent out from the old. country. 'Yith­
out any experience of Austrahan cond1t10ns, 
and <•·ithout anything like the assistance made 
available to our soldiers, would succeed 
where the returned soldiers failed so lament­
ablv in their various efforts in l1tnd settle­
me;,! under our returned soldiers scheme. 

I remember, and no doubt other hon. mem­
bers in this House will remember th~t, when 
t.his 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, harl the 
returned men been directed into that area, 
the latitude and climatic conditions would 
have assieted 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. 

1\lost of these men have been put into 
fruitg-rowing 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 w..tnted it. when the market-s 
were bare of fruit which could compete with 
them. YYC should have given these men a very 
excellent start. That is the position in the 
ekctorate represent-ed by the hon. member 
for Bo" en. There, by r<'ason of its latitu­
dinal situation, it is possible to grow fruit 
when the market is bare of competing fruits, 
and t-he grower can secure prices for such 
fruit which are reallv cxtraordinarv. vVith­
out wishing t-o wea):y the House", let me 
give an example in connection with the 
growing of tomatoes. As the hon. member 
for BmYen knows, those growing tomatoes 
during the last seaeon in his electorate 
~ecurcd up to 20s. for a case containing 28 lb. 
of tomatoes. The same thing applies wit-h 
almost oqmd force to the growing of pine­
apples. with •vhich Boerburrum was closely 
associated. -Had those men been put into 
districts where they could produce fruits 
at a time when the market was bare, inst-ead 
of placing them in arca.s where they could 
only add to the existing glut, it is only 
C'ommon-sense reasoning that we certainly 
;;hould not have to pass the measure which 
is now before the House. All that is past 
and gone. but, unfortunately, it seems to be 
necessarv 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 rete1rned 
from an ordeal such as the war. Had those 
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. 
Instead, they wore 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. I have a! ways con­
tended t-hat 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 :rp;;tde 
a prol1table venture of farmmg. . lnat 
deprives those people of the opportumty to 
complain, and causes them to see by_ the 
example of the other fellow that 1t 1s 
possible to _make a success of _1t-. That man 
secs that h1s ne1ghbour IS domg so, and he 
endeavours to do likewise. 

At one time there were approximately 200 
settlers on the Becrburrum settlement. Those 
200 men, unnerved by the war, ma!'y w1th no 
experienoe on the land, in tJ:le hab1t, of meet­
ing together .and aJrmg theJr c~mp!amts-.-m 
fact having in some instances mst!lled m to 
thoi~ 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 .. Assurnmg that 
they had been interspersed w1th men who had 
already made a success of farming, c>:n 1t 
not be seen that we would have been nd of 
thi" great problem with which we ar':' .:;on­
t-ending to-day? Personally I thmk th1s 1s 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 over saw in Queensland 
when I came here with the object of f_ruit­
growing, and I saw what a yrofit>:ble busmess 
he was making of frmt-growm_g. What 
induced him to direct the attentiOn of the 
Land Settlement Committee towards Beor­
burrum and other similar localities, as I 
understand he did, I c,mnot conce1ve. 

Any man with a limi.ted knowledge of 
fruitgrowing, such as po~s1):lly I ~ossess, must 
see immediately that it IS 1mposs1ble to g.row 
pineapples prol1tably in that area. It 1s _a 
calamity, and the only way to overcome 1t 
when Queensland is tottering und!lr a. very 
severe debt, the full effect of '"Yh!Ch IS • not 
vet felt is to establish confidence m the mmds 
of the , people so that they can face the s':d 
and serious losses and tackle the matter m 
a businesslike way, and I do contend that the 
Secretary for Pdb!ic Lands is not doing it. 
I do not suggest that it is his fault, but I do 
aro-ue that as a responsible Minister, he 
sh~uld so a'rrange matters that this question 
i< tackled in a comprehensive manner, and 
so 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 
years, but it is not going to be a cure. It 

Mr. Elphinstone.] 
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will leave the soldier settlers with land that 
io over-capitalised, with a burden on their 
shoulder."', aml still attempting to produce 
sooncthing which the land was never meant to 
produce in a manner to provide a living for 
those men. \Ve want to know the truth, and 
we want to ascertain the actual position, and 
Jcal "ith the whole matter and not introduce 
a palliative \Yhich is going to put a plaster 
on a 'ore that is going to break out again 
in the not distant futme. The only way to 
est .b!i .. ;l confidence in Queensland-if we 
Jo not Jo it, no one else will-is by facing the 
pooition manfully, and, as members of the 
( lj>position have rightly pointed out, it is 
not only a question of the determination of 
th.:• values of land and of writing off interest. 
You lwvc to studv the human element 
in;-o]ved. You have to convert the dis· 
gruntled men from their present frame of 
111i nd into an outlook of enthusias!ll and 
hope for the future; and you are not going 
to do that bv the methods that we have 
per istently 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 
:Yu hav,e no opportunity _of fully debating 
It., \VC snould haYe a most Important measure 
of this nature brought before us. We arc of 
opinion that an interchange of views would 
not do any harm, but incalculable good. I 
hope the :\linister is going to achieve that 
which ho 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. 

~Ir. KING (Logan): The question of 
soldier settlement is not a question that 
applies to QueonslanJ only. It is 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 AGRICULTLRE ; 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. 
nwtnber for Oxlcy. ro3"rot that a matter of 
such importance should be brought forward 
at the tail-end of the session: and not onlv 
brought on at the tail-end of the snsion, but 
rn3hcd 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
bodv must admit that the question of soldier 
settlement is a very burning question indeed. 
It requires a tremendous amonnt of studv 
and consideration as to the best means o"f 
so!Yinl' the problems with which we are 
faced in this connection. ·we have this Bill 
thr<o~;·n at us at the tail-end of the session, 
and we are expected to discuss it in an 
intelligent manner before we have even had 
an opportunity of perusing it. 

Th0 SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS : I saw 
no evidence of a rush this morning. 

Mr. KING: We did not know where we 
stood this mornin.o:. \V e believed that the 
Bill would not go far enough in the direction 
we were !<Jd to believe it would go, and we 
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asked that it should be left as open .as 
possible so that we should be able to amen.J' 
it in Committee 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 
save-d a good deal of time. \V e know that 
the soldier settlers require relief, and we 
ha Ye 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 from the party standpoim .. 
as it is not a qqestion 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 
io 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 order 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 
hen. member-who, perhaps, has suffered 
bereavement as much as anyone in the House 
through tho loss of his son-say that he would 
like to sec the word " soldier" eliminated 
from the scheme altogether. 

::Ylr. COLLIXS: Hear, hear! 

J'.1r. KING: I am sorry for that, because 
I recognise that soldiers arc men to whom 
we must give the very best consideration. 
It is for their benefit that \Ye are discussing 
this Bill, and they are worthy of the highest 
consideration. vVhen we remember what 
they did for us, we ought to consider what 
we can do for them. 

Mr. CoLLI!>iS : Is not the Bill called ·' Th& 
Discharged Soldiers' Settlement Acts Amend­
ment- Bill "? 

Mr. KIKG: Yes, and \Ve are dealing 
with soldiers. I do not want this House or 
the people of Queensland to forget that w& 
are -dealing with soldiers-not with the object 
of perpetuating the idea of war, but more for 
the purpose of realising· our obligations and 
responsibilities to these soldiers. 

Mr. COLLJ;.;s: Thoro 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. 
Inember, ,,yhen speakii1g this n1orning, 
seemed to think that certain large land­
owners in Queensland should have come 
forward and placed their lands at the 
dispo·· a! of these returned men. I do not 
agree with the hon. member in that. Thi& 
is not the concern of any individual land­
owner in Queensland. It is the concern of 
tho 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 beoause they 
did not giv<J the land necessary for this­
purpose. In 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 characwrs 
and dispositions. Can we expect these men­
who are not the men in character and dis­
position who went away-to go back to their 
ordinary civil avocations without any trouble? 

:Mr. BuLCOCK: Does not that prove the 
difficulty of the Government's problem? 

;'v1r. KING: I know it does. It is a very 
difficult problem indeed to deal with, as I 
have already said, and we as an Opposition 
are sincerely desirous of as~isting the Govern­
ment to deal with it. We are dealing 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. 

J\lr. CoLLINS: 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 European war. Taking all 
things into consideration, it is a very difficult 
thing indeed to settle these men again in 
civil life. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: 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 nnderstand 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 legislation 
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
l'aising. I cannot help saying that the selec­
tion of the Mount Gravatt site was ill-advised 
and misconceived, because, if ever there was 
a failure of a soldier settlem'ent, it is to be 
found in that place. 

:\1r. BULCOCK: Some of the settlers have 
succeeded. 

Mr. KING: V er_~ few; and every credit 
is due to those few. A small portion of 
the ,.ettlement may be suitable for this par­
ticular purpose, but the greater part is not. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: How do 
vou explain the fact that some ha vc 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 
land or very little land suitable 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. BULCOCK: All those favourable con­
ditions obtain at Enoggera, but there is no 
greater ratio of success at Enoggera than at 
Mount Gravatt. 

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. 'I'hey 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 n1oney, and L.lany 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 holdi,1gs 
have been threatened with action for their 
rent and some of them have been c>ued. It 
is to be deplored that, when a man has to 
leave his holding-and a man will not leave 
hi; place if he can n1akc a living-and when 
he is down and out, he should be thrca toned 
with a writ. It has b,,cn my privilege to be 
of some little assistance professionally to 
son1e of these men. 

[7.30 p.m.] 
The Bill proposes to validate c :rtain 

advance, already made, and the Government, 
propose to wipe out a certain amomot due 
as interest but to extend differential trnt­
n1cnt in this respect. In some cas~.").:- the 
interest is wiped off up to 1st January, 1925. 
in other cases up to 1st J anum",'. 1926, and in. 
other cases up to 1st January, 1928. I believe 
that there should be no differentiatioJ: at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS: Is there, 
no differentiation between grazing, dairying, 
and fruitgro\ving 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 barrerlllbS m· 
unsuitability of the ground upon which the> 
were dumped, then the sett.Jers at Jl.fount 
Gravatt are entitled to be forgiven their 
interest to 1st January, 1928, instead of to 1st 
January, 1926. That is a fault that I find with 
the Bill. The Government are making a big 
song about \Viping off these arrears of 
interest; but they thought nothing of wiping 
off £800,000 in connection with State enter­
prises. According to the Auditor-General's 
report. a sum of £250,000 has be"n written 
off as the result of abandonment of properties 
by soldier settlers. If the Government c,m 
wipe off £800,000 in connection with State 
enterpri,es, then surely they can make scene 
concession to soldier sett,lers ! 

Many reasons havo been advanced as to 
why the<c settlements have not been a success. 
Provision is made in the Bill for incrca,ing 
the are:ts, and that rnight a~sist in sotne 
cases. I certainlv think tho Bill is one that 
does not go nearly far enough, and deals with 
a question that is too big to be dealt with 
in the last daYs of the sescion. \Ve should 
appoint repro;entat,ivcs from both sides of 
the Chamber to go into the question. Let 
us get down to bedrock and deal with the 
matter in the best possible way. 

It has been stat,ed that it will be uccess:ny 
for the settlers in the future to sock further 
relief. Let us deal with this matter once 
and for all on a satisfactorv basis in order 
that we may do f,he 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 fnrther 
concessions. That is not a way in which !<> 
build up the manhood of this class of settler. 

Mr. King.] 
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\Ve want to gi;-e all the relief that is pos: 
sible in order to place them on a fan· and 
square footing, and then let them battle 
for themselves. 

There are certain matters in the Bill which 
require a close investigation, and I hope 
that when the Bill reaches the Committee 
stag~, the Minister will be reasonable and 
accept amendments, I. am afrmd, however, 
that our opportumt1es m that respect wrll be 
limited. 

The SECRETAHY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
l\li,,istcr will be reasonable. 

:::-:;,r. KING: I believe that the Minister is 
desa-ous that the measure shall be a real and 
not an rmaginary relief to the soldier 
settlers; and we can only attain that end 
b:. tile lVliuister being reasonable and accept­
tllg un1endments. 

::;Ir. CLAYTON (H'ide Bay): I did not 
speak on the introductory stage of this Bill 
because I believed I could do so m a more 
illtdligent way when the Bill was circulated. 

'1 he SECHETARY FOR LABOLR AND h:DUSTllY: 
That is a castigation of mmnbers of your 
party who spoke this morning. 

.:Ylr. CLAYTOX: The Bill was not circu­
lated until after the l\linister began to make 
his second reading speech. It Is absolutely 
wro:Jg that the business of the House should 
L>e conducted in that way when an important 
nu :csut·e of this sort is brought down. 

For years and years we have been dis­
cussmg the question of affording relief to 
soldic>r settlers, hut it is questionable whether 
thi, Btli will alford the relief that is neces· 
sarv to ensure the success of our soldier 
settlement scheme. It would be a move in 
the right direction to appoint a commission 
from both sides of the House to go mto and 
discus' this problem. It is a Yery serious 
problem for Queensland, and the returned 
ooldier settlers arc suffering at the present 
tin1e. 

It has lJeen said that. the soldier has not 
n:ttdo e cucccss of the land settlement scheme 
tl1rough inexperience. I can disprove that 
a,sertion by showing· that where returned 
mell haYe been settled on good land they have 
made ·good. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Illr. CLAYT0::\1: It is the land that has 
been at fault, and nothing else has contri. 
butcd to the failure of the soldiers to lll<tlw 
good. The hon. member for Bowen stated 
t.ha t he has a successful soldier settlement in 
his electorate. 

Mr. CoLLINS: I never said anything 0f the 
sort. I said I had settlements of soldiers in 
m 0· district-not returned soldier settlements. 

::VIr. CLAYTON: That is because t.he land 
in the Bowen district is suitable for settlc­
mer;t purposec., I do not know of any worse 
land that could have been selected in S.:mth 
(,)ucensland for soldier settlement than that 
"·hich was selected. 

The failure of Beerburrum was due to the 
land being generally unsuitable for agricul­
ture m· fruitgrowing. That land would have 
been taken up years and years ago if it had 
been suitable for those purposes. The men 
who '"Cl'C respollsible for the settlement of 
soldic•r; at Becrburrum should not be allowed 
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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 Boerburrum have been 
success£ ully settled at Mary' s Creek, in the 
Uympie 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 
t:> the scrub lands in the Gympie district. As 
a result of those negotiations returned 
"Oldiers took up land at iY1ary'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 
m on. 

The Bill is also intended to afford relief 
b;;· writing off outstanding interest pay· 
ments. I do not know that the writing off 
of interest is going to settle the question 
of soldier Bettlements. We should go seriously 
and thoroughly into the question-more so 
than is going to be done by the introduction 
of 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 t.hat occurred 
in my district. A man had a canG propertv 
in the Bauple area, and borrowed the mono): 
from the mill to meet his indebtedness to 
the State. He mr't his interest three days 
before the date of the concession, and he 
had to continue in debt through the fol­
lo\ving off sca~on because he had met hi;:; 
i11debtPdness in an honourable inanner, 
\rhercns those who had failed to meet their 
indebtedness were afforded relief. I put the 
matter before the then Secretary for PuLJic 
Lrrnds, the present Premier, but he failed to 
afford any relief to that man. It is regret­
table that such cases cannot receive more 
faYourable consideration for such men are 
genuine settlers 

ThP Elambah settlement. in mv electorate, 
\Yhich is near Cinnabar, has proved a failure. 
and the reason for that is th'lt, the land i~ 
not suitable for cultivation and the areas are 
far too small. Fancv those soldier settlers 
haYing to go on land whore the rainfall is 
inadequate and where the areas a~e 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 s.hould be permit•ed to take 
additional lands which had been thrown opt'n 
in the district. The reply was that they had 
a living- area and were not eligible to take 
nn e-rlrfitional land. Tho reoult is that wme 
of those holdings are now deserted. As the 
men deserted the holdings I aga1n brought 
t.he matter before the Minister to sec whdh<'r 
two of the areas could not be thrown into 
one. so enabling the rem'1ini'1g settlers to 
C'ontinue. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I would point. 
out that the hon. member cann:Jt discuss tlH' 
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 •ele~ted, 
and I am trying to prove the necessity for 
increasing theee areas. It is esscncioJ that 
thB nn•ao in th? Blambah scttlBment should 
be enlarged. I have a letter from t.hie 
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settlement, written by a reprPs~ntative of 
the settlers there, and with your permis&ion, 
::VIr. 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; ea Hie 
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. I 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 monevs loaned until such 
times as t-he seasons change, so as to 
give us a chance of getting on our feet 
ag&jn, Every one of us has got into 
debt, ami are destitute 1hrough not 
earning sufficient to meet our monthly 
' tucker ' bills, caused through t-he 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 effect-ive; also 
hoping we are not encroaching too much 
on your valuable time, 

''I am, 
"Yours faithfully, 

"Ralph Kershaw.'' 

That is the position of a soldier settlement 
in my electorate at the present time, and 
we should do evervt-hing 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 armts than they 
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-! think the Minister is favour­
able to it-that certain scrub lands in the 
Gympie dist-rict 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 t-horoughly 
into the Bill so es 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 t-o accept 
them. thev will be in the interests of the 
returned soldiers. 

Mr. H. M. RUSSELL (1'oombul): I am 
quite sure that the Minister will be pleased 
to hear suggestions from this side of the 
House on this very important mat-ter. Time 
is not wasted in getting the opinions of 
members on both sides of the Houoe, as this 
is a question that is beyond party, and a 
matter demanding immediate redress. I have 
no soldier sett-lements 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 gall~ry." 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 wit-h this question, it must be 
admitted that a great deal of money has 
been wasted. \V e all appreciate the motives 
behind the measures which were introduced 
into the various LegislRture' of Austrctlia, 
but we must admit- to-day--

Mr. RIORDA::"' (Burke): I rise to ~ point 
of order. I would draw your attention, Mr. 
Speaker, to Standing Order 141, which 
reads-

" :Mr. Speakel', or, in a Committee of 
the Whole House, the Chairman, may 
call the attention of the Hous-e or the 
Committee. as the case may be, to oofl · 
tinned irrelevance or tedious repetition 
on the part of a member, either of his 
own argum-ents 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 
fun her 'heard, and such question, 1£ so 
required to be put, shall be put wnhout 
dcbatt~." 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member f-:>r 
Toombul, having just risen, has not yet been 
guilty of tedious repetition. 

OPPOSITION J1,1Eo1BERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. H. M. RUBSELL: I know quite well 
that I am in your hands, Mr. Speaker, and 
that I shall get a fair deal from you. I 
think the hon. member's intervention was 
rather out of place, inasmuch as I had only 
just started. 

Mr. BuLCOCK: \Vhat 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 !his _is one o~ the greatest 
financial tragedws m the h1story of the 
State and the Commonwealth and the Com­
mon~ealth Government are very much 
involved. It is not really within our pro­
vince at this juncture to castigate the GoYern­
ment for any of the blunders they have 
committed. What they did was, I 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 comnlcte record of disaster ever since the 
inception of this legislation. The GoYern­
mont are to be commended in that the,- are 
endeavouring to give some redress to the 
soldier settlers. \Vhile the proposals are in 
the right direction. I hope to show that they 
do not go far enough inasmuch as th.ey do 
not strike at the root of the matter, and it 

Mr. H. M. RttsseU.] 
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is simply staving off the question for another 
ynr or two. While we are dealing with the 
matter, we should endeavour to effect a 
radio! 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. 

:1rr. BcLCOCK: \Vhat about tedious repe· 
tit ion now? 

::iir. H. M. RUSSELL: You are not the 
Speaker, anyhow. I am prepared to accept 
the Speaker's ruling, and not :; ours. 

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

::ilr. H. M. RUSSELL: We certainly 
adopted wrong methods at the beginnincc 
We all considered that, when these men ea~~ 
back from the war, they should settle on the 
land, masmuch as they would otherwise 
dBturb the industrial conditions of the 
muntry; but failures have result<:>d. A lot 
of the trouble would have been obviatAd if 
at the outset the _various Governments had 
a I;P::nnted responsible men to give proper 
Ha nee to the settlers. 

. The SE_C'RETARY FOR PunLrc LAKDs : They 
<:hcl appomt responsible men. 

~1r. H: M. RUSSEL_L: I think the most 
notable mstance of failure is Beerburrum. 
Anyone who knows anything about the North 
Coast cot!ntry knows that the Beerburrum 
.ar~a. cons1sts of poor sandy soil. There was 
a '"!! stretch of unoccupied country there 
and. had the land been anv good there is n~ 
doubt that the district 'would' have be 
c!o;ei:· settled twenty years ago. I cann~~ 
nnuorshncl for one moment how Be<:>rburrum 
came to be selected_. If the Government were 
adnsed by responsible or experienced men I 
an~ sorry to sa~ ~hey were wrongly advis~d, 
be< a use to-day It IS the outstanding failure of 
all the settlements. I really think that the 
Vds;,st thmg_ to do at Beerburrum would be 
to throw m the towel " and put the men 
cls-·wlwre.. 1 do not think that the method 
[J~~,;Josed m the B1ll of forgi,-ing the interest tl,:. th;'_, end of 192? is going to have any 
efL et ;· Hatevcr. It_ 1s a temporary palliative. 
and c,oes not stnke at the root of the 
trouble. The land at Beerburrum is cost!, 
to \\urk and to mainhin. and I think i~ 
would be far better if the settlement were 
abandoned altogdhei·. It is beyond my corn. 
vrehenswn, why when legislation was first 
mtroduc'.cl. the Government did not endea­
VOI::· to scttl~ men on some of the rich scrub 
1a: 1 c~s 1n the1r pos:::e?:::ion. It vvas only the 
o_tn 'r day that . a !arg-e quantity of pine 
ti:"!hor was ~old m the Maryborough district. 
VV herevcr n1ne gTO\Y1'· \VC havo verv fine soil 
and in 1917. when the first :bischa·rged 
S0ldiers' Settlement Act v:as passed. the 
Govern1nent were in pos~0ssion of largo tracts 
o[";;rrub country at Yarraman and in other 
di,trirte, and, if a few acres of decent 
country had been given to th~se men, I 
venture to say that the majority of them 
would. now be making a decent living. On 
lac•d hkc that at Becrbunum that is impos­
Bi~le. I have always said that it is hungry 
m1 ~rable country hardh- suitable even for 
pa>·tnrage. In o~der to ·belp these men the 
Government of the dav decided to establish a 
pineapple cannery, th;, idea being to encour· 
age them to go in for the culture of pine· 
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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 impoc.siblc to pack the Queensland 
pineapple and export it at a profit because 
the markets of the world are supplied with 
cheaper pineapples f.rom the Sand\vich 
Islands and other places. So the idea behind 
the cannery has fallen to the ground, and 
the men at Boerburrum have to rely on the 
local market, cvhich is so small that it does 
not take very long to overtake the consump· 
tion of this commodity. Therefore, I say 
that the proposal to forgive the intere<;t at 
Beerbunum 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 haYe had such a hard struggle there. 

What I have said in regard to Beerburrum 
applies to other districts, but Stanthorpe 
offers another case of failure where men with 
no knowledge of frnitgrowing have been put 
en the land. Stanthorpe is in a very dry 
area and, what is worse, the settlers have 
had to fight the fruit-fly pest. The proposal 
in the Bill is to write off the interest until 
fiye years after the planting of the first fruit 
t·rees 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 thev will be able to 
pay interest, and 'r am perfectly sure that 
they will find it Yery 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 factDry was estab­
lished, but unfortunately that hgs pl'<•ved a 
failure and has been closed Vllhen ir was 
anticipated that a large tonnage of toma­
toes would be treated, forward contrftcls for 
tomato pulp were made in the South, but 
it "as eventually found that the dry wcailwr 
had reduced the output by from 75 per <'ent. 
to 80 per cont. No doubt a number of the 
men in the Stanthorpe district have been 
verv diGheartened, and most of thnm 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 settler'' have been able to make a 
decent living in growing bananas and oth"r 
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 trea.t­
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 mv mind the most important r;oatter 
dealt with in the Bill is the writing-down of 
capital. The Bill provides-

" In anv case where any officer or 
officers deputed in that behalf by tbe 
Minister to make inquiry has or have, 
after such inquiry, recommended to the 
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Minister that relief should be extended 
to a discharged soldier who has obtained 
an advance by reducing the capital sum 
of such. advance, the Minister may uJl'vrd 
the relief so recommended .... " 

'To me that is the most notable feature of 
the Bill. I believe that it will be necessary 
1n a great many instances to write down the 
·Dapital 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 
·~nte down the capital cost and place them 
m 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
tion of soldier settlements. A number •Jf 
th<·"e men are very restive, and no doubt. 
have a m>mber of grievances, and it should 
be our object to try to make them contented. 

The Government might well go to the 
Bxpense 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 
nurr:ber of whom are unacquainted with 
agriculture and its kindred subjects, and it 
must mean years of labour to them before 
they become acclimatised. I hoJ?e the Go­
vern:nent . will give this suggestiOn serious 
~ons1deration. 

It is to be .hoped that the effect of the 
passmg of th1s measure with amendments 
w1l! be that wme of the grievances which are 
at present pressing very heavily on the 
sol<her settlers will be redressed. It should 
be om· main object to make the lot of our 
rural population as comfortable and con­
tented as possible in order to encourage them 
to rel_llam o~ the land and produce com­
modities required by the community. 

;\1r: WALKER (Cooroora): I did not take 
part m th1s 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 Go;-ernment 
real!·.- mtendod to bring down. 

f I re[(ret V?ry much th3:t the second reading 
O- such an 1mpm·tant B1ll should take place 
so hurnedly. Every session since the war 
to'?k place \\'e have had discussions in 
this Chamber on soldier settlement. There 
seems t~ be no .finality to the subject, and I 
~m afraid that, _If thi~ Bi!l i~ hurried through 
m the manney m whiCh 1t 1s probably going 
to be. we snail continue this debate not 
on!-': next session, but also in the following 
sess1on. 

The qnl•<ti~n of soldier settlement is a big 
one. There 1s a certain amount of sense in 
the concessions contained in the Bill-that is 
from what we can gather bv casuallv hurry: 
ing through it-but there 'is a gr~at de~] 
mme to be done than merely passing t.his Bill. 

In. the first place, we must recognise that 
~oldwr settlement is a very big question 
~ndeed. The amount of land which we have 
In Queensland suitable for closer settlement 
work hcs bce_n so J:?UCh exaggerated as to 
·create false 1deas m the minds of many 
peop_le. We have very little land for pro­
<luctJOn w1th a good rainfall. vVhile the 

men were returning from the war we heard 
Yaguc rumours about settling 1,000,000 men 
on 1,000,000 farms. That idea originated 
av. ay 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 \Y estcrn 
Australia. The greatest failure took place 
in Canada last year. The experiences of that 
country prove that it is a difficult matt.er 
to settle men on the land-not because they 
arc soldiers, but because-and this is the 
main reason-they have been away from 
ordinary methods of livelihoo-d and a certain 
amount of relaxation has taken place, and 
discipline has been thrown on one side. 
Besides, both State and Federal Governments 
were particularlv liberal during this war in 
the matter of a'dvances to soldiers, and we 
gave big gratuities. E;-erything looked 
particularly green. 'Cnfortunately, that 
money was not spent as wisely as it might 
have be, n. While the settlement in Canada 
proved to be a failure. the land given to 
those soldirers and upon which they failed 
hn; since been gi.,-on to English selectors, 
who have praYed 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 Gympio district 
hundreds of returned soldiers have proved 
themselves individually as successful as an0-
o~her farmers, even under drought condi­
tlons. I hope we shall have no more group 
settlements. 

The SECRET_\RY FOR PcBLIC LANDS: Even 
wmo of the ordinary group settlements have 
proved failures. 

:Mr. \VALKER: Most of our group settle­
m~nts have prowed failures. although I 
know of a number cstabli,he·d in the time 
of the late Hon. J. T. Bell that proved 
otherwise. There is something mi .. sing­
son1cthing 'vhich takes away incentive and 
prevents -a man from doing his best. At the 
same time, _I cor;sidnr the Premier was wrong 
the other mght m saymg that these men were 
not suitable for land settlement. OnE' has 
on!:" to come in contact with individual 
scettkrs to realise that that is not so. Take 
the Gympie area, where a large tract of 
country has been cut up into 40 and SO-acre 
blocks and selected bv miners under the olcl 
agricultural homeste.ad conditions. Those 
men hav-e done exceptionally well. The main 
fault with regard to group settlement was the 
mistakes made bv the adviser. The man 
who advised the a·overnment to take up such 
country as Beerbl!rrum and Coominva for 
soldier settlements should be ashan;ed of 
himself if he classes himself as a practical 

Mr. Walker .. 1 
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man. There is no excuse for him. When the 
Beorburrum settlement proved to be so disas­
tl-ous, the Minister, the late Mr. H. Coyne, 
got in touch with me regarding the Calico 
Creek district. and ten or twelve men were 
tra>1sferred to that district from Beerburrum. 
To-day those men, as the Minister knows, 
ar·o ab .olutely successful. 

The SErllETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Some 
were also transferred from the Highlands 
settlement. 

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

I have some good suggestions to make, and 
I \YOu Id 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 t.hat, they will settle 
many of the ·e 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 thrnv open 
t-he land. It is good land. I am prepared 
to take a" v man over that land and show 
him land that can be put into work to­
morrow. If the Minister cannot alienate 
that laud, allow them to have it under the 
syst.em of reafforestation which has been 
initiated by the department this year, and 
let them grow bananas and pine trees. That 
will get over the difficulty. Bananas to-day, 
according to the "Courier," are worth 25s. 
per case. That is a good price. But we 
do not. wa11t 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 countric, where 
th, re is an unlimited demand, I have no 
hesihtion in saying that we could put all 
our l:·nd under bananas to-morrow and suc­
cessfnlly sett.le 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 qualit.y of that land for 
rnaiz0growing. but, if any common-sens8 
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 sec instantlv that the soldier set.tlers 
at Atherton could not make the basic wage 
on the area given to then1. 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 
h lock ? There is only one course open. and 
that is to throw open any land available 
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on the .Atherton Tableland. I do not know 
whether anv is available there, but, generally 
speaking, t"here is no land down here avail­
able for settlement where a man could make 
a living, exeept in the Mary Valley, that ~s 
mit>tble for good, closer settlement. Is 1t 
worth while entering into experiments of 
this description? \Ve 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 wast.ing money on some ha~ty 
scheme? \Ve ehould consider the questwn 
tTiore seriously, and give more time to it 
than is being done at present. \V e know 
perfectly well that t.hose soldiers did excellent 
work in fighting for us. \Ye do not want to 
harp on t.hat too much, but Wf' give them all 
credit for it. They have been generously 
treated all along, but it is a. fair, thing. to 
sec that they get an 0'1portumty 01 earmng 
a decent livelihood. I know anv number 
of returned men \vho have novel.· had ar.J. 
opportunit.y of takin,<: up land. Men on this 
side of the Chamber have sons who have 
never had an opportunity of taking up lancl, 
as no land has been thrown open in their 
districts since the war. 

Thev may have had to go away up North, 
or as' far as the settlement in the Stan­
thorpe district away from the place.s the." 
know. \Ye say we ought to b•' L1!i' and 
meet the needs ·of the returned soldi0r. If he 
desires it. let us give him an opportunity d 
taking up work 1mder the conditions which 
preva.il to-clay, and we shall then be doim; a 
fair thing; but Wf' want to follow that up 
with good practical advi·ce. We can get the 
advice of a committee composed of members 
of this House, and it will not incnr any 
expense at all to get that advice. A c:o•n­
mittee of five members of the House, for 
instance, could advise the Minister in 
regard to dairying, banana, or pine-gr'?win_g 
land, or in regard to anvthing- else wh,ch 1s 
produced in Queensland. The committee 
could meet everv six months, or we could 
have a committee of inspection, as the <'ase 
might be. There is nothing to stop us from 
getting at the root of the trouble and pro­
viding for men who are lookins- 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 ~·ood 
soil, and the land is of a poor charact.m·. 
The clearing of the !.and cost 0.3 much as 
£40 an acre. The land was ove"-capita.liserl 
at the start. The soldier lost his mon<)Y and 
got into debt, and the worst of jt i" thyt he 
hfts given four or five years ot his hfe to 
no purpose, and that time cannot be reca.lled. 
Let us see if we cannot meet these men and 
help them to overcome the difficulty evf'n by 
slowing down the passage of the Bill. Do not 
let us hurry the Bill through, but adjourn 
'it for a week or two, or perhaps till nPxt 
session. If we appoint a committee to go­
into the m·atter we shall do far mor·a good 
than by rushing this legislation through in 
the way in which it is being rushed fhrough 
at the present time. 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. McCormack, 
Cairns) : I beg to move-

" 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 ~fr. Larcombe 

Bedford , Llewelyn 
Druce ,. I .. loyd 
Bulcock 1\IcCormack 
Carter }lcLachlan 
Collins ~Iullan 

, Cooper, F. A. O'Keefe 
, Cooper, '\V. ., Payne 

Dash Pollock 
Dunstan Riordan 
Farrell , Ryan, C. J. 
Ferricke , Ryan, H .. 1. 
Foley Srn ith 
Gledson , Stopford 
Ran Ion \V eir 
Hanson , \.Vellington 
Hynes \Vilson 
.Tones , Winstauley 
Kirwan .. \fright 

'Tellers: :.Hr. 1ru~'e ar.d ::\fr. H .. r. nyan. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
, Bell 

Brand 
, Clayton 

Corser 
"' Tieacon 
, Edwards 
., Elphinstone 
, Fry 
, Kelso 

Kerr 
, King 
, Logan 

Xm:s. ~5. 

}lr. Maxwell 
Moore 

, Morgan 
:'\ott 
Peterson 
Roberts 
Hn~f:ell, H. }f. 
Sizer 
Swayne 
Taylor 
Walker 
Warren 

Tellers: ::\Tr. )fott. and :\fr. Peter~on. 

AYES. 

Mr. Land. 

PATH. 
Sot<:~,. 

'Hr. Avve·. 
Resolvsd in the affirmative. 

Question-That the Bill be now ree,d a 
second time-put and passed. 

The consideration of the Bill in Committee 
was made an Order of the Da.y for to.morrow. 

SUPREME COURT ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

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

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

" That it is desirable that a Biil be 
introduced to amend the Supr2m0 Court 
Acts Amendment Act of 1903 m a certain 
particular." 

The object of this Bill is to repeal section 
2 of the Supreme Court Acts Amendm'ent Act 
of 1903, which provides that the Governor in 
Cauncil may a,ppoint the senior puisne judge 
of the Supreme Court far the time bi'ing 
resident in Brisbane to be the senior puisne 
judge of the court. 

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

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am lead­
ing up to that. This section gives the Ga­
vernor in Council a discretion so far as 
appointing the judge is concerned; but as 
tD who is to be appointed there is no dis­
cretion, because it compels the Governor in 
Council to appoint the senior puisne judge 
for the time being resident in Brisbane. 

rs.3o p.m.] 
If the Government to-day wished to appoint 

a senior puisne judge, we would find it. 

difficult without legislation to determine who 
is the s·enior puisne judge of the Supreme 
Court because at present the two judges 
who ha,;e the longest period of service upon 
the Supreme Court bench are re"ident in 
Brisbane and were appointed upon the same 
day. It is necessary to remove thi~ anomaly 
and prevent its recurrence. We desire to give 
the Government unfettered discretion in 

deciding entirely on the merits ef t.he indi­
vidual rather than on length of serviCe, who 
shall he the senior puisne judge, and the 
Bill, inste:cd of limiting the ch_?ioo of. the 
senior puisne judge to the semor 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. MooRE: 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 imfettered discretion. vVe 
appoint the man ·whom we consider most 
suitable for the position, and, if we ha.ve the 
ri"'ht to do that in the case of the Chwf 
J ,;'stice it is equally desirable that we should 
have the same powers in connection with the 
appointment of a senior puisne ju·dge. In 
answer to the question raised by the Leader 
of the Opposition, I wish to poin~ out ~hat 
in certain circumstances the semor pmsne 
iudge has the custody of the seals of the 
Supreme Court of Queensland, and it; other 
circumstances, such as a vacancy m 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 a, dormant commission 
which has been issued, not only to the Chief 
Justice but a.lso in the name of the senior 
puisne ' judge, so that in certain. c!rcur:>­
stances he may exercise that commisswn m 
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 mav 'look for guidance, and finally it 
is very d~sira ble that the Chief Justice should 
ha.ve ·somebody to act as his deputy in 
certain circumstances. 

Mr. KI:-;G : 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 measure, which 
is very desirable and necessary. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed. 
The CIIAIR;\TAN reported that the Committee 

had come to a resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

FIRST READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mullan, Flindas) presented the Bill, and 
moved-

" That the Bill be now read a first. 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

SECOND READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mulla,n. Flinder.1): There is really no 
further explanation necessary than that 

Hon. J. Mttllan.] 
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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. MORGAN: You have not told us whom 
ycu are going to appoint. 

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

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): The Minister has 
not told us the reason for this Bill. We have 
recently heard rumours that the Chief Justice 
will probably be appointed Lieutenant­
Governor of this State, as it is the desire 
of Labour members that he should be the 
rcpre~cntative 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 th~ reason. Gen~rally 
when the Government mtroduce a Bill there 
is some reason behind it. 

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

Question put and passed. 

COM:\IITTEE. 

(.1/r. Pollock, Greoory, in the chair.) 

Cla:xse 1-" Amendment of section 52-­
A.ppamtment of senior puisne judoe"-agrecd 
to. 

The House resumed. 

The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without 
am<'ndment. 

THIRD READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mullan. Flinclers): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a. third 
tin1c." 

Question put and passed. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

Tl]" HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. 
Stopford, Jfount .M:oroan): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a. second 
tin1e." 

Mr .. MOORE (Aubigny): Is the Minister 
110.t g~mg to give us any information as to 
this Brll? 

The Ho~IE SECRE'rARY: I will give it to you 
later. 

Mr. MOORE : This Bill is not as clear as 
we wot~ld .like _it !o be. This Bill has only 
o':~ prmciplo m It: but it contains a pro­
VIsiOn for the ma.kmg of a special rate t.o 
co;·"r a whole area. That is already in the 
prmcipal .'l.ct. and I do not know why it is 
mcludcd here. 

The Ho:IIE SECRETARY: That applies only 
if the place is partly sewered. 

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

[Hon. J. Mullan. 

The HoME SECRETARY: This applies speci· 
fically to Toowoomba, but I do not want 
to cut out 'I'ownsville. Rockhampton, and 
other centres. · 

Mr. MOORE : It is not merelv for the 
Toowoomba Town Council. Subdauses (a) 
and (b) of clause 2 read-

" (a) 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 rat-e, to 
be called ·a special sewerage rate,' upon 
the lands, whether occupiocl 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 
Fund of the local authority, and out of 
such Fund shall be defrayed the costs 
and expenses of operating and main­
hining the sewerage and drainage 'vorks 
aforesaid." 

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 dist.ricts 
may have to meet the cost of providing 
further water supplies for operating and 
maintaining sewerage works, which have been 
provid0d. 

The HOME SECRETARY: It will not affect 
the out.;ide area. 

Mr. ;1100RE: I am vcrv doubt.ful about 
that. I can quite undo1:stand the town 
dcrk of Toowoomba making certain state­
ments, but I am going on the position as It 
is to-day, when Hwre is a serious shortage of 
water at. Toowoomba. This is a definite Bill 
for a specific purpose. It enables a double 
mte to be made in one area, so far as I can 
s<'·:.-a cleansing rate and a special sewerage 
rate. I am not. concerned about that, becan'e 
the people in the benefited area will have to 
pay it. vYhat I want to know is whether 
the people in the outside area arc to be 
affected detrimentally when there is a 
shortage of water. If more water is required. 
I want to see that it will bo 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 " o£ the 
system. 

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoornba) : There 
is a. good deft] 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 ,,ystem there has been some· 
w.hat altered by a part of the city being 
sewered and the other part continuing the 
pan service system ; but there is an opinion 
among-st 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 Hmm SECRETARY: They are quite 
satisfied. 

Mr. ROBERTS: I know they are quite 
satisfied, but it is a question for the council 
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for the time being as to what rate they shall 
'3trike. AB f.n~ as the sewer is concerned~ 
there is a good de cl in what was said by the 
I,eader 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 b_,- the requirements of the sewered 
area, then it should be a charge against the 
benefited ar<'a and not against the ratepayers 
oC~tside that area. If the Minister assures 
us that tha.t is the intention of the Bill and 
that it will protect the people who have a.sked 
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 actdition to the cost oi the 
sewerage, then it will be a considerable 
h2.ndicap to them. If we cannot get the 
assurance at this stage, we may be able 
to get it in Committee. 

The HO::IIE SECRETARY : 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 preJent I admit that both parties 
are satisfied. 

Mr. KI~G (Logan): Under section 241 of 
the Local Authorities Act the local authority 
ha., pmver to strike a cleansing rate, and 
t:nder section 242 the local uuthoritv has 
po\vm· to make a cleansing charge. That is 
-distinct from section 241. on.e being a rate 
a!ld the ether a charge. It is proposed 
by this Bill to make further provision that 
a local authority, in addltion to making a 
'-"'lra:r..sin!!' rate. ~c:1-:1 nho n1akc a sowcrru:::c 
m te : (here being no prm·ision in the 
Local Authorities Act to enable it to make a 
sewerage charge at present. The Bill, first 
of all, n1akos proyision for a sc\verage and 
eleansing rate for the \vhole area, and, in 
addition to that. it makes provision for 
in1pm~ing .a. special charge upon all lands 
within a certain locality within the area. 

Mr. LLEWELYX: In the benefited area. 

Mr. KING: We might call it a benefited 
area, bm in the ordinary meaning of the 
-term it .,-ill not be a benefited area. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 'WoRKS: Pay­
ment for scr.,,.-ices r·endered. 

Mr. KIXG: That is so; but it is not 
declared a benefited area for the purpose 
CJf additional taxation beyond payment for 
service., rendered. In addition to impos­
ing a special sewerage rate upon the pa.r­
ticular ~rea which is being benefited, there 
is also power to make a cleansing rate or 
charg2 for the same. benefited 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? 
H states that-

" The local authority may in its dis­
cretion-

* * * * 
:\lake 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 which 
is benefited by such sewerage a.nd 
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 pa·rticular part 
'"f the area which is being benefited-that is, 

the part within the area which is bcing­
sev;ercd-is not only going to have a special 
'cewe:ragc rate, but also a special cleansing 
rate as welL I would like the Home S-ecre­
tary's assurance with regard to that. I would 
also like to ask why it is J]ecessary to pay 
the money< raised by this rate or sharg-e 
into a special fqnd. Why does it not go 
into t}w ordinary local fund, as the special 
cleansing rates and charges do? l under­
stand that '\vhere there are no services ren­
dered so far as cleansing is concerned in the 
ordinary way-that is, dealing with the 
removal of night-soil-there are still services 
rendered in connection with the removal of 
garbage. Do I underst-and 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 HmrE SECRETARY : 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
b-er must deal only with the principles of the 
Bill. 

}1r. LLE\YELYN (Toou·oomba): 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 Toowoornba City Council the 
c·atepayers were consulted as to the wtsdom 
of borrowina- the amount necessary from the 
Government At that time the whole of the 
arguments for and against the undertaking 
were well discussed. \Ve are now paying 
interest and redemption by way of a rate, 
and. in order to adjust certain anomalies, 
it was iound necessary to bring in this amend­
ing measure. The Toowoomba Cit:; Council 
has ·discussed the matter at several of its 
meetings. Jl.'[any of the progress .associations 
have also discussed it, and after a good deal 
of consideration they have all amicably 
ao-reed that this amendment submitted by the 
flame Secrdarv 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 s_upply 
of water, but I hope that we are not. gomg to 
hav0 trouble through lack of water. I do not 
profess to be a hydraulic engineer or an 
engineer of any kind, but I do say that we 
have sufficient catchment areas near Too· 
woomba suitable for the conservation oi 
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. 

Questiou-That the Bill be now read a 
second time-put and passed 

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

Clause 1-" Short title and constr,ction "­
agreed to. 

Clause 2-"Special se1verage and cleansing 
rates"~ 

Mr. COLLINS (Bou:en) : I would like t-o 
know from th' l\Iinister whether, in the 

JJ1r. Collins.1 
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event of ":ny town or city in North Queens­
land wantmg to put in a scheme similar to 
that contemplated by the Bill at Toowoomba. 
the provisions of t.his measure will apply. 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. 
Stop ford, M aunt M organ) : One part of the 
Bill is framed specially to meet the require­
ments of Toowoomba, a.nd was inserted at 
the request of the Toowoomba. City Council ; 
but we recognise that the circumst.ances of 
Toowoomba may not exist in other centres, 
and the second part of the clause has been 
provided giving to each locality in the State 
an opportunitr to decide which met.hod 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 a.ssured 
that the Toowoomba svstem is ahead of t.hat 
of Lismore, experience" for years past having 
brought about an improvement on that 
system. Rockhampton has for some time 
consi?ered a similar system, under which 
t·he 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 iJ,ttached 
to it for the disposal of the night·soil, 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 t·he 
benefited a.rea to meet the cost of the 
expense incurred in ca.rrying out the sewering 

of that area. The outside areas 
[9 p.m.] will carry on their system, and, 

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

:iYir. ROBERTS (East Toowoomba): The 
system referred to by the Home Secretary 
has already disappeared and the pans are 
disposed of at the dump. I would like to 
pa.y a compliment to the city engineer who 
had char&e of this work and carried it out 
with the utmost expedition, and very little 
interruption on the part of the staff and t.he 
men. The work was carried out very effec­
tively in 'Toowoomba, and, when a. Common­
wealth Commission visited 'Toowoomba a few 
days ago, they wore surprised and expressed 
mns1derablo gratification at the result of the 
new venture. Toowoomba is unfortunatelv 
situa~ed in connection with a water supply'; 
but, rf we. can overcome that difficulty, the 
venture Will be very successful. According 
to the Bill, there is to be a new svstem 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 
w!ll . be possible to rate all the properties 
w1thm the area. I can quite imagine some 
of the people taking exception to that. 

The HOME SECRETARY : The same position 
exists in Brisbane. 

Mr. ROBERTS: I know it does. I can 
assure !he Home Secretary that some of the 
people m To~nvoomba and some of the people 
who arc askmg for this scheme do not know 
all about ~he method of rating. This is the 
first occasiOn on which I have seen the Bill, 
and ~ can seo a now aver.ue for imposing 
taxatiOn, though the method of ratino- will 
pro~a?ly les;en the cost to some of the people 
rece1vmg the benefit. 

[Mr. Collins. 

Mr. LLEWELYX : The Mayor of 'Toowoomba 
denies that it is a new avenue for imposing 
taxation. 

,Mr. ROBER'TS: Clause 2 (a) of the Bill is 
all right, because it is only fair tha.t those 
within the benefited area should contribute. 
Clause 2 (b) deals with services rendered 
and provides that the local authority ma}-'-

" Make and levy a special rate 
upon the lands, whether occupied or 
not " 

That is the point-" whether occupied or 
not." The Toowoomba Council is therefore 
responsible for ihe Bill. I would not hav~ 
drawn attention to it, but for the fact that 
I do I,ot want it to ?e said in the days to· 
??me when this fact IS dra.wn attention to: 
~Vhat was the member for East Toowoomba 

doing?" 

~lr. MOORE (Aubigny): There is one 
pomt I desire the Minister to make clear 
and tha~ is a~ to,whether those " operating 
and mamtammg the svstem will have to 
supply a sufficibnt quantity of water for 
themselves in the event of the wa,ter supply 
of the Toowoomba Council running short. 
The hon. memJ;ler for Toowoomba recognises 
~hat the counctl has barelv sufficient water 
for its ordinary supplies, "and he has sug­
gested that sufficient foresight should have 
been shown to supply the city with more 
water. 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Stop­
ford, 11:£ aunt JI organ) : It is not suggested 
for a moment. that, if the water supply in 
Too',\'Oomba fa.Iled, a sewerage svstem would 
be required. · 

Mr .. M!JORE: I did not say "failed." I 
asked If It b•ccame short is it to be a charo-e 
on the scheme or not? · e 

The HOME SECRETARY: It cannot bo 
a ch~trge on the scheme. This is a community 
serviCe, and a water supplv is a communitv 
servi_ce. The community ·are supposed to 
provide a wa.ter supply for themselves from 
a community loan. '!'he loan. is not repaid, 
o~d 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 ma,ke the 
cost of the sewerage scheme a charge on the 
whole community. All they ask for now is 
auth_o~ity to charge those people who are 
receiVmg the benefit of that scheme a special 
s!'werage rate. All the argument of the hon, 
mc>mber for \.ubigny should have been used 
hcfore the sewerage scheme wa.s constructed. 
The people of Toovmomba 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 ore served by the pan system. The bene­
fits of the sewera.go scheme are greater than 
the benefits from t.he pan system. The 
council now want the right to make the 
people receiving the benefits of that sewcr­
a!l'e system. which may he extended to the 
other area later, nay a special rate to <'~ver 
the <'ost of working that sewer. The hon. 
member could not sav. then that the same 
commo.mity should ina.u.g-urate a fresh watel" 
supply on the same rate. 

Mr. ROBERTS lEast Too1!'oomba): I have 
ha.d some experience in loc":l authority work, 
and the first cost to be considered in running 
" sewera!l'e system is the supplv of water. 
The people in authority will ~stimate the 



Local Authorities, Etc., B~ll. [17 NoVEMBER.] Industrial Arbitration, Etc., Bill. l !l:Ol' 

cquantity of water supplied in the sewered 
area, and they will be justified in charging 
that cost against the scheme. It is not part 
of th-3 original v·ork. The council has appar· 
ently met the co"t of the original work 

The Hmm SECRETARY : The council wili 
ctrike the rate. 

::Ylr. ROBERTS: That is so, but in doing 
so thev .,.ill have to take into consideration 
the qu.cntity of water supplied. That will go 
to determine what rate is to be charged in 
that area. The people using the water 
under ordimu7 conditions are paying for it, 
but, in addition, there is now the water 
required for the sewerage. The only reason 
why they Lave not two supplies is because 
it would ccd 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 (Too1coomba): I under· 
stand that under the Local Authorities Act 
no local authority has power to make a 
opccial sewerage rate, and this Bill empowers 
the Toowoomba Citv Council to make such 
a rat.e. That explanation should be satisfac· 
tory to the Leader of the Opposition. The 
people of Toowoomba and the Toowoornba 
City Council arc satisfied with the Bill, and 
the hon. m0mbcr for East Toowoomba should 
also support it. 

Mr. KE\;'G (Lagrzn): We are not objecting 
to the :Cili rrt all. but tho Eo:nc S-.ccr tar~: 
does not appear QUite to grasp the point that 
has been raised by the LeadPr of the Opposi­
tion. ender existing conditions there is a 
weter supply in Toowoomba which is barely 
>ufficient at the present time. The Too­
woomLa Citv Council is now introducing ~. 
sewerage sy>tcm. which will need a good deal 
more waLr th~n at present. 

The SECRET.\RY !'OR PrBLIC 'vVoRKS : Accord­
ing to ~-our conl·?ntion. this should be a 
\Yatcr Supply Bill as well as a Sewerage 
Bill. 

Mr. TZI::\'G: No. I want to be quite clear 
about this matter of " operating and main· 
tuining" thr: works. Is that to be a charge 
only on the benefited area or will it apply to 
the whole area? 

The Ho:IIE SEC"ETARY: Power is given to 
make a rate within the benefited area in 
-proportion to the cost of the scheme. 

Mr. KI::\G: We merelv wish to be clear 
-on the point whether the benefited area 
will bear the additional cost. of the water 
supply. 

Clame 2 agreed to. 
The House resumed. 

The CHAIR;\IAX reported the Bill without 
amendment. 

THIRD READING. 

The HO-;"vlE SECRETARY (Hon. J. 
'.Stopford, Jlount M organ): I beg to move-

" Thct the Bill be now read a, third 
time.,' 

Question put and passed. 

ALLAN AND STARK BURNETT LAJ\;E 
SUBWAY AUTHORISATION BILL. 

SECOND READING. 
The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. 

Stopford. M aunt lvi orgun) : I do not think 
any explanation is nece«:sary, as full inforrna­
tion v ns given at a previous stage of the 
3ill. If hon. members desire further infor· 
tr'ation, I shall be pleased to give it at the 
Comm[ttce stage. I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time." 

Qnest.ion put and passed. 

COM:\flTTEE. 
(_Jfr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.) 

Clauses 1 and 2, schedule, and preamble 
agreed to. 

The House resumed. 
The CHAIR>!AN reported the Bill without 

amendment. 

THIRD READING. 
The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. 

Stopford, Mount M organ): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

Il'\D1!STRIAL ARBITRATION ACTS 
AME:i'\D:\IENT BILL. 

SECOXD RE.\:JIXG. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND 
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich): 
I think most of the information that can 
be given in connection with thi~ Bill _was 
given yesterday afternoon. The Bill provides 
for an amendment to sect.ion 4 of the Indus· 
trial Arbitration Act, and, as I said 
vesterdav, it. deals with the question of 
[)artncrships. If a partnedhip 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 bv the J:\oard of Trade and 
Arbitration. · 

It a1so provides that he shall come under 
the Apprenticeship Act of _19~4. That c;om· 
prises the whole of the prmmples contamed 
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 arc carried out in the.ir 
entirety. The department has found that m 
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 
eeccive only a 5 per cent. interest in the 
business, and they are worked outside the 
hours of the arbitration awards. 

1\Ir. MOORE: Partners cannot work outside 
the award of the court now. 

The S~CRET \RY FOR LABOUR AND 
L"\DUSTRY: The Leader of the Opposition 
might think so, but they can be worked any 
houn the employers like. We find that has 
been giving such employers an unfair advan­
bgc over other employers and employees in 

Hon. D. A. Gledson.j 
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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 a1·e laid down for a business, and 
employers cannot employ workers outside 
those hours. There are, however, some mdus­
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 
couditions have not had the benefit of the 
Apprenticeship Act, because the employers 
have been able to keep outside the provi­
'ions 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 thev 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 i1nprovers after reaching tho 
age of twenty-one, and their lives have 
been ruined through not being taught their 
trade and not ha,·ing 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
,-oming to do his duty to the youths of our 
Stlite, and to train them in his business so 
+hat thcv ,,.ill be able to carry it on after­
wards. 'That is the sole object of the Bill. 
There aro only two clauses in it, and I do 
not think I need take up any further time in 
dealing 'vith them. I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time.' 

~-Ir. :HOORE (:lubigny): I can quite see 
thet pressure has be~n brought to bear on 
the Government by an outside organisation, 
because some young feilows 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 employers under 
the Apprenticeship Act, we are going to 
prevent an employer using his son in the way 
h:_:> wishes to do. 

'The SECRETARY FOR LABOcR AND IxDt:STRY : 
That is utter nonsense. 

Mr. :\IOORE : 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 bo taken in connection 
with any industry. A man may have a son 
,,-ho is over the a(';e which has been fixed for 
apprenticeship an~d whom ho wishes to put 
into his own business; but he cannot appren­
tice him. and, if ho 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. 

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 frorn joining their f:_~ther in 
his busines--. Because the hon. gentleman 
can yjsualise ono or t"\YO cases, or because 
he has been told by some organisation 
thnt there are one or t\vo ca.:;cs, he 1s 
g·oing to prohibit the sons of a proprietor­
from going into his business. That is abso­
lutely wrong. .\ boy in that pc,,ition does­
not necessarily require to be an apprentice. 
H" goes into the business. not so much to 
learn a tra-de 3,s to learn the whole of the· 
businc::o,, not as an employee, but to run the 
L>u,,iness, and so ho needs to know lt fl·orn 
beginning to cud. His father puts him into 
the shop, not to learn any particuhr part of 
the business but the whole of tho business. 
That is a Ycry laudable practice which we· 
ought to encourage. This Bill will prevent it, 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOT:R AND INDuSTRY c 

:'\ othing of the sort. 

Mr. MOORE: I am quite prepared to be­
lim-e that it is not in the mind of the· 
Minister to do that, but, when he brings in 
a tight-ening-up clause to prevent what he 
considers to be abuses, we all know that he 
j, 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 impos: [ble to do what I say. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR A~D IxDuSTRY : 
It can only be brought in on an order of 
tho 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 bo brought 
in. 

'The SECRETARY FOR LABOuR AND INDcSTRY : 
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 order' 
brought in that are not just. The policy of 
an organi_:ation may be to prevo:1t boys 
f'Otting into a particular trade, and its rules 
may provide that there shall bo 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 
r:nean less work for their present members. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDuSTRY : 
There would be no restrictions. 

Mr. l\100RE: This Bill goe'· further, and 
takes away the right of an indivi-dual to put 
his own son into his business. Vv-e strongly 
object to these harassing restrictions on busi­
ness. The :Minister says he wishes to protect 
the apprentice because he is not gdting the· 
npportunity to learn the trade to w hi eh he 
is indentured; but we know that is not the 
question. It is a question of placating an 
organisation which has come to the Minister 
and a<ked to have a loophole stopped. I 
object strongly to a measure such as this 
continually tightening up the .l":w and pro· 
venting boys having opportumtJes to learn. 
trades. 
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:i\lr. SW AY)!E (Mirani): I would like the 
Minister to make it quite clear whether _this 
provi··ion is going to apply to an agrrcul­
tural industry. 1'he sugar industry is W'?rk­
ing under an a,ward, and at the present hme 
;;-cneral farming is threatened with a similar 
condition, as a claim is before the Board of 
'frado and Arbitration with a view to brmg­
ing it within the scope of the Industrial 
Arbitration Act. Now we have a, proposal 
eJfecting-

" Any ca,lling or industry to which this 
provision has been e:dended by an order 
of the Board of Trade and Arbitration 
mad~ on the application of the Crown 
or an industrial union." 

Take the sugar industry. My inter-
prctar:on of the Bill is that, if the 
Australian 'A-orkers' Union makes an 
application to the Board of Trade and Arbi­
tration to have these provisions 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 laurlable, 
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 irrdustry, it will 
be a decided check upon a practice which 
Las done more than any other system to keep 
the young men on the land. It 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 as·urance that the provisions of this Bill 
are not to be applied to the industries I have 
mentioned. I\o worse time could have been 
selected in which to add to the difficulties 
confronting the sugar industry in the way of 
over-production. Hon. members opposite 
la.10gh 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 
courtesv to listen to those on this side who 
do know something about it. I hope that 
he will exorcise his right of reply, and 
explain how the industries I ha,ve mentioned 
Bland in the matter. 

:\h. COH.SER (Burnctt) : This Bill might 
he termed a Bill of vindictive principles. The 
:Uinister ha,, been able to conceal the motive 
of the Bill and the reasons prompting him in 
introducing it. He must realise thet the 
Oppositicn have every reason to protect 
those who engage in industry, invest their 
money in inclustrv, and are anxious tha,t 
their children and others should have the 
•amc confidence in that business by sharing 
in the cond net of the bnsincss. The Minister 
seems to be of the opinion that it is a crime 
to control a business. At t.h'l back of his 
mind he has an idea of victimising by m'eans 
of this Bill some unfortnna,te individual. By 
an application to the Board of Trade and 
Arbitration the Bill may be made to apply 
to anv inclustrv in order to deal with a minor 
against whom" a labour orga,nisation wishes 
to vent its spleen. That is the reason for 
the Bill. 

I am sorrv to think that tho Minister is 
providing a" further pinprick on industry 
when we know that. not onlv the sugar 
inrlustrv. as mentioned by the hon. member 
for Mi!·ani. but every f~rm of industn is 
passing through such st.raightened times 'that 

the employer should be left alone in orocr 
to enable him to fight through present adver­
sities successfully. \V c know that secondary 
industries are showing a tremendous expa:::­
sion in the Southern States as compared with 
Queensland. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Will t.he hon. 
member deal with the subject of the Bill': 

Mr. CORSER: 'l'hese pinpricks, in con­
junction with others, are militating against 
the establishment of industries in Queens­
iand, and will militate against the ownen 
and mast.ers of industries we already have 
in Queensland. We know that the Bo,;rd of 
Trade and Arbitration have power to pre­
scribe conditions which must be carried out 
by the employers. The Minister is not sa,tie­
liccl in that respect, and we now find him 
introducing additional faciJit.ies to penalise 
the employer. That is an unfortunate condi­
tion of affairs which we have come to in 
Que0nslancl, and which we as an Oppo:.ition 
should not tDlerate. \Ve have no brief 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 intcrec;ts 
of the minor. 

The SPEAKER: 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. 

:\fr. CORSER: I am dealin(l' with thP Bill 
more effectively than the Mmister did his 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! Order ! 

Mr. CORSER: We have our rights, and 
it is our duty to protect the minor and 
protest against the provisions of this Bil\, 
because it is aimed at. the minor. If the 
Minister was of the opinion that he was 
legislating for a number of vot-ers, very prob­
"hlv we would receive more consideration 
than we are doing. 

Mr. HYNES: You are pleading for the 
unscrupnlous employers. 

Mr. CORSER: Wo are doing nothing of 
the kind. If any unscrupulous employers 
are evading the principles of the Industrial 
,\ rbitration Act and are dealing unjust.ly 
with any employee, why should not the 
Minister inform us of it? 

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Will 
the hon. member deal with the Bill? 

Mr. CORSER: Oh, I will sit clown. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member will be 
dealt with if he adopts an impertinent 
attitude. 

:'vir. CORSER: I will deal with you as 
severe!:; 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 
cour:,e to adopt in connection with this 
measure is to a,llow the Minister to have as 
much latitude as possible and he will wreck 
himself. I realise that this Bill has been 
introduc0d with the object of harassing 
inclu,try. It is placing difficulties in the 
way of boys who desire to learn a trade. 
If the Minister continues the course he 

11:1r. Maxwell.] 
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is following, it will . not be long before 
he accomplishes his object-. I realise the 
necessity at the present time for giving 
every opportunity to boys to become appren­
tices in industl·y, and I do not bolic;·e m 
restricting that apprenticeship. 

Mr. RIORDAN: You believe in sweati;;g 
those boys. 

Mr. ::\lAXWELL: A good sweat would do 
the hon. member no harm, anyhow. 
(Laughter.) 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

l\lr. l\1AXWELL: This is a serious subject. 
:'\ urncrous hon. members realise how difficult 
it is £or our boys to learn a trade to-day. 
ltestrictivo and harassing legislation such as 
this ,,-ill deter boys from learning trades. 
'1 he l\1inister professes a lot of innocence 
i:~ connection with the Bill. There is no one 
\Yho kno\YS better than he that there is a 
" nigger in the woodpile." Anything intro­
duced by hon. members opposite should be 
dmcly scrutinised. The pity of it is that 
suffiCient latitude is not given to hon. mem­
bers opposite to put into operation their 
schemes 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 (East 1'oowoomba): l 
rf'a!isc how difficult it is for the youth of 
Queensland to learn a trade and to secure 
j"ob.<. Whether that is brought under the notice 
of hon. members opposite I do not know, but 
ever·:.· \veek it is brought under my notice 
in the city of Toowoomba, and the same 
thircg 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 
Bill. which has been termed a simple 
measure. \Vhat is it? Merely another means 
of restricting the opportunities of young 
men to become useful citizens. It is pureiy 
restrictive legislation. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pt:BLIC \VORKS: It is to 
prevent unscrupulous employers sweating 
those youths. 

, 1\Ir. ROBERTS : The lack. of opportunity 
tor our youths to become sktlled trade•men 
rs lamentable. I cn,n see that hundreds of 
our youths will grow to manhood unskilled 
and that shiploads of artisans from othe~ 
lands will have to be imported to do the 
Jobs that should be done bv young 
Anstralians. · 

It is all right for the Minister to sav that 
th!"re arc certain individuals who may be 
mmors ';·ho ~ave tried to get ahead of the 
:\pprenbce,htp Act. Why have they done 
rt? It is not the minor who has d'one it. 
It has been . the parent of the boy or girl 
who 1s an::<oous to secure an avenue of 
~mploymont for his child, and he has entered 
mto an agreement and found the £5 or £10 
the hon. gentleman talks about in order to 
giYe the lad a chance in the State in which 
he has been born. He must start somewhere 
or elsB he \\-ill become an unskilled labourer· 
and unfortunately we have too manv un: 
skilled labourers to-dav. I can waik ur, 
Ruthvcn street in Toow'oemba and count b~ 
the dozen boys who canno-t get a job, The~· 

[llir. 1liaxwell. 

do not get the opportunity. They might get 
an opportunity of being a paroel boy for a 
year or two, and then they are passed out. 
A~st:·alia must expand, and the opportunity 
wrll be there for these boys to become useful 
citizens if they arc skilled tradesmen. I am 
totally opposed to the measure. 

Mr. DASH (lJiundingburra): I cannot 
understand the attitude of hon. members 
opposite. They know that the statements 
they have made in connection with this Bill 
are nor; true. This Bill is for the purpose 
of preventing the sweating of employees b,v 
unscrupulous employers who have a habit o1 
taking these apprentices in as partners in the 
business and working them Ol!tside the award 
hours. There is nothing in the Bill to pre­
vent- any lad being apprenticed under the 
Appr-enticeship Act. It has been within our 
knowledge for years that employers have 
been taking employee" nominally into part­
nership, giving them four or five shares in 
a concern with 2,000 shares, .and then work­
ing them ovBrtime without pay and telling 
them that at the end of the year they will 
roceiYe 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 
a ward hours? It is not fair to the decent 
employer who carries out the award. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: In what particular 
trades have difficulties arisen? 

Mr. DASH: In soYeral callings-butchers, 
for one. 

Mr. KELSO (Xunduh): The case put by 
the hon. member for .Mundingburra is hardly 
applicable. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC VV~ORKS: It is 
quite trl!e, all the same. 

l\Ir. KELSO: It may be true, b11t 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 fello\vs,. 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 
ctnd 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 
m a ttPr 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 caFe of a father 
and son or any other relatives deciding to 
go into partnership, oven if one of them is 
a minor. The Bill should provide for cases 
v·hcre 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? Yet in this 
Pill ther0 is no provision made for that sort 
of thing. This is only an example of a 
special measure brought in to meet some little 
leakage which has occurred. On the initia­
tory stages of the Bill, and during this 



Industrial Arbitration [17 NoVEMBER.] Acts Amendment Bill. 1905 

debate, we have tried to get the NJ;inister to 
gi vc us some concrete exa1nples. In reg~rd 
to cases, but we have not got the mformatwn 
yet. \Ve hear something_ of a hearsay nature 
about -certain things whwh are bemg done, 
and the hon. member for Mundingburra gave 
the y;hole show away. In the minds of hon. 
members opposite eyery employer 1s 
UllsCrllpulous, 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. 

1\lr. KELSO: I am showing that this Bill 
is a nH .. ,asure which is designed to suit a 
certain section. It is not iikcly that the 
Crown or the emplo;, er will operate under 
it, and the thing is mere surplusage. i¥ e 
might as well say that the trade unions want 
to stop anything being done--

Mr. HYNES: Vvhy should the trade unions 
not 11rotect their callings? 

Mr. KELSO: This is like a boomerang, 
and we shall never know what it is going 
to hit. The Minister shonld 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. vYe 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
selYcs, 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 bo 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 t.hat 
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 unscrupu­
lous employers who, in order to avoid the 
provisions of the Apprentices,hip Act, had 
taken in minors as partner" 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 peopfe 
in cases where employers have taken m 
minors as bona fide partners. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOL:R AND INDl'STRY : 
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 FOR LABOUR AND INDcSTRY: 
The firm, but not the minor ! 

Mr H. M. RUSSELL: It may happen 
that because there is a minor in the :firm, 
it h~s to do with fewer apprentices. 

A GOVERNMENT l\1:ElllBER: 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 w,hich should have no wmght 
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 LABO<:R AXD I;:.;Dl:STRY : 
How? 

Mr. H. l\:I. RUSSELL: I le<tYe that to 
the Government. They have legal advisers 
to tell them how. 'rhe hon, member for 
Mundingbuna endeavoured to explain, what 
the Minister had omitted to tell us, that the 
purpose of the Bill was_ to search o':'t 
butchers who employed mmors workmg 1n 
the ilrms 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 m'easure. The 
[10 p.m.] Minister should give specific cases 

of where t.he law is being evaded 
in this respect. The Opposition are quite 
prepared to assist the Government to bring 
the malefactors to book1 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 object. 
I do not think it is fair that any person 
should be compelled, at the dicta·tion of a 
trade union, to apply to the Board of Trade 
and Arbitration for exemption. The measure 
is certainly unwarranted, and will certainly 
int0rfere with the peaceful occupation of the 
people. 

Mr. HYNES (Townsville): The hon. mem­
ber for Toombul has advanced arguments 
why the measure is necessary. He said that 
it would be intrumental in reducmg the 
number of juniors in industry. There is a 
growing practice amongst employers to 
defeat the operations of award~ by ta_king 
in bogus partners and makmg mmors 
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 cudo-els on behalf of unscrupulous em­
ployers ~ho 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 bntcheries in my own elec­
torate have adopted that practice. As a 
result minors, though nominally part.ners, 
receive no material benefits from the part .. 
nership, and arc oblig~d to work al_m_ost 
the round of the clock w1thout even rec8lvmg 
the benefits of the award. In many cases 

Mr. Hynes.] 
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those junior partners are not even appren­
tices. European laundries subject to the 
award of the court have complained t-hat 
similar conditions exist in Japanese laundries. 
I have been approached by some employers 
complaining of such unfair competition. I 
would like to see the Bill go further and 
apply awards to owners of industries to 
prevent them working outside a vvard hours. 
Bogus partnerships arc 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 (Jiurntmba): The first 
case cited bv the hon. member for Townsvulo 
might be ~on·ect, but his second case is 
founded on hearsa0. No young .1-ustralian 
will permit himself t-o 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 standpo'int 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! Will 
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 da:;·s the rural workers may come under 
the Industrial Arbit-ration 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 
is carried as it stands, it vvill detrimentally 
affect our rural workers. 

".Ir. ELPHINSTONE (Oxlcy): We are 
indebted to the hon. members for Munding­
burra and Townsville for their explanation 
as to' the origin of this Bill. Apparently 
the measure is intonded to prevent what 
is called the evasion of tho 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 bcgus, therefore 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 n1ember 
of that partnership, therefore he enjoys 
absolute freedom of action. He takes all 
t-he good of that partnership, but cannot be 
held liable for any of its obligations. Legally, 
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 depend' 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 is 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. 

partners, and in that capacity th~y c:m earn 
more than the award rates, and they become 
useful members of the business community. 
vVhat do hon. members opposite car-e about 
the business members of the community'? 
'l'hey use all their force and strength to dis­
turb business if the power of the unions is 
likely to be impaired. Hon. members oppo­
site are here to plead the cause of the unions 
so long as they have some automaton of a 
:11inistcr who will put their ideas into effect. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND 
INDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, lpsrcich): 
Mr. Speaker, I ask your protection from the 
insults of the hon. member for OxleJ. I am 
not going to sit here and listen to insults 
like that. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The word 
"automaton" is not unparliamcntary, but 
as the Minister considers it offensive the hon. 
member must withdraw. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I ·did not sav am·· 
thing disrespectful. With all due de{erencG 
to you, Sir, I merely called members of the 
Labour party " automatons!' and I think 
that is the correct expression to apply to 
them 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 i£ you direct 
that that should be withdrawn, Mr. Speaker, 
I withdraw it with pleasure for the pcn.ce of 
the House. 

Mr. POLLOCK: I rise to a point of order. 
:\fr. CORSER : You are not going to run the 

House, too. 
Mr. POLLOCK: I ask that the expression 

be withdrawn unreservedly. 
Mr. CoRSER : Are we to go down Dn our 

km cs to you? 
Mr. POLLOCK: I .ask that the remark 

be withdrawn unreservedly. 
The SPEAKER : The hon. member tlsually 

complies with the Standing Orders, and I ask 
hirn to withdraw unreeervedly. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I am perfectly 
willing to submit to your wishes, Mr. 
Speaker, but I shall take no notice of hon. 
members opposite. I respect your indepen­
dent directions, but, when you are dictat.,d 
to by hon members opposite, I withdraw with 
reluctrmce .• It is perfectly obvious that this 
Bill ha' emanated from those two worthy 
representatives from rfownsvillc, ~nd 'Y·G are 
indebted to those two hon. members for tell­
ing us what is implied in this Bill. This 
minor whom we arp trying to protect has 
already all the protection h,, wants in the 
advantages which accrue to him from the 
position he holds. The effect of the Bill rs 
that, if these young men under twenty-one 
years of age want to join a business whore 
they can become employers--

1\Ir. Hn;Es: They arc compelled to work 
under those condition •. 

Mr. ELPHINSTO::\fE: It is ridiculous to 
say that anyone is compelled to work in 
Queerr'·land. Hon. members opposite, who 
are typical of unionism, recognise that these 
young men are beginning to taste the sweets 
o£ making profits in business and becoming 
employers and securing their independence c! 
unions. 
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Mr. MORGAN (};Jurilla): Apparently, a 
private butcher in Towmville has competed 
successfully with the State butchers up there, 
and that has caused the introduction of this 
measure. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

:VIr. 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 
bP 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 ~m away from home, 
and I. may desire to make him a partner; 
but, If I happen to have more juniors 
employed than arc necessary, I cannot make 
him a partner. In order to make him a 
partner I would have to apprentice him to 
some 0ther grazier in the locality. I desire 
tu enter my emphatic protest against this 
measure. Hon. members opposite appear to 
bo very touchy, and it is almost impossible 
fo~· .n:cmbers of the Opposition to make any 
criticism at all. v; e used to be able to 
criticise measures without Ministers getting 
up and complaining about our criticism. 
I hope the Opposition will be able to make 
an effective protoot against the Bill and that 
it will not become law. 

Mr. RIORDAN (Ilu1'l.;e): I am satisfied 
that it is time this partY took some action to 
protect our child labou"r 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 
?Yercome. The h?n. member may apprentice 
n1s son to the bakmg 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. 

:\fr. KING: What is he in the meantime? 

Mr. RIORDAN: He is an apprentice but 
once he is taken in as a partner he' can 
work all round tl1f' clock, deliver bread at 
all hours, and keep a man out of work. 
The ~amo thi:'g appli~s in motor garages. A 
boy IS talnn 1n and g1von a nominal interest, 
and l.1o can be used in driving lorries and 
tcachmg buyers of cars how to drive. He is 
g-ettmg no practicftl knowledge of the trade. 
It is noticca ble that any measure for the 
hctten_n~nt of the worker is opposed by the 
0PPOSibon, who are getting more conserva­
hve :very day. If this party stand for 
anythmg. they stand for teaching hoys trades 
thoroughly; and the suggestion of tho hon. 
member for Oxle:v that this Bill has been 
11gineercd by the hon. members for Towns­

ville and Mnndingburra is practically all 
bosh. There may be a couple of cases in 
Townsv!lle, 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.] 

~~e Opl?~sition claim to stand by the law­
abidi?g Citizen. If they do, they will not 
porm1t any unscrupulous employer to have 
an advantage over .a decent employer who 
Is prepared to tram our boys and make 
t-hem competent tradesmen. 

Mr. EDW ARDS ("Yannngo): Evidently the 
hon. member for Burke is keen on perpetuat­
ing the party spirit and preYenting 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 busines·,es very 
hard indeed. To-day t-hey ttre being throttied 
by largo city business organisations, and the 
only way in which they can carry on is 
by employing their own families. Thfr 
Minister is trying to prevent them doing 
that. Instead of hdping to build up the 
country, the Government are creating 
monopolies in t-he large centres of popula­
tion. 'rhe Bill will kill the country business 
man--

::Yir. HYNl'S: The country sweater. 

::\-1r. EDW ARDS: I am sure that the hon. 
member for Townsville has never sweated in 
the interests of the State. 

Mr. Hnms: If I did, I would not smell 
like you. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon. 
member for Townsville to \vithdraw th.-, 
remark. 

Mr. HYNES: In deference to you, ::VIr. 
::lpeaker, I withdraw the remark. 

Tho SPEAKER : I ask the hon. member 
to refrain from interjecting. 

Mr. EDW ARDS : It is regrettable that 
we have such members in this Chamber. It 
is impossible for country business to com­
pete against t-he large establishments in the 
city that take adyantage of the countrv 
order system, the parcel post system, an;] 
other means of distribution, unless they 
emplo:-- their own families. In the int.crests 
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 
mm·c consideration bv the Gover:Jmcnt than 
it has received, as some of t-heir member> 
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 libertv of the 
subject. While posing as democratic, the 
Government a-re denying the right of demo­
cracy that persons should do what they 
legitimately should bo allowed to do. There 
may be some reason for this Bill to d~al with 
bogus partnerships; but there are any 
number of cases of genuine partnerships \vith 
n1inors. A minor L1ay enter into a partner­
ship agreement which is quite in order. It 
is a perfectly legitimate partnership con­
taining the usual coyenants that tho 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 
books of accounts will be kept; and that 
at certain periods a division of profits will 
take place. The minor would probably got 
a smaller share than the principal part-ner. 
He mav 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 fay what profits that 
minor will receive at the end of six or 
twelve months. 

Mr. DASH: Why should he work outside­
of a ward hours ? 

Mr. King.] 



IUOS Industrial Arbitration [ASSEMBLY.] Acts Amendment Bill. 

::>Ir. KI:\"G : Any partner may do that. 
~1r. DASH: Isn't that at variance with th~ 

<\ward? 
The SPEAKER : Order : Ordec · 

~1r. KING: These partnerships ·uc not 
in che same category as those of which hvn. 
Inetnben:; opposite are complaining. The 
GoYernment are baiting a whale to catch a 
sprat, and making a mounhun out of a 
molehill. Legislation of this cxt is paltry 
in the extreme, and hon. men1hcrs sho2ld Dot 
hr,Y·' their time occupied by such J- me.!kure 
-when t.hcro is more important legislrttion to 
deal with. 

i\Ir. YVEIR (Jiaryborou(Jh): The hon. 
Incr:nber for Logan evaded the point at issue. 
:\"o right-minded person desires that there 
-ho.dcl be an invasion of the rights of legiti­
rnate partnerships, but there is nothing in 
this Bill that will deal harshly with genuine 
partnerships. rl'he hon. rnernbor for Logan 
kno''' s as well as anvone that n1inors in 
partne·rships are not p!·of1table propositions. 

}fr. Knw: I know, but we must take 
things as we find them. 

::,1r. \YEIR: If that is so, there is a very 
sound reason why such a Bill as this should 
be put through, to see that such w0aknesse, 
are not taken adyantage of. 

Mr. KrxG: It may be a necessary course 
of action. 

~lr. WEIR: And a very dangerous one. 
I quite appreciate the necessity to proton 
the rights of mino·rs who enjoy partnership 
relationships. 

:1Ir. KrxG: You are denying them that 
right. 

:'vir. \YEIR: A young man, on attaining 
the age of twenty-one, may assume the 
rights to which he is entitled. While he IS 

under the disabilitv of minority he cannot 
be sued, and therefore should not enter the 
partnership arena. I am astounded that the 
Opposition cannot see 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 one working under a 
minority partnership arrangement, and the 
other bemg fully bound by the a ward, 
TJnrlrmhtPclly t.hat. gives the former concern 
an unfair advantage oYe-r competitors. 

This Bill gives protection to the decPnt 
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. KIXG: He benefits bv a share of the 
profits. ' 

Mr. \VEIR: EYen there he is under a 
disability, because he cannot sue or be sued. 

:1Ir. KrxG: He can sue by his next friend. 

Mr .. WEIR: I want to give him proper 
standmg, such as should be given to the 
ave•rage Australian boy, and prevent him 
from being exploited bv unscrupulous 
people. · 

l\lr. G. P. BAR;'{ES (Warwick): I have 
no S) mpathy with the sweater but I do fear 
there is something ulterior b~hind this Bill. 
I entered business when I was seventeen 

[jlfr. King. 

years of age and became an employer; conse­
quently, if I did not sympathise with thu"e 
n1inors vvho become partners in a bu.:;.Ino.::.~, 
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 hi" buci­
ness. Can anyone call to mind where a man 
has been employed b_v another under some 
secret arrang·cn1ent? Experience has proved 
that anyone who has attempted to do that 
has e1·entually 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 
b-e det1·imental to the State and militate 
against our success, and therefore I stoutly 
protest against the passing of such a Bill. 

Que,tion-That the Bill be now read a 
eecond time-put; anu the House divided:-

Mr. Barber 
llc(Hord 

, Bruce 
llulcock 
Carter 
CoHins 
Conroy 
Cooper, F. A 
Dash 
Duns tan 
Ferricks 
Foley 
Gledson 
Fa!:lv;.._ 
Hn.nson 

,. Hynes 
Jones 
Kirwan 
Ln.rcombe 

Ay~-:::-;, ,),, 

Mr. Lkwelvn 
, Lloyd • 
, McCormack 
,. McLachlan 

Mullan 
, O'Keefe 

Payne 
Pol!ock 
Riordan 

, H0an, C. ,T. 
, Ryan, H .• 1. 

Smith 
,. 8topford 

\Veir 
, \\''"ellington 
, Wilson 
, \Vinstanley 
, Wright 

Tellers: :!'Ir. O'Keefe and }!r. 0 J. Ryan. 

'dr. Barnes, G, P, 
Bell 

, Brand 
, Clayton 

Corser 
Deacon 
Edwards 

, Elphinstone 
Kelso 
Kerr 

, King 
, Logan 

.KOES, 23. 

Mr. Maxwell 
Moo re 

, Morgan 
Nott 

, Roberts 
Russell, H. M. 
Rizer 
Rwayne 
Taylor 
\\'alker 
\\Tarren 

Tellers: Mr. Logan nnti. 'lir. Sizer. 

AYJ.~. ~OEs. 

Mr.Land Mr.Arpel 
, Hartley ., llarnes, W. H. 

Resoi ved in the affirmative. 

Co:u~nTTEE. 
(Jfr. Pollock, Gregory, in the chair.) 

Clause 1-" Short title and commencement" 
-agreed to. 

Clause 2-" Amendment of section 1;-lnter­
prfiation "-

Mr. SW.\. YNE (Jfirani): 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 
ayailable for the passing of amendments is 
insufficient. 

I beg to moye 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 me an assurance that these industries 
would not be affected, and we can only 
conclude that they arc 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 only to refer hon. 
members to a case now before the Board 
of 'I'rade and Arbitration, in which an award 
is claimed fo1· the workers in sc,·eral rural 
industries, as reported in the daily papen. 
The sugar industry is already subject to the 
provisions of an a ward, and, unless this 
amendment is inserted in the Bill, it will 
b,, possible to apply these apprenticeship 
provisions to that and the other industries 
now before the Board. Xo 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 impo~sible with 
this risk hanging over their heads. If this 
m_easure becomr"3 lavv, int8nding immigrants 
w1th a small capital and families intending 
to work together in deciding between the 
States of Australia will certainlv not decide 
m; ?oming to Queensland. Already too many 
dlfficulhes are placed in the wav of thme 
!nvestin.g money in industry, and 'no further 
Imposition should be made. 

[11 p.m.] 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR ),ND 
I='JDUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich) : 
I cannot accept the amendment. The call­
ings to which this Bill can be made to applv 
are set out in the schedule to the Appro,;­
ticeship Act. Kone 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 1·easonable 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 mo;-ed to safeguard the industrif'-., 
mentioned therein. It would be impossible 
in the dairying and fruitgrowing industries 
to subject minors to the provisions of the 
Bill. If the Minister would investigate those 
industries, he "ould see that such a measure 
is unwarranted, and that theY could not 
stand any further impositiom. No injury 
is done to anY industrial Ol'ganisation or 
member of an industrial organi.ation by sons 
following in the footsteps of their fathen'. 
The very best can be done for boys by 
allowing them to associate with their parents 
i:a bu·~inel:!ls. 

Mr. EDWARDS (cYanango). I hope the 
Minister will reconsider his decision not 
to accept the amendment. A claim for 
rural workers is now before tho Board of 
Trade and Arbitration, and there is every 
possibility of an award being made. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTDRE : If this 
amendment. is carried, it would be incom­
petent for the Board to deal with the claim 
now before it. 

Yl:r. EDW ARDS. That is not correct. The 
amendment clearlv deals with agricultural 
industries as the0~ come before the board. 
ThP Minister must realise t-hat any further 
interference with the people on the land 
will make their conditions burdensome in 
the Pxtreme. 

The SECRETARY FOR LABOuR A'i'D 
IJS'DL.:STRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson. lps1cich): 
I rise to a point of order. Is the a~end: 
ment moved bv t.he hon. member for 11lram 
in order? Tl1c amendment seeks to insert 
words in the principal Act which are ontsiLte 
rho scope of the ordc1· of leave. 

The CHAIR::\L\.X: The amcndnwnt l'" 

quite in order. 
OPPOSITION MnrBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. MORGAN (J1urilla): I appeal to th<e 
:VIinister not to nrocoed further with t·h<e 
Bill at this late h<cur, but to adjourn. 

The CHAIR::\1AX: Order ! Order : Thi­
is not the stage to discuss that matter. 

Mr. :VIORGAX: I raise t·he question in 
the interests of economy, which the P:c·unietv 
is always preaching. 

The CHAIRMAX: Order! Order : The 
hon. member must obey my call to order, 
or he will be compelled to resume h1s scat. 

_\Ir. MORGAK: I support the amendment. 
The onlY wav we can keep our soils on the 
1und is V to give them an interest in th.e­
;;ol»ction. It is ofr.en said that the agn­
cultunst does not treat his sons pl·operly­
th ·1 t he sweats them. Very often he does not 
p<>Y ihem wages, but ?e comp~nsatcs }hem 
by graPtil'}g therr1 a.n Int.crc.:>t. 1r; the rarm. 
This Bill prevents a son obtammg- such an 
intere,t until he reaches the age of twenty­
one year<. and will seri.ously _injure the 
pastoral and agricultural mdustrw.s. There 
may be some necessity l'or the Bill so fa1· 
as the citv is concerned, but that Is not so 
in regard· 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. MORGAK: He would b<' only Lo 
pleased to give him better conditions, ere· 
it possible. It is ·a matter of £ s. d. Fre­
quently the sc:!.1 prPfPrs tu sacrifi_re hinuelf 
and remain at home to help h1s parents, 
who have done so much for him. H<' r<" discs 
they cannot afford ~o give hi_m proper wag~s, 
but vcrv often he 1s taken mto partnNship. 
The sot~ enters into that partnership in the 
hope that some day things will improve and 
the property will become valuable. 

To·day there arq hundreds of farmers' 
sons working on the land for the bare 
nec••%itics of life owing to the bet that the 
land some day will go up in value, and that 
increased value will recompense them fol' 
the years they have spent on the land. 

11r. DEACO'i' (Cunningharn): If hon. 
members opposite clearly understood t.he 
conditions on the farm, they would recogmse 
the value of this amendment. There seems 
to be a feeling of hostility on the Government 

1lir. Deacon.] 
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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 
thcv treat their sons as well as they possibly 
can·, as well as other fathers do. It is 
·quite nvident that there is a tendency, which 
is growing stronger every year, for the 
farmer to do awav with labour. and there 
is a possibility under this Bill that the son 
will not be permitted to work on his father's 
farm. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Sugar­
growers would be exempted under this 
amendment. 

l\1r. 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? 
\Ve know very well that the whole farming 
industry has be<'n brought under the Indus­
trial Arbitration Act, and an awai·d may 
b'' made to-morrow, and then all farmers will 
b0 subject to the provisions of this measure. 
There may be a number of sons employed 
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 countrv in the world 
('an thrive and prosper unles~ it encourages 
the growin'l" of food, as everything depends 
on that. It would be far better to accept 
th0 amendment and allow the farming 
jndustry to carry on with the least possible 
1ntcrference. 

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 orde1· raised bv the Minister can be 
sustained. If the" amendment had said 
"Nothing -contained in this section shall 
applv," it would han' b<'en in order; but. 
Rs the Act will be read as one with the 
Industrial Arbitration Act, it would he 
:strtblishing. an entire!y new principle which 
1s not provided for m- the order of leave. 
and therefore the amendment is not in order. 

Cl:Ir. MORGA:'-J (.liurilla): Mr. Pol!ock. I 
mo;;e-

" That :·our 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 i,, no a ward for 
thP agricultural industry under the principal 
Act. this Bill will not apply to agricultural 
industries until an award is made. 

A GOVERN)IE'\T MEMBER : It will affect the 
sugar industry. 

Mr. MORGAN: ThorP are man:; agricul­
tural industries in which no award has henn 
mado-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 principal 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 
;ndustries we can employ what labour we 
like. 

[Jlfr. Deacon. 

The CHAIRMAN : The hen. member is 
not speaking to the point of order he raised. 

l\fr, MORGAN: If the Board of Trade and 
Arbitration decides that no award shall be 
ma-de for the industries mentioned in the 
amendment, then this Bill will not apply to 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! Perhaps t?e 
hon. member might listen for a moment while 
I explain the reason for my ruling. The 
initiation of the Bill in Committ-ee 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 B1ll reads-

" This Act may be cited as the Indus­
trial Arbitration Acts Amendment Act of 
1926 and shall be read as one with the 
Ind~strial Arbitration Acts, 1916 to 1925, 
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 amen~mg the 
principal Act in a particular outside that 
allowed for in the order of leave. The hon. 
mPmber, in stating his point of order, must 
speak to that particular matter. 

Mr. S\VAYNE (Mirani): It is perfect!y 
right to say that the Bill amends the Act m 
a certain particular-that is, in regard _to 
the apprenticeship provisions, and I~ apph-:s 
to an0 calling or industry to whiCh It 1s 
extended by order of the Board of Trade and 
Arbitration. It seems to me perfectly compe­
tent for the Committe-e to exempt any callmg 
or industry from those to be affected by the 
apprenticeship provisions. In any case, ~f 
the amendment is out of order, the responsi­
bilitY rests with the Governm<mt, who 
a!lo,~·ed us no time to prepare our amend­
ment'. 

[11.30 p.m.] 

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): The am~r:dment 
has application only to the defimt10n of 
" employee " and not to the general pnnc1ples 
of the Industrial Arbitration Acts of 1916 to 
1925 as thev may affect the agricultural 
indu'stry. Therefore, Mr. Pollock, your 
ruling is not a sound one. 

Que,tion-That the Chairman's rulin& be 
disagreed to-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYE.':5,22. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. Mr. Maxwell 
Bell 
Brand 
Clayton 
Corser 
Deacon 
Edwards 
Kelso 
Kerr 

, King 
Logan 

Tell Nil.: 

1l1oore 
, Morgan 

Nott 
Roberts 

, Russell, H. M. 
Sizer 

., Swayne 
, Taylor 

Walker 
Warren 

]Ir. Kerr nud :\11. t:k!.l'l'. 
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:>Ir. Barber 
,, Bedford 
, Bertram 
, Bruce 

Carter 
Collins 
Dash 
Dunstan 
Herricks 
Foley 

, Gledson 
, Hanlon 

Ha,nson 
.,, Hynes 

Jones 
, Kirwsn 
.,, La.rcombe 

~OJ<:S, 3±. 
Mr. I.lcwclyn 

, Lloyd 
:McOormack 

, McLaohllln 
Mull an 
O'Keefe 
Payne 
Riordan 
Ryan, C .• T. 
Ryan, R. J. 
Smith 
Stopford 
Weir 
Wellington 
\Vi1son 
Winstanley 

, Wright 
Tellers: Mr. Dash and Mr. 1\'right. 

PAIRS. 

.·iYES. X en:~. 
Mr. Appel )le. Land 

, Barnes, 1\-. H. ,, Hartle~, 

Resolvc,d in the negative. 

Question stated-That clause 2 stand part 
of the Bill. 

Mr. KELSO (Tundah): 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:-

Mr. Barber 
, Bedford 
., Bertram 
., Eruct? 
n Carter 

Collir:.s 
Dash 

.. Dunstan 
., Ferricks 
, Foley 
, Gledson 

HAnlt,n 
llanson 

, llynes 
~Tones 

Kirwan 

An:s, 3-~. 
Mr. Llewelyn 

, Lloyd 
., ~fcCormack 

, ~fcLachlan 

, iYiullau 
, O'Keefe 
, Payne 
, Riordan 
, Hyan, C . . T, 

Ryan, H. J. 
, Smith 
,. Stopford 
, Weir 
, Wellington 
, Wilson 
, Winstanley 
, Wright , I.arco-mbe 

:1 1[ers: :11r. Hanlon an•l :.\!r. Hans(~n. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
, Bell 
, Brand 

Clayton 
., Corser 

Deacon 
, Edwards 
., Kelso 

Kerr 
King 

" Logan 

NoEs, ~2. 

Mr. Jllaxwell 
, Moore 
., Morgan 

Kott 
, Roberts 
, Hussell, ll. M. 
,. Sizer 
,. Swayne 
, Taylor 
, Walker 
,, Warren 

Tellers: }fr. Logan and :.\ir. H. ~I. Russell. 

PAIRS. 
A YJ~~. NO!<~S. 

::\Jr. Land Ylr. Appel 
Hartley ., H:nnes, "\V. H. 

HesolYecl in the affirmative. 

Question-That clause 2, as read, stand part 
of the Bill-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Mr. Barber 
Bedford 
Bertram 
Bruce 

, Carter 
Collins 

.. Conroy 
Dash 
Dnnstan 
Ferricks 

, Foley 
Gledson 
Hanlon 
Hanson 

, Hynes 
Jones 
Kirwan 
Larcombe 

AYES, 3=i. 

Mr· Llcwelyn 
, Lloy<l 
, McCormack 

McLachlan 
Mullan 

, O'Keefe 
, Payne 

Riordan 
, Hyan, C .• r. 
, Hyan, ll. J. 

Smith 
, Stopfortl 

Weir 
, Wellington 

Wilson 
, Winstanley 
, Wright 

Telle-rs: Mr. Lloyd und :\.f.r. Riordan. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
Bell 
Brand 
Clayton 
Corser 
Deacon 
Edwards 
Kelso 
Kerr 

, King 

~OES, 22. 

Mr. Maxwell 
Moo re 

., Morgan 
Nott 

,, Hoberts 
, Hussell, ll. M. 

Sizer 
, Swayne 
,, Taylor 

Walker 
\Varren , J.ogan 

Tellers: :J1r. Cor.ser nnd :\1r. Edwarrts. 

PAIRS. 
A\: K~ • XoEs. 

)lr. Lan~ }fr. Appel 

. ' n~trtle.r 

R~'olved in the affirmatiYe. 
The House resumed. 

lla.r11eR, '~V. Il . 

Th0 CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without 
amendment. 

THIRD READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND 

I~DUSTRY (Hon. D. A. Gledson, Ipswich): 
I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time." 

Mr. S\Y .\ YNE (llfirrmi) : I beg to move 
the following amendment:-

" Omit the word-
(now,' 

and add to the motion the words-
' this day six 1nonths.' " 

The third reading should be postponed pend­
ing the decision of the Board of Trade and 
A1:bitration, which is at present inquiring 
into an application for an award in the 
rural indnstry. 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 
,hort 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 (Jir. Swayne's amendment) stand 

Mr. Swayne.j 
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part of the question-put; and the House 
divided:-

Mr. Barber 
,. Bedford 
" Bruce 

Carter 
Collins 

., Conroy 
Dash 
Dunstan 
Ferricks 
Foley 
Gledson 
Rani on 
Hanson 

.. Rynes 
.Tones 
Kirwan 
Larcombe 
Llewelyn 

\.YES 35. 

M··. Lloyd 
McCormack 
MeLachlan 

, Mullan 
O'Keefe 

,. Payne 
Pollock 
Rio!'dun 
Itnm, 0. J. 

.. Tiyan, H. J. 
, Smith 
.. Stopford 
., \Veir 
, \VeJiing~on 

, \Vilson 
.. vv-instanley 
, Wright 

Tellers: ::\It. Oonroy and 1Ir. D:1sh. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
, Bell 
, Brand 
, Clayton 
, Corser 
, Deacon 
, Edwards 

Kelso 

XoE.", 22. 

Mr. Maxwell 
.. Moore 
,, Morgan 
, Nott 
, Tioberts 
, Hussell, H. M. 
., Sizer 
, Swayne 

.. Kerr , Taylor 
, King Walker 
.. Logan , Warren 

Tellers: .VIr. Brawl and .J.Ir. Chtyton. 

PAnts. 
AYES. Xo.Es. 

Mr. Land )lr. Appel 
, Hartley , Barnes, W. H. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Question-That the Bill be now read a 

third time-put and passed. 

PrBLIC CURATOR ACTS AME:\DME::\T 
BILL. 

SECOND READIXG. 

The AT!'ORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
::.11ullan, Flm:f.ers).: ~s I said previously, the 
obJect .of tins Bill Is to provide machinery 
by whiCh Depllty Public Curakrs 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 
Queensland, but thev would have to be 
located . in Brisbane: Rockhampton, and 
Townsv11le. If we wanted to appoint one 
at :Mackay or Cairns we could not do so. 

::\'Ir. MOORE: Will thev be clerks of pett" 
sessions? " .J 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: No. Where 
deputies are needed the work will be too 
great to. be ~arrie4 .out by the clerks of 
petty sessiOns m additiOn to their own duties. 
In cases where clerks of pettv sessions do anv 
of the work they will be merely agents and 
not deputies of ihc Public Curator. 

[12 p.m.] 
I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time.'' 

Question put and passed. 

[Hon. J. JJhillan. 

COMMITTEE. 

(Jlr. Riordan, Burke, one of the panel of 
1'empo1'ary Chair nun, in the chair.) 

C'lanscs 1 and 2 agreed to. 
The House resumed. 
The TEMPORARY CII.IIR1!A:"r reported the Bill 

'vithout amendment. 

THIRD READIXG . 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
:Wullan, Flinders): I b g to move-

" That the Bill be now read n third 
tin1e." 

Question put and pa,,ed. 

EVANGELICAL LVTHERAN CHURCH 
(TOO\VOOMBA) LAND SALE ACT OF 
1912 AMENDMENT BILL. 

SECOXD READING. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Flindu·B): The object of the pri!'ci­
pal Act was to allow the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church to sell certain land in Too­
woomba and devote the proceeds to church 
purpos·es. 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 dic·d. leaving 
her inter·est in the land to her husband, who 
proceeded to transfer the land into his own 
name to bring it under the Real I·'roperi y 
Act. It was then discovered that the con­
veyance wrongly described the land, and, as 
the convevance 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 "sulx:livision 1 of suburban allotment 19 of 
section 9, instead of " sulx:livision 1 of 
>'uburban allotment Ko. 18 of section 9." It 
was found that nothing could be done to 
remedy the situation without legislaticm. 

1\fr. KTxG: It "·"s not under the Act? 

The .\TTOR:'-JEY-GE;\fERAL: 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. Thu.t really· 
is the object of the Bill. I would lih to 
point out that even in the bad old days with 
Select Committees and the Upper Houm 
Parliament was not infallible. 

Mr. TAYLOR: Is it now? 
Question-That the Bill be now read a 

second time-put and passed. 

COMMITTEE. 

(Jfr. Polloclc, Grcgory, ·in the chair.) 

Clauses 1, 2, and 3, and preamble. a~Tced 
to. 

'I'he House resumed. 
The Chairman reported the Bill without 

an~endn1ent. 

THIRD READING. 

The .\TTORNEY-GEXERAL (Hon. J. 
::i-Iullan, F'lindcrs) : I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time.'' 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at 12.10 a.m. 




