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Appropriation Bill, No. 2.

[ASSEMBLY.] Questions,

WEDNESDAY, 19 OCTOBER, 1932.

Mr. Seeaker (Hon. G. Pollock, Gregory)
took the chair at 10.30 a.m.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Mr. SPEAKER announced the receipt of
messages from His Excellency the Governor,
conveying His Excellency’s assent to the
following Bills:—

Financial Emergency Relief Extension
Bill.

Income (Unemployment Relief) Tax Acts
Amendment Bill;

Abattoirs Agreement Ratification and
Meat Industry Act Amendment Bill.

QUESTIONS.

Rammway FreieHTs oN Ome aND WOOL FROM
MoUuNT IsA AND DATARRA TO TOWNSVILLE.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick) asked the
Minister for Transport—

“1. What is the present rail freight on
ore and other mining output from Mount
Isa to Townsville?

“2 What is the railway freight on
wool from Dajarra to Townsville?”

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Carpentaria), for the MINISTER
FOR TRANSPORT (Hon. J. Dash, Munding-
burra), replied—

“1, The rate on lead bullion from
Mount Isa to Townsville Jetty is 37s. 10d.
per ton.

‘2. The rate on pgreasy wool from
Dajarra to Townsville Jetty is 155s. 4d.
per ton.

““ There is a great difference in the
value of lead bullion and greasy wool,
and, moreover, in the case of the bullion
the traffic is balanced by coal and coke
on the opposite journey of the wagons, in
addition to which mining provides
employment to a greater extent than any
other industry.”

RamLway Factiities oN D4aRLING DowxyNs FOR
Empire TOURISTS.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick) asked the
Premier—

“ In connection with the visit of Empire
tourists, will he do all possible to facili-
tate their movements, so as to arrange
such rail and rail motor transport as
necessary to view the Darling Downs,
and in the iftinerary to include such
branch lines as Killarney, Maryvale, and
Goomburra ?”

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

“The Empire tourists have been
brought to Australia under the agis of
Messrs. Thomas Cook and Son, and the
Brisbane Office of that Tourist Agency
will ke handling the land transport
arrangements while the party is in Bris-
bane. It is understood, however, that
the stay here will be limited to three days,
and Messrs. Thomas Cook and Son are
making arrangements for day trips to
Tambourine, Blackall Range, etc. If,
however, members of the party «lesire
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transport inland during the brief period
available facilities will be afforded either
by rail or by air.”

PAPER.

The following paper was
table:—

Amendment of Regulation No. 315 under
“The Primary Producers’ Organisa-
tion and Marketing Acts, 1926 to
1930.”

laid on the

SUPPLY.
FINANCIAL STATEMENT—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.
{(Mr. Hanson, Buranda, in the chair.)

Question stated—

“That there be granted to His
Majesty, for the service of the year
1932-33, a sum not exceeding £300 to
defray the salary of the Aide-de-Camp
to His Excellency the Governor.”

Mr. MAXWELL (ZToowong) [10.37 a.m.]:
During the course of this debate some remark-
able statements have been made. If T had
been told that a number of men representing
constituencies in a country such as ours had
made such statements. I would hardly have
believed it to be possible. I would have had
to hear them in order to believe that they
had actually been made. Yet such state-
ments as I refer to have been made by hon.
members on the Government side, from the
highest to the lowest; and, this being the
case, we can understand and excuse some of
the comments that were made during the
election campaign through which we have
passed.

Notwithstanding the contradictions of our
Leader, notwithstanding the denials of such
statements that have been made hy other hon.
members on this side, the Premier and his
colleagues persist in their allegations. First
of all, there are their statements on the ques-
tion of unemployment, the reduction of wages,
and similar questions. But, after hearing all
their statements, I do not grudge hon. mem-
bers the power they have secured. I would
rather be on this side as a result of the state-
ments which my Leader made when he went
to the country and following him than I
would be on the other side with hon. mem-
bers opposite.

Mr. G. C. TayLoRr interjected.

Mr. MAXWELL: When the hon. member
gets a little more experience and settles down
to work, he will realise that levity is out of
place when we are discussing matters of a seri-
ous character. I think I shall be able to show
to the satisfaction of some hon. members, at
any rate, and to the country generally, that
hon. members opposite are irresponsible, and
have made statements not in accordance with
facts. It seems to me that the Labour
Government and their supporters never by
any chance admit that any blame attaches
to them. They always blame somebody else
for the difficulties which beset the State.

When the Moore Government were in
power, the Labour Party informed the people
of Queensland that Labour could not do
anything in their interests because they had
not the opportunitly of controlling the des-
tinies of the State. They pointed out that
the Moore Government were ruining the
country by their policy of deflation, and,
to use the expression of the Treasurer, by
their “ poverty competition.”” Unfortunately,
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they were eventually able to gull the people
into believing that they and they alone
would be the saviours of Queensland and of
Australia; but the fact remains that Labour
is unable to govern in a crisis, and can
govern only when it has millions of pounds
of loan money to squander. As Mr. Theo-
dore said on one occasion, Labour could
govern only if they were permitted to
expend loan money at the rate of £5,000,000
per annum. Here, in Queensland, when the
exchequer 1s practically empty, they resort
to the old stock argument of blaming the
previous Government, of blaming other
Governments—in short, of blaming every-
body but themselves. They attribute what
they allege to be the present deplorable
position to the Tory Party, but my experience
of the Labour Party leads me to the firm
conviction that they are the Tories in the
political life of this State. They have done
more to damage the good name of Queensland
and of Australia than any other political
party. My statement is amply confirmed
by the harmful legislation passed by Labour
Governments and by their tragic misstate-
ments to the public. I have to admit that
they have made their bed and that they
will have to lie upon it; but politics have
got to such a low ebb in Australia—-

Mr. G. C. TavLor: You can leave politics
to-morrow.

Mr. MAXWELL : Tt is necessary that some
decent men should remain to watch others
who are indecent. A certain section of the
people are prepared to accept any old bunch
of political carrots or political thistles that
are offered to them.

To illustrate the mentality of some of the
electors, I need only say that I was informed
by one of them that the Labour Party had
promised to secure additional money to be
expended in this State. and that he was going
to give the Labour Party a chance to try
to secure it. With the Labour Party some-
one else is always to blame. The Moore
Government were to blame when they were
in power; but, now thrat the Moore Govern-
ment are not in power, some other excuse
must be found. As an instance, yesterday
we had the Billingsgate address of the Trea-
surer when he endeavoured to deal with the
speeches delivered by the Leader of the
Opposition and some of his colleagues.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Mr. Hanson, I rise to a point of order. Is
the hon. member for Toowong in order in
referring to the speech of the Treasurer as
a Billingsgate address?

The CHAIRMAN : I ask the hon. member
for Toowong to make use of parliamentary
language.

Mr. MAXWELL: Yes, Mr. Hanson.

The TreasurER: He is more to be pitied
than laughed at, Mr. Hanson.

Mr, MAXWELL: Hon. members opposite
are the finest body of excusers and apologists
that one can find, They now claim that the
capitalistic system is wrong, and that all
will be right if they can obtain control of
the capitalistic system or of the financial
institutions,

It would be well that I should draw atten-
tion to the views expressed by the last
Labour Premier, Mr. McCormack, as to
thee causes of our present trouble. One sec-
tion of the Labour Party has one viewpoint,

Mr. Mazwell.]
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another section of the party has another
viewpoint; but Mr. McCormack had a
different viewpoint again. His views do not
coincide with those of some of his colleagues
at present in the Government. A report
published in the ‘‘ Daily Standard” of an
address delivered by Mr. McCormack to
the British Labour Party discloses that he
blamed his own people for his defeat.
According to the ¢ Daily Standard >’ of 10th
September, 1931, he said—

“ What brought about the collapse of
the Labour Government in Queensland
after fourtcen years in office?

‘“ Many members of the Parliamentary
Labour Party who attended a meeting
addressed at Westminster by Mr.
William MecCormack, the former Pre-
mier, must have experienced a rude shock
as he unfolded his reply to the query
that was in all our minds (says the Glas-
gow ‘Forward’) There were many
factors, of which Mr. McCormack has
agreed himself to write in * Forward,” but
perhaps the most striking declaration
was: ‘Our own people did not give us
a fair go.

“ They had had fourteen years in which
to try out their plans, said Mr. McCor-
mack. They had removed the House of
Lords so that they could not blame a
Second Chamber.

““That is one of the great tragedies of

Queensland. It was not Socialism, or
nationalisation that was wrong. We
failed because our own people considered
we, as a Labour Government, were fair
game—that they could go slow. We gave
them good wages, and good conditions
and we expected good service, and we
did not get it. And in one after another
of our industries we were compelled to
close down.
. ““ There was nothing wrong with Social-
ism, but there was something wrong with
our propaganda, and our people had not
that civic spirit which is necessary if we
are to succeed.”

To-day the Government blame the adminis-
tration of the Moore Government for the
position of the State; but a number of their
supporters attribute the present position to
the operation of the so-called capitalistic
system. Mr. McCormack thought otherwise;
he blamed his own supporters. Let us pro-
ceed a little further. Some hon. members
opposite condemn the ramifications of the
financial institutions as a contributory cause
of our economic position, and say that,
before anything can be done to rectify
matters, the State must control those bodies.
The ““ Daily Standard,” in a further report
of Mr. McCormack’s address, said thig—

“ He ventured the opinion that per-
haps they had started at the wrong end
in Queensland, and said: ‘I am con-
vinced that we cannot establish a Social-
wstic State without first getting a grip of
the banking and financial corporations.’ »’

Some hon. members opposite have stated
that the control of these financial institutions
1s necessary befare they can carry out the
fetishes which they are placing before the
people. They had an opportunity of doing
those very things for fourteen years, and,
when they vacated office in 1929, ‘they left a
dreadful trail of disaster behind them. Vet
we have these men standing up in this Cham-

My, Mazwell.
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ber and acclaiming themselves as the only
people who can control the destinies of the
people and deal with the problem of unem-
ployment. They had the opportunity for
fourteen years to do so; they have the
opportunity again. They must ask them-
selves the question: How is it that unem:-
ployment in this State is more rampant
to-day than when we took over the reins of
government in June last? I shall not be so
uncharitable as to say that the Government
are wholly and solely responsible for present
conditions, but they are in a great measure
responsible, and their policy and administra-
tion have accentuated those conditions.

Let me proceed a little further and give
additional opinions by Mr. McCormack, as
contained in the ‘ Courier” of 27th Sep-
tember, 1929—

“¢One of the mistakes Lahour made
was to persuade the Government to do
uneconomic things,” declared Mr, W.
McCormack (ex-Premier of Queensland),
in the course of an address to the Bir-
mingham Chamber of Commerce.”

Then we are told by hon. members opposite
that the whole blame can be attributed to
what they term  previous Tory Govern-
ments.” The Liberal Governments occupying
the Treasury benches prior to 1915 did all the
pioneering work in building up the State. It
13 quite true that in underfaking all this
pioneering work they accumulated a public
debt of £56,000,000 over a period of fifty-five
years, but the State had good returns for
that expenditure. Out of that money many
of our railways were constructed, postal and
telegraphic facilities were established, as well
as lighthouses, defence, educational establish-
ments, and all that social work inseparable in
the building up of the State. During the
fourteen years that Lahour administered the
affairs of this State the public debt increased
from £56,000,000 to £112,000,000, or by 100

per cent. What is there to show for the
expenditure of such a huge amount?
This was the party which, prior to

taking office, declared that it was opposed
to borrowing money, and that its policy was
to live within its means! It only shows how
foolish it is for the electors to trust a party
of men like hon. members opposite. One can
scarcely understand that people should be
so gullible as to accept the statements of hon.
members on the Government side. Let me
put this question: If a navigator were
required to steer a ship down the Brisbane
River, would it be right and proper to
appoint an inexperienced man to do the
job? Certainly not! In the sphere of State
business we might ask a similar question. I
have no wish to be uncharitable, and I
readily admit that there may be one or two
capable men on the Government side; but,
considering the matter by and large, would
any business concern feel disposed to place
any hon. member on the Government side in
charge of that business concern even for a
i};ort time? Again, I answer emphatically,

o!

The Secretary for Public Instruction
attempted to reply to the charge made by
the hon. member for Kennedy, who deplored
the lack of business methods adopted by the
Government in certain directions. The Min-
ister stated quite definitely that government
business could not be carried out on lines
similar to those adopted in private business.
That, in my opinion, is the curse of govern-
ment to-day. If men with business experience
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‘and knowledge had been charged with the
responsibility of conducting the affairs of the
State during the fourteen years that Labour
held the reins of government in Queensland,
the disastrous effects that we are feeling now
would have been avoided. The affairs of the
Government would have been conducted on
business lines—not on the lines of political
largesse.

Statements have been made by Govern-
ment members concerning moneys loaned to
other States by the Moore Government. It is
well to trace the history of such transactions,

which commenced long before the Moore
Governinent took office. In 1926 the then
Treasurer of Queensland, Mr. McCormack,

was appointed as the Queensland representa-
tive to the Loan Council. At the meeting of
the Loan Council which was held on 27th
May of that year a motion was carried to the
effect that States in need of temporary
advances pending the flotation of loans should
endeavour to secure advances from States
Lhaving excess cash, and that the Common-
wealth Treasury should be the clearing house
for information both in regard to excess cash
held by States and the advances required by
other States. Mr. McCormack agreed to that
motion, and, in accordance therewith, he
loaned, on behalf of Queensland, £500, 000 on
four occasions, £400,000 on one occasion, and
£250,000 twice.

Then we are told by hon. members on the
other side that the Moore Government did
wrong in lending that money ; that it should
have been conserved to assist the unemployed,
who wanted it very badly. Let me ask hon.
members: Do they realise the position when
the Moore Government took over the reins

of power? Do they understand that nunem-
ployment was rampant? The *‘Daily
Standard” of 28th September, 1932, had this

2 say in its leading article—

“The unemployment legacy from the
Moore Government has created a formid-
able task for the Minister for Labour and
Industry, Mr. Hynes, but in the short
space of three months he has, with com-
mendable  courage and forethought,
devised a series of schemes which, with
the sympathetic support of the people of
Queensland, should be productive of
excellent results.”

That is on a par with many of the state-
ments that have been made by members of
the Government and their supporters. I want
to know what the Secretary for Labour and
Industry has done. T notice that it is almost
impossible for hon. members to get into the
various rooms at Parliament House owing to
the number of unfortunate men and women
who are in the vestibules and passages trying
to secure interviews with hon. members
associated with the Government for the pur-
pose of trying to obtain employment—employ-
ment that was promised—mot intermittent
work at the basic rate, but continuous em-
ployment. The electors were told that the
money would be forthcoming; but the Leader
of the Opposition pointed out the impos-
sibility of it all, and at the same time
pointed out how delighted we would all be
were it possible to tell these men—not that
they would be drawing only £2 or £3 a
week, but that they would be able to draw
Qomethlncr that would be worth having and
sufficient to keep their families decently.
How far have they gone? We were told
that unemployment only came into existence
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when Mr. Moore and his Government toolk
over control. That is untrue, as T shall prove
as I procced. According to the ¢ Economic

News” of September, 1932, the unemployed
in the following months of this year
totalled—
May 54,136
June 35,151
July 35,823
August 31,450

In fairness let me quote the followmg com-
ment by Mr. Brigden:—
¢ Commencing with May of this year
the figures have been swollen by the
registration of single men who were for-
merly unemployed, and who have been
given inducement to register by the
prospect of relief employment under the
£620,000 winter relief scheme.”

Notwithstanding that fact, the Moore
Government were similarly situated in the
months of May and June in dealing with
the question of single men. Hon. members
opposite told the “electors that they were
going to give the boy—mnot a chance but a
job——and give the father—mnot the basic wage,
but the award rate. They stated that they
were going to give plenty of employment
to those out of work and at the same time
give them award rates of pay.

The Leader of the Opposition and the
ox-Treasurer pointed out the difficulties that
would exist when the promises were made.
The onus of honouring their promises rests
upon hon. members opposite, and they have
three years in which to fulfil them. They
twitted the Leader of the Opposition when
he was in office for not keeping his promises.

I say on this occasion that the statements
whiclk have been made by the * Daily Stan-
dard ”’ are not true, and the statements which
have been made by hon. members opposite
with regard to unemployment are not
correct; and no one knows that better than
they do. If they do not know it, they have
no right to be here; and, if they do know
it, they are only misrepresenting the case
to the people.

The hon. member for Maree dealt during
the debate in a casual sort of way with the
Budget, and, with a wave of the hand,
brushed aside the question of unemployment.
He denied that tlrere were as many unem-
ployed in 1928 as the Opposition stated, and
quoted from ‘¢ Hansard’ for 1928—at least
he said he quoted from ¢ Hansard,” but I
challenge him: to produce the statement from
“ Hansard ”—to the effect that there were
only 11,000 unemployed in 1928. He also
said that in the number quoted by Opposi-
tion members of 116,000 they had included
parsons and others. 1 would strongly recom-
mend the hon, member to make himself con-
welsant with his subject before he makes such
remarks in this Assembly. This is not a
soap-box Assembly; this is not a place where
he can gather a few unfortunate unemployed
people and address them. This is a body of
intelligent men, who are not going to be
bluffed and allow things to be put over
them, and there are no votes that can be
caught from hon. members on this side,
because we know and have had experience
of the position.

The hon. member for Maree also said that,
if the hon. member for Aubigny had gone
south instead of the present Premier, the
workers of Queensland would have been

MHr., Mazwell.)
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reduced to the vicinity of £2 18s. a week.
That was also an untrue statement. It is
the custom amongst gentlemen, at any rate,
to accept another person’s statement.
Throughout the whole of the election cam-
paign the statement was made that there
was going to be a reduction of 10 per cent.
in wages, and that the hon. member for
Aubigny had made that promise at the Loan
Council. Notwithstanding that the hon.
member for Aubigny said the statement was
untrue, hon. mem.bers opposite still persisted
in making it; but the people now know the
position of affairs, and realise who told the
truth. I have here the report of the Pre-
miers’ Conference, and I challenge any hon.
member opposite to show me one sentence
in it indicating that the hon. member for
Aubigny ever said that he would agree to a
reduction in the rate of pay. The Secretary
for Public Lands told us that he was pleased
to notice that, at the conference held in the
South, the hon. member for Aubigny had
refused to accept the instructions that there
should be a 10 per cent. cut in wages; but
he got a bit weak afterwards and accepted
the statement of other Government members.
On the other hand, we have the statements
of thosc who were present at that conference,
and the minutes of the conference, to show
that such a thing did not happen.

We know that experts have been appointed
to do certain things, and in that connection
we had the speech of the hon. member for
Normanby, who talked about an economist,
Professor IKckersley, of the Columbia Uni-
versity, United States of America. After all
the statement ‘which DProfessor IJckersley
made with regard to the capitalistic system
was the opinion of only one man; and, if
hon. members opposite are prepared to accept
the dictum of one man, is it not fair that
they should accept the statements of the
cconomists who were appointed by the
Federal Government when it was led by Mr.
Scullin? They cannot have it both ways.
They have the recommendations of those
economists in the South who were appointed
by a Labour Government and who made
recommendations to the wvarious (overn-
ments of Australia as to what should be
done to meet the position. At that time
a Labour Government was in power in the
Commonwealth, another in South Australia,
and another in Viectoria, and the members
of those Governments accepted the recommen-
dations of the economists, not because they
wished to do so, but because they realised
the seriousness of the situation, and realised
that it was absolutely essential that they
should do what was suggested. If it is
right for the hon. member for Normanby
to accept the advice of one economist, is it
not right to accept the advice of these others?
The fact is that hon. members opposite
wanted a slogan. 1 remember that on one
occasion Mr. Hughes said, “ Get a slogan
and stick to it, be it right or be it wrong !”
So Labour got a slogan in which they said
there would be a reduction of wages by 10
per cent. if the Moore Government were
returned to power.

One hon. member on the other side wished
to know why hon, members on this side,
when on the hustings, did not contradict
their allegation. I did contradict it: and
the fact that the people accepted my ccn-
tradiction as true has been proved by the
fact that, notwithstanding all the devices of
hon, members opposite, T still represent the
people of Toowong,

[(Mr. Mazwell.
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The hon. member for Maree said in the
course of his remarks that, when {.abour

handed over the rews of government, the
number of unemployed in Queensland was
only 11,000. I have here an exiract from
the ¢ Standard” of 23rd March, 1829.
These are not statistics prepared by hon.
members on this side of the Chamber, but
by a Labour Governmeni. ‘The extract
reads—

“ Discussing unemployment vesterday,
the Minister for Labour and Industry
(Mr. D. Gledson) said—

¢ The statistical survey as at 30th

September, 1928, disclosed the follow-

ing: Number employed on 30th Sep-

tember, 1928, 143,433; number regis-
tered at labour agencies as unemployed
on 30th  September, 1923,  7.704

(domestic labour In private homes is

not included).

¢ The statistical survey for the
quarter ended 30th September, 1928,
resulted as hereunder :-—

“ Permanently employed . 121,512
Casually or part-time 69,664
Domestic labour ... 34,835
Unemployed registered at

labour agencies . 7,704
Number unemployed on

account of sickness, ete. ... 46.512
Number assisting, but not

receiving wages . 6,953
Number of employers ... 23,915
Number who work on their

own aceount and who do not

employ labour 65,6877

I wish to stress this point for the special
benefit of the hon. member for Maree. It
was stated by the hon. member opposite
that the 116,000 unemployed included minis-
ters of religion, persons of independent
means, and inmates of charitable and relig-
ous institutions; but the late Secretary for
Labour and Industry said—

“Dependents, ministers of religion,
persons of independent means, inmates
of charitable and religious institutions,.

538,689.”

Those official figures explode the fallacs and
lay bare the ridiculousness of hon. members
opposite in their endeavour to bulldoze, not
only hon. members of this Committee, but
also the people outside. How can such irre-
sponsible members hold a brief for the
Labour Party in face of the definite state-
ment by a man who was an accredited Minis-
ter of the Crown? Let us suppose, for the
sake or argument, that the contention of
hon. members opposite is right—that there
were only 11,000 unemployed when they
vacated office. If their statement is correct,
how does it come about that the Auditor-
General in his report on the public accounts
for the financial year 1928-29 had this com-
ment to make—

“Qutdoor relief—incrzase £61,714 11s.
9d. The increase in this service was
abnormal, and indicates the widespread
distress prevailing during the past year,
the increased expenditure being general
throughout the State. The cost of out-
door relief has increased from £20,832
12s. 9d. in 1924-25 to £110,419 19s. 11d.
in 1928-29; the figures for the past five
years, covering the period subsequent to
the coming into force in 1923 of ‘¢ The
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Unemployed Workers’ Insurance Act of

1922 are as follows:—
£ s d
1924-25 20,832 12 9
1925-26 29,258 5 1
1926-27 46,161 18 0
1927-28 48,705 8 2
1928-29 110,419 19 11”7

Why was the increased amount required for
outdoor relief? I do not wish to take an
undue advantage, and I am quite prepared
to admit that a number would be incapaci-
tated through sickness; but, at the same
time, there were a great number who were
unemployed. How can the hon. member for
Maree justify his statement that there were
only 11,000 unemployed in the face of the
figures for outdoor relief submitted by the
Auditor-General ?

The convincing test is to be found in an
examination of the unemployment insurance
fund. A cursory examination of the position
of this fund 1s sufficient to explode the
fallacy and to skittle the * Aunt Sallies”
raised by hon. members opposite in this
Chamber and during the election campaign.
During the year ended 30th June, 1829—
the year that the Moore Government took
over the reins of office—the expenditure from
this fund was £414,257 5s. 9d. These figures
do not lie. They are taken from the report
of the Auditor-General. What is the good,
therefore, of hon. members opposite trylng
to bulldoze the people by telling them that
unemployment was not in cxistence when
they were in office; that, not only were the
people employed then, but that there was
plenty of work, and a standard of living pre-
vailed which was only interfered with when
the Moore Government introduced what
the Treasurer termed the “ poverty competi-
tion ; a poverty competltlon existed
then, what is there in existence to-day? Men
and women to-day are, metaphorically
speaking, eating their furniture and their
homes. I do not attribute the whole of the
blame for unemployment to Labour; but I
do want hon. members opposite to take their
full share of responsibility, and not misrepre-
sent the position to the people by reiterating
statements which they know are untrue.

I desire to refer hon. members opposite
to the position of unemployment as 1t
existed as far back as 1921. I find that on
25th April, 1921, His Grace Archbishop
Duhig, in laying the foundation stone of an
ecelesiastical bulldlng at Ashgrove, referred
to the unemployment problem exlstmg then.
We all are acquainted with the broadness
of vision of His Grace, and with his intel-
lectual ability. We also know that he is
fully alive to the position, and that, when
he drew attention to it as it existed then,
he knew full well what he was talking about.
The “Daily Mail” in a report of his
remarks stated—

“His Grace said he did not know
where they could place the responsibility
for the number of people unemployed at
present. It might be a wrong thing
for him to say 1it, and perhaps he had
not knowledge enough at hand, but he
believed our social condition had not
been at all improved by the legislation
that had been brought to bear on
Labour in this countly He believed
there were many longing for the ¢ flesh
pots of HEgypt —longing for the old
relationship which existed between men
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and their masters in the time gone by.
He was afraid Labour legislation had
gone too far and that too much was
demanded of the struggling industries
established here. It was not necessary
to know much of the various avenues
of employment to understand that no
industry could pay out more than it
took in; that, in order to carry on an
industry on a sound footing, the wages
paid out must be in accordance with the
amount of profit the industry was mak-
ing. It would be a great mistake to
say that industries could be carried on
without labour, and it would be still a
greater mistake to say that Labour
deserved the lion’s share of profits out
of industry. ... If their arbitration
courts continued to press for more than
an industry could bear—well, then things
must come to a breaking point. They
had already come to a breaking point, for
people told him that many industries
would have been established here and
throughout Queensland were it not for
the precarious state of the labour
market.”

That is the statement of a prelate whom we
all know and respect.

In 1928, when His Grace was opening the
St. Francis Convent, Dornoch terrace, West
End, he again referred to the relationship of
the employee and employer. The ¢ Tele-
graph” of 2nd April, 1928, in reporting his
remarks, said this—

“ Why is there now more unemploy-
ment than formerly, and why is the
worker under these new conditions more
discontented than formerly? He asked,
have we created for him a false para-
dise in which he finds more shadows than
realities, or have we promised him a
millennium which we cannot enable him
to reach? . . . While we have this drefd-
ful epidemic of unemployment the Regis-
trar-General of Queensland (Mr. George
Porter) tells us that we have practically
100,000,000 acres of land unoccupied, of
which nearly 18 000,000 is reserved for
public purposes.’

He goes on to say that one of the solutions
of the problem was the settlement of the
people on the land.

The SecRETARY FOR PTBLIC LANDS
that land he referred to
held by your people.

Mr. MAXWELL: The hon. gentleman will
have an opportunity of displaying his states-
manship. I sincerely hope that he and his
colleagues will solve the problem of unem-
ployment. As  Mr. McCormack once
remarked, I hope the Government will set
the ship of State on an even keel. We know
what put it off the even keel—extravagant
public expenditure and withdrawing from
industry to place in Government loans
money that should have been utilised for the
development of industry.

Let me now guote what Mr. McCormack
said in 1927 when speaking on the floor of
this Chamber—

“Tam at my wits’ end to find any suit-
able work in the metropolitan area to
relieve genuine unemployment.”

I have given statistics showing the condition
of affairs that existed when the Moore Go-
vernment took office. In the face of all these
irrefutable statements, we have an allegedly

Mr. Mazwell.]
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intelligent body of men attempting to gull
the people of Queensland by stating that the
Labour Government are not responsible in
any way for the conditions existing to-day.
We know, too, that the claim has been made
by Labour candidates that ¢ Labour has
always given you a fair deal’”” How does
that claim square with the broken promises
regarding the pensions for widows, childhood
endowment, and no increase in railway fares
and freights? Why, the Labour Government
have done what no other Government 1n
Queensland cver did. They have discrimin-
ated between city and country in the matter
of railway fares and freights.

Mr. Goprrey MoORGAN: They
farmers’ butter once.

Mr. MAXWELL : Yes, they are capable of
doing anything. (Laughter.) Instead of
doing what they promised to do, the Labour
Government have ‘ done the people.” But
the whips of the electors are ready, and they
will be used at the proper time. The elec-
tors do not forget the house to house canvass
conducted during the election campaign by
Labour candidates, who had no hesttation in
telling the housewife whose husband was
unemployed, “ Put me in and youre shot’
to get your husband a job.” Now those hon.
~ members who were shot into power on these
false promises will be shot out of power by
the disillusioned electors.

The following is a report of a meeting of
the Trades and Labour Council which was
held in January, 1928:—

stole the

““ UNWARRANTED, Harsm, axD UNrusT.

“ Government criticised by Trades and
Labour Council.

“Prior to Christmas a deputation
from the Trades and Labour Council
waited upon the Home Secretary, Mr.
J. Stopford, to urge that the policy of

" the Government in witholding rations
from unemployed married men be with-
drawn, and that such unemployed be
granted their share of relief.

“ A report of this deputation was sub-
mitted at the meeting of the Trades and
Labour Council held last Wednesday
evening, and the attitude of the Home
Secretary on this question, as reported by
members of the deputation, was strongly
condemned by delegates. Eventually
the following motion was adopted :—

“That, if no relief be forthcoming
within a fortnight for the unemployed
married men, this council call a special
mass meeting in the Domain of the
unemployed and others interested, and
that the position be explained to them.”

“Mr. R. J. Carroll (A.T8.U.) reported
that the deputation had been unsuc-
cessful in its mission te induce Mr.
Stopford to relax the regulation not to
provide unemployed married men with
rations, the purpose of this being to
compel these unemployed to leave Bris-
bane in search of employment. The
deputation had pointed out the utter
futility of men leaving Brisbane seeking
work at the present time, as work was
just as unprocurable in all other districts
in the State as in Brisbane. Thke argu.
ment of the Home Secretary, said Mr.
Carroll, was that if it was made easy
for these unemployed to get food in
Brisbane they would not go away to look
for work.”

[Mr. Maxwell.
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Who sent them away? The Labour Govern-
ment! Yet they have the impudence to
accuse the Moore Government of doing these
inhuman acts; and the man who started it
was the then Home Secretary, Mr. Stop-
ford ! He told the Trades and ILabour
Council that, if the men did not go away
and look for work but stopped in the cities,
he would not give them any relief.

The TREASURER: According to you, it is
a frightful thing to expect a man to look
for work.

Mr. MAXWELL: We on this side show as
much practical sympathy towards unemployed
as any hon. member on the other side. It is
lamentable to see a fine body of decent men
who cannot get employment, but they were
told by the Leader of the Government and
his satellites that they were going te get
employment right away, and that they were
going to be paid not the basic wage but
award rates. Notwithstanding that the
Leader of the Opposition proved conclusively
the impossibility of it, the Government are
perpetuating a system that no Government
should perpetuate—the encouragement of
unemployment, or employment for three or
four days a week. Men do not want that.
A man wants to know that his income is
assured for fifty-two weeks in the year.

Mr. G. C. Tayror: What did you do?

Mr. MAXWELL: Why did the hon. men:-
ber not get the men in Enoggera the jobs
that he promised them?

Mr. G. C. TavLor: Mr. Hanson, I rise
to a point of order. I never made any
promises in Enoggera to find men work.
(Opposition laughter.)

Mr. MAXWELL: The Trades and Labour
Council condemned the Labour Government
for not playing the game. TFor the benefit
of the hon. member for Kelvin Grove, I
will quote the report of a meeting of the

Trades and Labour Council held on 13th
January, 1928—
“Mr. F. Waters (Postal Workers)

said that the only solution of the posi-
tion was, by consistent agitation tc pub-
lish the facts of the case and thus arouso
the workers to take action. He moved—
‘ That the industrial committee be
called together to consider the advis-
ability of organising the unemployed
with a view to solidifying the working-

class movement.’ ”’
If there was no unemployment in 1928, as
has been stated by the Government and
their supporters, how does it happen that the
Trades and Labour Council were taking the
then Home Secretarvy to task for refusing
to help them? How does it happen that
resolutions were passed that meetings be
held to protest against the inaction of the
Labour Government in connection with the

matter ?

I have some information here in connec-
tion with Mr. Henry Ford’s works in
America. I have here the * Commercial
Transport ” of 28th March, 1932, in which
there is some information that is not very
nice reading. I would rather be able to
say that the unemployed have been taken
off the road and given permanent employ-
ment at a good rate of wages. This is the
quotation :

“ Four unemployed rioters were killed
by police bullets and at least fifty men,
including fifteen policemen, were injured,
many seriously, in a clash between unem-
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ployed and police at the Ford plant in
Dearborn early this month, states a
Detroit message.

““Three thousand unemployed, under
Communist supervision and at their insti-
gation, marched on the main Ford plant
at Dearborn, and stormed the gates.
They were repulsed by police fire.

“This is the most serious employment
labour trouble Mr. Ford has encoun-
tered.

¢ The ostensible object of the marchers
was to present a petition demanding
employment, and they now allege that
they were not given a chance to present
it.”’

I have another quotation from the ** Daily
Standard.” Mr., Ford has been held up
as a model employer—a man who pays the
highest rate of wages and gives conditions
of working that no other employer gives.
This is what is stated in the ¢ Daily Stan-
dard ”” of 8th September last:-—

“ Henry Ford is making widespread
reductions in wages at several of his
plants, says a cable message from Van-
couver.”

They are suffering very seriously over there,
and the man who was held up by unionists,
Labour organisations, and others as a pat-
tern to the world as an employer has had
to submit to the financial difficulties which
exist. I do not believe any employer would
take advantage of the unfortunate position
of his men.
Mr. LLEWELYN : Oh, yes, they do!

Mr. MAXWELL: What does the hon.
member know about it? He has not had
experience. A man who said what he did
with regard to the hon. member for Wyn-
num, the hon. member for Warwick, and
others associated with the wheat industry, is
not entitled to much attention.

I want to deal particularly with the state-
ment made by the hon. member for Enoggera
when referring to the trouble which existed
in North Ireland, in reply to an interjec-
tion made by an hon. member on this side,
that everything was all right. I will show
whether 1t is all right. The hon. member
quoted a statement about the trouble which
existed in one of the most loyal parts of the
British Empire—that is one of the things
about which I can agrce with him—that 1s
Belfast. What has been the cause of that?

Mr. Waters: The same policy you pur-
sued in Queensland.

Mr. MAXWELL: The hon,
not old enough to understand.

Let me draw attention to a cable which
appeared in the “ Daily Standard ”"—

member is

‘ GENERAL STRIKE PROPOSED—BLL¥AST
TROUBLE.

‘“ Trade union leaders are discussing a
general strike which would paralyse
heating, lighting, and transport in the
city.”

Mr. G. C. Tayror: Isn’t Russian money
being used there?

Mr. MAXWELL: No; Belfast never used
Russian money. It is one of the most loyal
parts of the Empire—

“ Belfast, 13th October.

 The situation here has greatly im-
proved, although the curfew continues
to operate, The moderate Labour
leaders are working for peace.”

[19 Ocrorgr.]
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Labour agitators have been trying to stir
up strife there. Then, in the Sunday
‘““Mail” of the 16th instant, we have the
following : —

“Tom Mann, the British Communist
leader, attended Baxter’s funeral, after
which the police detained him and
escorted him to a boat. He was deported
fifteen hours after his arrival.”

Yet hon. members wish to say that condi-
tions here are similar! I say without any
fear of contradiction that the very same
things might have occurred in Queensland if
certain agitators had had their way. e
know very well that they tried to raake thé
unemployed stand out for money instead of
bags of bread and other <things to keeyp
body and soul together.

We know very well that the * Daily
Standard ”’ commented upon the statements
made by «ome of the union leaders that
men who were receiving only 12s. a day
should only give 12s. value for it. We
know what Secnator J. 8. Collings said.
We know what the Treasurer and the Secrc-
tary for Public Lands said in the North.
But the people of Queensland were too
intelligent to accept what they said as true.
They did not listen to the cheap talk of hon.
members opposite, whose only aim was,
not to help the people, but to get political
lkudos for themselves—not ““ My country
first,” but ‘“ My party first!”’

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

Mr. FUNNELL (Brisbane) [11.37 a.m.]:
The Financial Statement presented by the
Treasurer is most thorough and complete.
The hon. genileman must have been working
almost like a machine, carefully compiling
and preparing his Budget from the infor-
mation supplied by the administrative heads
of the various departments, with the result
that to-day we have a statement superior
to any other presented to any Parliament in
Australia.

At 11.38 a.m.,

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich), one of the panel
of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chair-
man in the chair,

Mr. FUNNELL: Much has been said by
hon. members opposite about the financial
position of Queensland, our interest bill, and
our obligations to the overseas
lenders; but not one word has been uttered
about the enormous amount of money which
was lost to Australia and her industries
during the war period by the reckless and
unpatriotic handling of Australia’s pri-
mary products by the Federal Nationalist
Government. Had Australia’s primary pro-
ducts been handled properly, Australian
producers and the Commonwealth as a
nation would have received sufficient, not
only to wipe off our national debt but also
to free Australia of all her obligations when
the war ended. It is a well known fact
that our primary products were exploited
overseas because the Federal Government
entered into an arrangement with the Britich
Government for their disposal, and thereby
a great deal was lost to Australia and her
producers. Tt was a result of the Hughes
Administration, and much could be said
about it by hon. members opposite in the
Interests of the people they are supposed to
represent, if they cared to do so.

Mr. Punnell.]
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It is interesting to contrast the fiaancial
position and the condition of unemployment
when the Moore Government took office in
1929 with the corresponding condition when
Labour assumed office again in June last.
The Moore Government assumed control of
the government of this State under more
favourable circumstances than any other
Government has assumed control in auy
part of the Commonwealth. At that time
approximately £5,000,000 of loan money was
available to them, and the unemployed
totalled a mere 11,000. The hon. member
for Toowong has challenged the figure of
11,000, but it is known that the total number
of registered eligible unemployed in this
State at the time was just on 11,000.

Mr. MaxweLL: Then the ex-Secretary for
Labour and Industry did not know what he
was talking about.

Mr. FUNNELL: The late Government
endeavoured to give effect to their policy
of deflation, with the result that when
Labour assumed control in June last the
deficits of the late Government aggregated
£4,000,000, and the registered eligible unem-
ployed had almost reached 40,000, The
aggregate deficits of the late Government
exceeded the aggregate deficits of all Govern-
ments in Qucensland since Queensland has
had responsible government.

The speeches delivered by hon. members
opposite can be collectively termed as a
frantic defence of their maladministration.
The Labour Government were not respon-
sible for the position which they inherited
on their return to office. Much has been
sald by hon. members opposite of the fact
that the Government intend to increase taxa-
tion; but one would conclude from their
speeches that the present Government were
the only Government to increase taxation.
It is an elementary principle that there can be
no government without taxation; and it is the
policy of the Labour Government to impose
taxation upon those best able to bear it. It
i just as well that I should mention that
during the term of office of the past Govern-
ment, taxation was increased by £2,700,000;
vet they have the audacity to state that the
only Government prone to increase taxation
is a Labour Government. It is worthy of
note that the Jate Government reimposed
the super land tax during the first and
second years of their administration, but
decided during the third year to lift this
mpost in view of the impending election.
Their action was intended absolutely as an
electioneering bribe and to mislead the
primary producers into believing that the
Tory Government were in earnest in endea-
vouring to relieve them of a portion of their
taxation burden. The late Government took
advantage of the super land tax during their
first and sccond session. The Labour Govern-
ment intend to reimpose that tax, because
they recognise why it was not re-enacted in
the last scssion of the late Parliament. In
the present condition of finances, it is only
right that this tax should be reimposed.

The Opposition—particularly hon. members
vepresenting country electorates—have had
much to say in connection with the land
policy of the Government. The Labour
Party are solely responsible for the existing
land laws and land policy. Their policy
from time to time has resulted in the enact-
ment of the finest set of land laws that
have ever existed in the Commonsvealth ;
and they have contributed very largely to

[Mr. Funnell.
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successful land settlement, because they have
had for their aim the assisting of the
primary producer. Had it not been {for
that policy and the assistance afforded pri-
mary production by the appointment of
inspectors and technical advisers, the pro-
gress in primary production existing to-day
would not have taken place. Hon. members
opposite believe that inspectors and experts
appointed under various Acts of Parliament
are merely for the purpose of harassing and
not assisting industry., That is not the case.
Every primary producer knows full well the
splendid advice received from these technical
advisers, which has resulted in much wealth
being gained for the State.

The land policy of the Government has
received a great set-back by the action of
the Federal Government in partially lifting
the embargo on Fijian bananas. The
banana industry provides a splendid avenus
for closer settlement. There is any amount
of land available on the easterly slopes of
this State eminently suited for the indus-
try., There are many districts close to the
Brisbane market where bananas are profit-
ably grown, because of thre ready access to
a central market. The banana industry is
now firmly established from the Clarence
River in New South Wales to the far North
of Quecensland. A prolific crop is received
from its cultivation mm Southern Queensland,
and there is still plenty of room for expan-
sion. The Secretary for Agriculture had in
hand a scheme to settle 100 farmers on
banana plantations in the Nerang district
because that area is eminently suited for the
industry; but the partial lifting of the
embargo by the Federal Government will
probably vitiate the Minister’s plans in that
direction. Banana farmers whose planta-
tions are in full profit believed they were
possessed of a good asset; but to-day they
view their plantations more or less in the
light of a liability. The lifting of the
embargo will not only affect the farmer,
but the labour employed. Banana cul-
tivation gives a considerable amount
of employment, as practically the whole of
the cultivation is done by hand. Bananas
are grown in more or less rugged country,
and it is necessary to do the cultivation
work by tand. The wages paid in the
industry compare more than favourably with
the wages paid in other agricultural indus-
tries. I have the opinion of hundreds of
banana-growers whomy I know personally
that the class of labour engaged in banana-
growing is very suited for the purpose. I
know the banana industry well, and I have
had the pleasure of inspecting some of the
largest banana plantations in the Southern
hemisphere. 1 know from my own knowledge
that the advice and assistance of the techni-
cal experts of the Government have meant
much to the industry. There was a time
when ““ bunchy top” and other diseases
practically decimated the plantations; but
to-day ways and means are adopted of com-
bating the ravages of these diseases.

It is the policy of the present Government
to place at least 1,000 unemployed practical
men on the land. That will permanently
remove from the unemployed ranks men who
will be an asset to the State.

The important timber industry we have in
this State Is seriously affected at the present
time. Much could have been done by the
late Government; but no steps were taken
by the Moore Administration to revive
or in any way help the timber industry.
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Since the present Government have taken
office the Secretary for Public Lands has
made a determined attempt to revive the
timber trade. A represcentative conference
has been held. and evidence has been
received from others interested in the indus-
try but unable to attend the conference.
As the result of that conference Queensland
will probably capture some of the Southern
trade. At the present time the Southern
States are exporting soft and fancy timbers
to New Zealand. If we cannot participate in
that trade, at least we can attempt to secure
a portion of the Southern timber require-
ments; and it is confidently expected that at
least 10 per cent. of the Southern trade will be
captured by the Queensland timber industry.
In this connection the following interesting
statement was made by Mr. C. W. Campbell,
President of the Employers’ Federation of
Queensland, at a meeting of the Timber
Merchants Association :—

“The timber industry was never before
in such a wretched condition, and the
only ray of sunshine to-day was that,
as a result of the present Government’s
action, they were able to get some of the
trade in the Southern States.”

I would go further, and recommend to the
Secretary for Public Lands that co-operative
mills and yards be established in Sydney
and Melbourne, the State sawmills also to
participate in the supplies to be made
available to these mills and yards. If pro-
perly managed and controlled, and with a
continuity of timber supplies maintained
from Queensland, these mills should be suc-
cessful in capturing more than 10 per cent.
of Southern trade. If 10 or 15 per cent. of
the Southern trade could be captured for
Queensland, practically the whole of the
industry in this State would be revived, and
would enjoy fair average prosperity. The
sawmilling industry gives considerable em-
p1ovment both directly and indirectly; and,
if the industry can be revived, nearly half of
those at present unemployed in this State
can be found employment 1n the industry.

It is worthy of note that members of the
Federated Master Builders’ Association are
in conference in this city at the present time;
and, if the master builders of this State
were loyal and patriotic supporters of local
industry, we would not have imported tim-
bers competing on the Queensland market
with timber of equal quality produced in
this State. The master builders have all the
best materials available in this State; and,
if they give preference to Queensland tlm-
bers, they will not only be assisting them-
selves but will give emp]oxment to our own
citizens, and will assist trade and industry.
I mlght say that the master builders in the
Southern States should do likewise.

I also wish to touch upon the statement
made by hon. members opposite in reference
to the position of Mr. Swain and Mr. Dulffy.
I is well known that the measure recently
passed by Parliament constituting the Land
Administration Board antomatically wiped
out the Forestry Board; and I congratulate
the Secretary for Public Lands on appointing
Mr. Grenning in the place of Mr. Swain. A
defence has been put up by several hon.
members opposite on behalf of Mr. Swain
and Mr. Duffy. I cannot see any justification
for such defence in the face of the statement
which has been made in this Chamber in
reference to the forest service sawmills.
That statement shows that the losses incurred
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in connection with those sawmills under the
supervision of Mr. Swain were—

£ s d.
1929-30 loss 3,008 12 2
1930-31 loss 3,131 10 10
1931-32 loss (balance-sheet
not yet audited) 6,876 18 1
Total trading losses ... £13,017 1 1
Add reserve applied
1930-31 for stock valua-
tion adjustment . 3,400 ¢ 0O
Add bad debts written
off against reserves—
1930-31 7,888 17 7
1931-32 6 4 7
Total losses—Three years
ended 30th June, 1932 ... £24,622 3 3

That ]ustlﬁes the appomtment of Mr. Gren-
ning by the Secretary for Public Lands. 1
mention the matter because attacks have been
made 1in this Chamber by members of the
Opposition oy the Secretary for Public Lands
for not retaining Mr, Swain and Mr. Duffy
in preference to Mr. Grenning in the service.
These are the true facts, and the Secretary
for Public Liands is to be complimented on
the investigations he has made into the work-
ing of his department and placing it in a
much better position for the future.

On listening to the speeches of hon. mem-
bers opposite, one would be led to believe
that they are wholly in sympathy with the
unemployed. We find that unemployment
is also very prevalent in other parts of the
Commonwealth. I am inclined to think that
the number of unemployed will be greatly
increased through the vicious vendetta and
unwarranted attacks of the Nationalist Go-

vernment of Australia in regard to our pri-
mary industries. I would like to remind
hon. memhers opposite of the advisability
of making a protest through their organisa-
tions to the Federal Government to stay
their hand from attacking the industrics of
this State. We have had the repudiation by
the Federal Government of the cotton agree-
ment, which meant the breaking down of
the contribution made to the growers; also
the smashing of the protection for the local
growing of tobacco: the repudiation attack
on the sugar agreement, the dumping of
the sugar interests at Ottawa, the un-
sympathetic support that is being given to
the beef cattle industry, and the recent
attack on the banana industry.

The meat trade of Australia, and particu-
larly of Queensland, should be in a much
better position than it is at the present time.
If the British Government is in duty bound
to give us the patriotic support to which
we are justly entitled, we are particularly
entitled to support in regard to the beef
industry. It will be remembered that
during the war period Australia sent every
possible pound of meat to the British
Government for army requirements. At the
present time there is considerably more
British capital invested in Argentina than in
Australia, which is the reason why Aus-
tralia is not obtaining from the Imperial Go-
vernment that support for our meat industry
which we should enjoy. If a revolution took
place in Argentina—which is more than
likely, as several unsuccessful attempts have
been made previously—the whole of the
British capital invested in the republic
would be confiscated. If such a contingency
occurred, the British investor would only

Mr. Funnell.]
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have himself to blame, because there has
been, and is, ample opportunity for him
to invest his capital in Australia or other
British Dominions.

I wish to point out the bad effect of the
wholesale withdrawal of the tariff imposed by
the Scullin Government by the Federal
Government, It is well known that quite
recently a number of millinery manufacturers
have had to close their doors in Sydney and
Melbourne. During the last few years prac-
tically the whole of the millinery trade of the
Commonwealth vas confined to those two
cities. At the present time, through the tariff
being lifted, millinery is again dumped into
Australia, and the only employment given
now is In trimming the hats before they are
retailed.

There are many other industries which are
similarly affected through the withdrawing
of the tariff by the present Federal Govern-
ment. If Opposition members used their
influence with their branch organisations,
I am satisfied that some redrgss could be
secured, and probably the tariff conditions
reimposed, saving our industries from the
onslaughts of the present Federal Govern-
ment. If that is done, considerable relief will
be given to the unemployed of this country,
and it will have the effect of placing not
only the Queensland Government but also
every other State Government in Australia,
in the position of possibly being able to
balance their budgets.

Members of the Opposition have empha-
sised that loan money should be spent wisely
and on reproductive works. I know of no
sounder proposition in this respect than
sewerage. Brisbane is the only large city
in the Commonwealth that does not enjoy
a complete sewerage system. If only from
a health point of view, therc is ample justi-
fication for the completion of the sewerage
system in the city of Brisbane. Much fault
can be found with the present system. We
all admit that mistakes were made, but they
were duc to the engineering and technical
staffs, and not to the men who did the work.
The sewerage system was not started on a
sound financial basis, or it would be in a much

better position to-day. The sum of
£7,000,000 has been spent on mains and
sub-mains which are not taxed to their

capacity; and, until they are taxed to the
full, the system will never be efficient. The
present Government offered to the DBrishane
City Council £50,000 by way of subsidy and
£560,000 as a loan at 5 per cent., which
mceans that the Brisbane City Council could
get £100,000 at 24 per cent. At no period
has such cheap money been offered to any
local authority in tbis or any other State;
but the offer so far has been refused. If it
is not accepted, the Brisbane City Council
will not again get such cheap money to com-
plete its sewcrage system. At least four
sections have been surveyed for reticulation
for « number of ycars, including Kelvin
Grove, Hamilton, and two in South
Brisbane. This work would give employ
ment to many sewerage workers and many
others in the sawmilling, pipe manufactur-
ing, sand and cement, and other industries.
I am satisfied that no sounder proposition
for the expenditure of loan money could
be embarked upon.

It was interesting to hear the hon. member
for Dalby go off in this Chamber last
Friday. He no doubt is Sparkes by name
and sparks by nature, but the only damage
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he did was to himself and his own party.
Speaking in this Chamber on Friday last,
the hon. member said—

“ Wages must come down. I do not
want to mince matters in this regard.
All this claim for shorter hours and
higher wages will have to go by the
board.”

Mr. MaHER: Was that all he said?

Mr. FUNNELL: That
opinion and other opinions expressed by
hon! members opposite fully confirm the
policy pursued by the late Government.
If the basic wage is not sufficiently high to
provide an adequate wage fund to supply
the necessary purchasing power to absorb
the products of the State, then industry must
languish and businesses must fail. Not only
will labour be seriously affected, but the
avenues for the employment of capital will
also be jeopardised. The consumers through-
out the Commonwealth, who are the worker
and his family, are paying a higher price
for butter and other primary products than
is paid by consumers overseas, and they are
prepared to do this in the interests of the
industries receiving protection.

expression  of

Mr. SPARKES: Are you opposed to that
policy ?
Mr. FUNNELL: The consumers of this

country are prepared to assist in the pro-
vision of that benefit, provided the workers
engaged in the industries are permitted to
enjoy a fair and reasonable wage. Some of
the supporters of Labour wonder why the
Labour Party whole-heartedly supports tho
sugar industry in its endeavour to maintain
a reasonable price for sugar—a price that
must be paid m the main by the supporters
of the party. The Labour Party is quite
willing to support this industry because of its
importance to the Statc—amongst other
things, because of the employment it pro-
vides. The Labour Party is prepared to
support the industry so long as the industry
is prepared to treat the workers engaged
therein in a fair and reasonable way by
allowing them to enjoy their fair percentage
of the profits derived by the industry. It
is just as well that the hon. member for
Dalby should be reminded of these facts.
Before I conclude, I desire to refer to the
condemnatory remarks by hon. members
opposite which were directed against the
Government for issuing an Order in Council
to permit the Industrial Court to grant
preference to unionists in this State. The
primary producer has his product to sell
If the primary producers be allowed to enjoy
a protective or preference benefit, sustained
largely by the consumers of this State, the
self-same consumers—the workers—are denied
the right and benefit of preference of employ-
ment! During the last election campaign
Labour stated definitely tlat, if returned to
power, preference to unionists would be
granted again. The Labour Government
were returned to power, and there should be
no complaint now by member: of the Oppo-
sition against the Government carrying their
promise into effect. It is my experience
that preference to unionists results in peace
and harmony in industry. The employers are
also able to secure an advantage by the grant-
ing of this measure of justice to the trade
unionist. If a bricklayer inquires for work
on a job, the employer has the opportunity
of ascertaining whether he is a member of
the bricklayers’ union. The fact that he is
a member of the union is a guarantee to the
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employer that he will receive the service of
a thoroughly qualified artisan. It is neces-
sary for a bricklayver apprentice to produce
his credentials as proof of his apprenticeship
before he is admitted as a member of the
union, Hon. members opposite, particularly
the ex-Secretarv for Labour and Industry,
laugh at such a statement. That hon. mem-
ber knows perfectly well that, if he required
a navvy for construction work, he would not
prefer to engage a clerk. Under the system
of prefelence to unionists an employer
requiring a navvy for building or road work
knows to what organisation he must apply
for his employee, “because only those who
follow that class of work are members of
the organisation; therefore, under preference
to unionists, employers readily secure the
right class of labour.

Mr. S1zEr: The right class of labour can
be obtained without preference being granted
to any organisation.

Mr. FUNNELL: The hon. member has
about as much sympathy for the working
nman or woman as the draught-horse on
our roads.

Hon. members opposite in their remarks
on the Financial Statement have been merely
setting up a defence for their never-to-be-
forgotten three years’ administration. The
Governinent intend to proceed with their
policy and endeavour to place upon the
statute-book the promises made during the
election campaign. Those promises are being
fulfilled one by one; and, when the three-
wvear term of the Government is comcpleted,
it will be found that every promise made
has been carried out.

Mr. C. TAYLOR (Windsor) [12.17 p.m.]:
When the record of the Government becomes
a matter of history and the comparison is
made with the record of the administration
by the late Government, it will be acknow-
ledged by every fairminded and impartial
person that the late Government endeavoured
to do the best in the interests of the whole
of the State, and not of a section. They
came into power at a difficult period and
had to do a lot of unpleasant worl; but the
remarkable thing is that the big thmgn they
did and which count in tho administration of
this State are all being continued and ampli-
fied by the Government,

We all know that we are passing through a
period when it is difficult to make any accu-
rate forccast. After listening to some
speeches delivered by hon. members oppo-
site one would think that the end of the
three-year period of the Government had
come about. We are almost given to under-
stand that the policy of the Government as
contained in the Budget, and the forecast
made by the Treasurer have been realised,
when, as an actual fact, no person can say
whether they will be realised or not. In
my opinion, unless the Government change
their policy in quite a number of directions,
their anticipations will not be realised. 1
would like to see them realised. No person
desires to see this State or any other State
continuing to lose money, because it is
humiliating for any Treasurer to have to
acknowledge continued deficits. Yet all
States are compelled to acknowledge that
they cannot balance their Budgets. There
are three factors operating which will pre-
vent Parliaments or Treasurers bringing
about any improvement in the financial posi-
tion, because they have no control over
themi. The three factors are interest,
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exchange, and railway deficits. Interest,
exchange, and railway deficits are matters

beyond the control of any Government. Of
course, we are hopeful that there may be an
improvement—that, for example, there will
be a reduction in interest and exchange
rates, and that the railways may function in
a much more satisfactory way and thereby
reduce the tremendous burden that they
impose upon the State, We do not know,
however, whether any improvement will be
effected in these directions, and at the same
time we are incrcasing our public debt.

Reference has been made to the sum of
£620,000 which has been made available for
unemployment relief. A number of hon.
members have the idea that we are finding
only half that amount of money; but, in
point of fact, we have to repay the whole
of it, the only advantage to Queensland
bemw the rebate of interest on one-half of
the amount which will be paid by the
Commonwealth Government. That addition
to the public debt will increase the interest
burden, and will add to the Treasurer’s
already difficult position.

The Treasurer is prone to use two words
which are pregnant with meaning. The hon.
gentleman often refers to “ solvent demand,”’
and points out that there is a demand
for the primary products which we are pro-
ducing to excess in Queensland, but that
it is not of a solvent nature in other parts
of the world, Until that solvent demand
is restored—until people have the money
to pay the extra price which we in Queens-
land require in order that we may balance
our accounts—we shall continue in our pre-
sent difficulties. I hope that the solvent
demand will soon be brought about, although
there is very little sign of it at the present
time. In that great industry on which we
have been dependent for so many years—
the wool industry—there will be a reduced
income of £100,000 on the 90,000 bales of
wool which will be offered at the next sale
owing to a drop in price of from 10 per
cent. to 16 per cent. That is a serious posi-
tion, and one that is beyond the control of
any "Treasurer or Government.

A great deal of criticism has been directed
at the Ottawa Conference; but if, after
weeks of negotiation by representatives from
all parts of the British Commonwealth of
Nations, no benefit will accrue to Australia
and other countries concerned, then the out-
look is black. XEmpire delegates have striven
to bring about a more satisfactory condi-
tion of trade. No nation could expect to
partlclpate in that confelence without adopt-
ing the principle of give and take.

Mr. LLEWELYN : In the case of Queensland
it is all sacrifice and no benefit.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: That statement has
yot to be proved. We know, for example,
that we are getting a decided preference
so far as butter is concerned; and dairying
is one of our most thriving primary indus-
trics.

When the Empire Palhamentary Delega-
tion visited Queensland a few years ago,
had a conversation with Mr. Arthur Hender-
son, at one time a prominent member of
the British Labour Government. At that
time considerable attention was being devoted
to the question of British preference to
Queensland and Australian goods. I shall
never forget what he said. He said, “* Mr.
Taylor, what you want to try and get into
your mind is our view of the position. Do

. C. Taylor.]
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you think for one moment that we _would
refuse to grant you preference if it was
not going to affect our relations with other
countries? In Great Britain, as you know,
we have a population of between 40,000,000
and 50,000,000. We_are largely a manu-
facturing country. We manufacture quite
a lot of goods for our own internal consump-
tion. We want to maintain that trade,
and for our surplus manufactures we have
to look to the other countries of the world.
If we do anything at all which is going to
increase our production costs, it will make
the cost of living higher for our own people,
and we are not going to be able to cor’npete
with the other countries of the world.’ He
finished up by saying, “In a word, you
are asking us in Great Britain to maintain
vour standard of hours, wages, and living,
and reduce our own.”

Mr. CosteELro: At the
workers.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: That is the way he
put it, and it is worth our very careful con-
sideration. .

A lot has been said in this Chamber from
time to time about what Great Britam sl}oul_d
do. I am satisfied that Great Britain 1s
doing as much as wc can reasonably expect
at the present time, and has been doing so
for quite a number of years. 3

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Womks: We
give a tremendous preference to the British
people.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: I admit that we do;
and it is only right that we should give
that preference

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WoORKS: Then
we should get some protection.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: We get protection 1n
every way. Hon. members know perfectly
well” that the British Emipire is not com-
posed of white people only. There is the
great Indian Emiire. There is South Africa,
and there are other parts of the world such
as Fiji associated with the Empire. All
theso factors have to be taken into con-
sideration when trying to make trade agree-
ments. Not only have we to take into con-
sideration the black countries, but take a
country like Japan. Yesterday the steamer
«“Tanda Maru " was loading here for Japan
and other castern ports. What did we place
on board that steamer? If the newspaper
reports are correct, we shipped 10,000 bales
of wool, and I think 2,000 tons of flour and
otlter primary products for Japanese ports.
The day has gone by when the British
Empire or any other Empire can continue
to exist, as has often been said in the past,
by simply taking in cach other’s washing.
We are onc of the great nations of the
world, and all our interests and prosperity
are bound up with those of the other great
nations. There was a time when our
domestic affairs did not interest the other
nations of the world, but that is not the
case to-day. The “ White Australia ”’
policy was hardly ever mentioned outside
Australia a few years ago, and it is only
by the protection of Great Britain that we

cost of their

can maintain a White Australia policy. We
have no defence.
The SECRETARY FOR PTUBLIC WoRKS: Whose

fault is that? The Federal Government’s.

Mr, C. TAYLOR: I do not know whose
fault it is; but hon. members know that,
so far as defence is concerned, we have
practically no protection whatever, and we
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have to depend on the British Empire to
maintain the great ideal of a White Aus-
tralia. Hon. members know that there was
a tremendous fall in Income tax returns
last year. Personally I fail to see where
there is any chance of an increased income
tax return. Business is just as bad as ever
it was: but, while I realise that the condi-
tion of affairs in Queensland and Australia
is not at all pleasant, there is no one who
has a greater regard for the State and
claims that the State is absolutely solvent in
every way than I. To overcome our diffi-
culties, we shall have to pursue quite a
different method to that which we have done
for quite a number of years past. We have
to live within our income. We have not
been living within our income in Australia.
We have been paying with borrowed money
the debts which we ought to pav out of
income, and that state of things cannot
continue. Some people may think that the
proposal to borrow another £20,000,000 is
all right, but I think it is all wrong. We
have heard quite a lot about the balance of
trade being in favour of Australia since
certain action was taken by the late Scullin
Administration; but what has happened?
Are we any better off for that favourable
balance of trade?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
£80,000,000 better off.
_ Mr. C. TAYLOR: And we have raised an’
internal loan of nearly £90,000,000. We have
incurred an internal debt amounting to more
than we have saved in regard to the balance
of trade.

The SrCRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

About

it is

better to have the interest pavable in
Australia.
Mr. C. TAYLOR: I am sorry that so

much of our interest has to be paid outside
Australia; however, we have to face the
position as it exists. It is no use bringing
in palliatives which are only going to stavo
off the evil day. We have to do the best we
can to provide for the present and the
future in Australia.

The Treasurer expects to have a deficit of
£1,485,000. A good deal has been said about
the reduction of wages. We all agree that
wages are lower than we like to see them,
but how are we going to alter the position *
It will certainly not be by the action which
the Government propose. We are given to
understand that they are going to introduce
a 44-hour week in the railway service; but
no one will say that that would be a wise
procedure at the present time, as it would
mean a greatly increased expenditure,

I now come to the vexed question of day
labour versus contract. We are told that
contract work is contrary to the policy of the
Labour Party; but the sooner they throw
over that part of their policy the better.
All that we on this side ask, and all that the
people of Queensland want to see, is that,
if work can be done cheaper by day labour
than by contract, let day labour prevail; if
work can be done cheaper by contract than
by day labour, then let the contract system
operate.

The SECRETARY FOR PupLic Worxs: Day
labour can be done more cheaply than con-
traclt work, provided it is honest contract
work.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: All contract work, and
day-labour work for that matter, are super-
vised by very competent and efficient officers
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of the Department of Public Works. They
are in absolute control of the work, and it
is for them to do their job properly. I
believe they do; nevertheless, from evidence
which has been produced in this Chamber
time after time, I believe that day labour
cannot compete with contract, and the reason
is to be found in certain overhead costs
which a Government cannot avoid. When
the Government were running State enter-
prises, and butcher shops were scattered all
over the State, nobody could tell at the end
of the day whether any given shop had made
a profit or not. But a butcher running a
shop in Brisbane or in any other town on his
own account could tell at the end of any day
whether he had made any money or whether
he had lost it. In running & Government
activity of any kind one must have a very
complex and thorough system of bookkeep-
ing and a very expensive system of super-
vision, and I do not see how a Government
running such enterprises can cut down these
overhead costs.

The SgcreTary For PusLic WoRks: They
reduced the price considerably.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: They never cut down
the price. That statement was used when
the State took control of fish. We were told
that we would get cheaper fish. We did not
get fish at all, except swhat we got in tins.

The SecreETaRY For Pusnic Works: I do
not know much about fish.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: I do. We were told
that we would get fish extra cheap and extra
good; but the only fish we got was sardines
or salmon or herrings, in tins, TFresh fish
was never dearer than after the Government
took control. We put up expensive works
at Wynnum which were nothing but a white
elephant, and we lost tens of thousands of
pounds. When Mr. Theodore was at the
Treasury, we were going in for canning; I
pointed out at the time that only three kinds
of fish in the whole world were commercially
canned and sold throughout the world-—her-
rings, salmon, and sardines-—and there must
be a reason for that. Any other fish put into
tins did not count at all. There must be
magnificent fish in the waters of the North
Sea and near America, but evidently they
are not suitable for canning; yet we, in
Queensland, were going to revolutionise
the canning industry.

The SrcrETsRY FOR_PunLIc WORKS:
price of beef was 30 per cent.
than in any other State.

Mr. C. TAYLOR : So it always should be.
Queensland should be the butcher shop of
all the States, Meat should be better and
cheaper here than in any other part of the
Commonwealth.

Another matter I would like to touch
upon when dealing with the cause of our
financial trouble is the cost of our philan-
thropic and social services of Australia. I
may be wrong, but I estimate the cost at
£70,000,000 per annum. Do hon. members
think we can go on at that rate? I am not
finding fault with any social service carried
on by individuals, or churches, or Govern-
ments. The need was felt for these particu-
lar social services, and Governments,
churches, and the people generally rose to
the occasion and provided the money to carry
them on. The Federal Government are com-
pelled to find about £20,000,000 annually to

The
cheaper
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discharge their liability in respect of three
different classes of pension; and, if we were
to caleulate the amount required by all the
Governments for the maintenance of bene-
volent asylums, for State aid to children,
education, ete., it would probably be found
that my estimate of £70,000,000 per annum is
under the mark., We have to raise the
money. How have we been raising that
moncy—simply by borrowing. The whole
of Australia has been living on the dole.

At 12.40 p.m.,

The CrmatRMAX resumed the chair.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
And businesses have made more out of the
dole than anybody else. One has only to
look down Queen street to see the buildings
constructed out of the dole.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: I am very pleased that
the hon. gentleman agrees with ny con-
tention. We have lived upon the dole sup-
plied in the form of loan money by the
people of Great Britain, and now we are
squealing about the interest burden and
talking about the cancellation of war debts;
and in the same breath we claim that we
have the finest country on God’s earth.

The SecrRETARY FoR Pusric Works: They
got hundreds of millions out of us during
the war.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: And we got hundreds
of millions out of them. We have every
reason to be proud of our association with
the British Empire. Great Britain is our
best customer for our primary products.
Where are we to send our butter? To
whom are we to send our surplus sugar, even
though it be at a loss? To whom are we
to send our wheat? A record crop is in
sight. We shall probably have to be con-
tent to accept the lowest price ever received
in the history of this country. A mnegligible
quantity—negligible in comparison with the
total crop—is exported to China, but the
bulk of the balance is sent ta Great Britain.
The same applies to beef.

The SECRETARY FOR PTUBLIC WORKS:
do they take it?
it anywhere else?

Mr. €. TAYLOR: I cannot understand
the hon. gentleman being so foolish as to
make a statement like that. Only to-day
the newspapers inform us that the United
States of America have intimated just how
much that country will lose on its export
of wheat and other products because of the
adoption of the Ottawa agreement. Great
Britain could obtain her wheat supplies
from the United States of America.

Mr. CosteLLo: Why do hon. members
opposite pretend to overlook Russia?

Mr. C. TAYLOR: A section of woolgrowers
and others in Australia are of the opinion
that a scheme should be formulated to pro-
vide for the stabilisation of wool prices:
but I am sure that they have mnot paused
for a moment to visualise the results.
do not always agree with the hon. member
for Enoggera, but I did agree with his
statement the othor day when he stated that
Russia and probably other countries would
become large producers of wool. There are
foreign countries to-day producing wool. If
wool is stabilised at a certain figure in
Australia, it might provide a very profitable
boost and boom to Russia, South Africa,

Myr. O. Taylor.]

Why
Because they cannot get



980 Supply.

and other competitive foreign or inter-
Empire countries. If we do stabilise the
price competition will result.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: They
take our wheat and wool because they are
cheaper than they would have to pay else-
where.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: It is very desirable that
we should ecstablish amity between all
nations, and, if we desire progress, it is
very desirable that harmonious relationship
should be established between Australia and
the component parts of the Empire. If we
are going to be at each other’s throats by
raising tariff barriers and other matters, the
reaction that will follow will be adverse to
our intervests. It is rather a remarkable
thing that on every occasion when the tariff
schedule is increased an incrcase in the cost
of living follows. That should not be. I
believe that we should, as far as possible,
provide for our own requirements, and that
this can be done only by a protective tariff:
but, when we find that the imposition of
customs duties imposes hardship on the
people, we must put on our thinking caps
and get at the root cause.

The Treasurer is leaving shortly to attend
a conference of Premiers in Melbourne. I cer-
tainly hope that his efforts will be success-
ful. There is some suggestion that the con-
ference will consider the flotation of a loan.
If we are going to increase the debts of
Queensland and Australia, we shall be pro-
ceeding along the wrong track, because we
shall set about creating greater difficulties
than we are called upon to deal with at the
present time,

Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon) [12.47 p.m.]:
Quite a lot has becen said on the Budget
during the last couple of weeks. Some of
what has been said has been interesting,
but a great deal has been uninteresting.
Some speeches made by hon. members oppo-
site have not tended to bring about closer
relationship between the Australian States,
or between the Australian States and the
Imperial Government. In fact, scveral
speeches delivered by hon. members opposite,
particularly the speech delivered by the hon.
member for Enoggera, proceeded very closely
along the lines of communism. 1 wonder
whether that hon. member was pleased when

. he read in the newspapers this morning that
Britain had broken off her trade relations
with Russia. It is to be deplored that men
who live in this country and who live under
the protection which it affords can see no
good in its system of government, or any
advantage in having closer relationship with
the Imperial authorities. Even the Secre-
tary for Public Works interjected a few
minutes ago that Britain only purchased
meat, butter, and wool from Australia be-
cause she could not obtain those commodities
from any other country.

The SkcrETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKS: I said
she purchased them from Australia because
she got them cheaper.

Mr, COSTELLO : Tt is to be regretted that
a Minister of the Crown in this State should
give utterance to such an opinion. I do not
question his sincerity.

The SEcrETARY FOR PTBLIC WORKS:
true.

Mr. COSTELLO: We have just witnessed
the completion of trade agreements between
the Dominions and the Imperial authorities.
After all, who arc the Imperial people but
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the workers of Britain? The hon. member
for Windsor was correct in saying that pre-
ference given by Britain with respect to
meat, butter, and other primary products
of Australia 1s for the benefit of our workers
and to the detriment of the British workers.
Hon. members must recollect that, when the
Empire Delegation visited Australia, a
socialist member for the West Riding of
Yorkshire said when we talked about prefer-
ence for our goods that the consumers of
the secondary industries at Bradford were
just as much entitled to cheap meat and
butter as any other worker in any other
couniry, and that they were dependent on
cheap food in order that they might live
in comfortable circumstances. The workers
of England have to work very much harder
and under worse conditions than obtain in
Australia; yet hon. members opposite are
all the time running down the Imperial Go-
vernment because they have attempted to
create a trade for our products. Intra-
Empire trade is not the policy of the Liberal
or Labour Parties of Britain. The Conserva-
tives are the only party that is of any value
to the Dominions in that respect. If a
Labour Government had been in charge of
England when the Ottawa Conference was
held, the producers and workers of Australia
would not benefit to the extent they will in
the future from the agreements there come
to. There is a good sprinkling of Conserva-
tives in the British Cabinet. If that Cabinet
were entirely composed of Labour represen-
tatives there would have been no agreement
such as was arrived at at Ottawa—an agree-
ment which has resulted in preferences to
our butter and wheat.

Some nasty remarks were made in this
Chamber last Thursday evening when the
hon. member for Kelvin Grove was deliver-
ing his speech, supported as he was by the
vouthful and inexperienced hon. member for
South Brisbanc. These hon. members had
some interesting remarks to make about the
Imperial Government, returned soldiers, etc.
I really wondered where the hon. member
for South Brisbane had been when he made
reference to a lot of returned soldiers volun-
teering for serviee to avoid their obligations
to this country. He has not very much
respect for those people.

Mr. Gair: Mr. Hanson, 1 rise to a point
of order. I deny the statement——

Mr. KExNY: You made it.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. GAIR: T observe that, according to the
last issue of ‘ Hansard,” I am reported as
having said that men went to the war to
avoid their obligations.

Mr. Kexny: That is what you said.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. Gamr: If it werc not for the fact
that you would compel me to withdraw,
Mr. Hanson, I would have no hesitation in
calling the hon., member for Cook——

The CHAIRMAN : Order! Will the hon.
member make his point of order?

Mr. Gamr: My point of order is that I
did not make such a statement.

OpposiTioN MEMBERS: Everybody heard
you.
The CHAIRMAN: Oider! In accord-

ance with parliamentary procedure, the hon.

member for Carnarvon must accept the denial

of the hon. member for South Brisbane.
Mr. Kexxy: The party whipped you up.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the
hon., member for Cook to observe my .call
to order. It is most disorderly to make
interjections whilst 1 am speaking.

Mr. COSTRELLO: Statements such as these
cannot be made here and got away with
immediately afterwards. These statements
are made by members of Parliament who are
looked upon as the representatives of the
people. When the hon, member for South
Brisbane says that soldiers volunteered for
active service to avoid their obligations to
this country, I say it does not do credit to
him. I was one of those who heard the hon.
member utter those words.

Mr. GaR: Mr, Hanson, I again rise to a
point of order. I have already denied mak-
ing the statement, and it appears to me
that there is a distinct misunderstanding on
the part of hon. members opposite as to
what I did actually say on that occasion.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I ask the hon.
member for Carnarvon not to repeat the
statement which has been <denied by the
hon. member for South Brisbane.

Mr. COSTELLO: I accept the denial.

The CHAIRMAN : T ask the hon. member
to proceed with his speech.

Mr. COSTELLO: I resent the remarks
of hon. members opposite, including the hon.
member for South Brisbane, that, while
people had been waving the flag with onc
hand, they had robbed Red Cross funds
with the other.

Mr. Garr: Mr. Hanson, I rise to a point
of order. The hon. member for Carnarvon
said that statements had been made by hon.

members on this side of the Chamber,
including the hon, member for South
Brisbane, that, while persons had been

waving the flag with one hand, they had
been robbing the funds of the Red Cross
Society with the other. I deny that I made
any such statement or any statement that
could be construed to mean anything of the
kind.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member for Carnarvon must accept the
denial of the hon. member for South Bris-
bane.

Mr. COSTELLO : I accept the hon. mem-
ber’s denial, but these things should be
checked. They should not be allowed to
p}?ss without some reference being made to
them.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. COSTELLO: They cannot get away
with a thing like that.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. COSTELLO: I accept the hon. mem-
ber’s denial. I am not going to do any-
thing to discredit the proceedings of this
Committee. I shall do evervthing possible
to assist you, Mr. Hanson, in seeing that
the debates are carried on in a becoming
manner and prevent this Chamber becoming
like a Soviet, as some hon. members oppo-
site apparently would like,

The CHAIRMAN : I ask the hon. member
to continue his speech.

Mr. COSTELLO: Some hon. members
opposite may be a little new in this
Chamber, but they should be a little more
cautious in their utterances and in their
abuse towards returned soldiers and the
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patriotic workers of this State. Members
of the A.L.F. enlisted voluntarily for the
protection of the rising generation. We did
not have a system of conscription such as
existed in other countries. We volunteered
for the preservation of our liberties; and it
is very disappointing when we find the
rising generation have no more respect than
was displayed in this Chamber last week
for the work of the A.LLF. and pafriotic
workers in this State. We are part of the
British Empire, and the members of the
A.IF. enlisted to make conditions better
for the workers of this State.

Mr. Fouey: They have been worse since
the war.

Mr. COSTELLO: T think the ‘conditions
have been better in this country as a result
of the services of the A.ILF. The returned
soldiers are still paying the price. Statistics
show that since the Armistice one-third of
the men discharged from the Imperial forces
have passed away. We must realise that
the price was not all paid on the battle-
field. Tt has been paid since, and is still
being paid. Even to-day men who were in
the A LF. are compelled to fight for an
existence in the labour market of Australia.
We know that the returned solidier is not
as efficient a worker as the younger genera-
tion who are living in the lap of luxury as
a result of the efforts of the A.I.F. men;
yet the unions of this country deny these
men preference for a job. That is the policy
that hon. members opposite have been
standing for. They deny preference to
ex-A.I.F. men, who probably are now suffer-
ing from war disability, and are not in a
position to give the same return that they
would have been able to give had they stayed
at home and kept the home fires burning
like some others did. Yet they are denied
preference.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER: Your party
denied it.
My, COSTELLO: OQur party stands for

‘preference for returned soldiers, and not a .

preference that the hon. membér for Kelvin
Grove stands for. That is why I am not
supporting Labour to-day. I could not think
of having any sympathy with people who
embrace the same 1deas as those of some
hon. members who spoke in this Chamber
last week. I am not hostile to the Labour
movement; but I am hostile to those people
who are running the Labour movement in
Queensland and Australia to-day. They are
the curse of the Labour movement in Aus-
tralia, and they are the curse of the Labour
movement in Great Britain. They are the
agitators that the hon. member for Toowong
told us about this morning who have been
creating the disturbance in Belfast.

In his Budget the Treasurer indieates
increased taxation from various sources, and
we must all realise that taxation plays a
very important part in any Budget which is
brought down in view of the depressed con-
ditions of industry. It is rather regrettable
to find that the fresh taxation outlined by
the Treasurer is to be levied on our indus-
tries, on which we are depending to help us
out of our financial difficulties.

The Treasurer proposes to reimpose the

super land tax, and expects to receive
£130,000 from that source. He also antici-
pates an iIncrease iIn income tax, and,

although income tax is a handicap to the
progress of the country, we have to admit

Mr, Costello.]
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that it is the fairest form of taxation. The
additional income tax to be levied on com-
panies, however, will be a handicap on those
companies which are operating to the
advantage of Queensland, and will not be of
any assistance to the State.

_ Another proposal which is going to hit our
industries heavily is the increase of railway
freights and fares to the cxtent of £325,000.

It has been stated by hon. members oppo-
site that no Budget presented by the Trea-
surer of any other State or of the Common-
wealth has been so free from wage reduc-
tion proposals as the Budget which we are now
considering, Hon. members opposite glory in
the fact that there are no further cuts in
wages to be made by the Government. Before
Parliament met, however, the workers’ wages
were attacked to the extent of £500,000 with
respect to uncemployment relief taxation.
Surely that is a reduction in the spending
power of the wage earner?

Mr. GLEDsoN: Not many wage earners get
over £500 a vear.

Mr. COSTELLO: The wage earners have
suffered a 50 per cent. increase of taxation
in this respect, and it has been placed on
the shoulders of many who are unable to
bear it. It was continually stated by hon.
members opposite that the present Govern-
ment place taxation on the shoulders which
are able to carry it. We know that the
people who pay taxation are getting fewer
and fewer in number, because the taxation
has been increasing greatly, while incomes
have been decreasing. It is all very well for
hon. members opposite to say they place
taxation on the shoulders of the men and
the industries that are able to bear it. We
depend on those industries to bring Queens-
land into a satisfactory position. We are
really loading the people with taxation to
such an extent that we shall ultimately have
the people of the country pauperised. There
is nothing in the Budget for the Govern-
ment to be proud of. Perhaps it is the only
Budget the Treasurer could bring down,
seeing that tho promises he and his sup-
porters made at_the election have hamstrung
him. He has had to keep them in mind
when preparing his Financial Statement.
Those promises of the Treasurer and the
candidates who followed him and who have
been returned to support him are the curse
of his Government. He has the assistance of
youths on the Government benches. It is
o?ﬁ their support that he relies to remain in
office.

Mr. W. J. CorLey interjected.

Mr. COSTELLO: I shall deal with the hon.
member in his proper place. Anyway, I
fight with men, not with women. To-day the
Treasurer is hamstrung by the promises he
made and the unfortunate position he finds
himself in in this Parliament because he is
dependent on the support of such persons.
We are, therefore, confronted with a Budget
involving fresh taxation amounting to
£1,250,000. Considering the conditions which
prevail in Queensland, additional taxation
should be the last thing that any Govern-
ment should bring down. It will cause more
unemployment and take from industry the
bit of money it has, or hopes to gef. In
place of that money we are to have a small
loan; and artificial conditions such as those
we lived under for years under previous
Labour Governments are to be revived. Hon.
members on the other side may say, “ Do
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vou not believe in borrowing? ” We do not
disagree with borrowing entirely; but the
results of over-borrowing are one of the
things from which we are now suffering. It
misleads our youth and deceives the
people of the country. They cannot
possibly get the same returns that they
have enjoyed for the last ten or twelve
vears. The facts are that, unless we can go
on lavishly borrowing and squandering the
money we borrow, straitened conditions will
soon return. It is no use at all for hon.
members opposite to tell the people that
they are going to give them better times.
The Government have borrowed £940,000
from the Commonwealth, and are squander-
ing it.
The SecrerarY FOR PusLic Worxs: No.

Mr. COSTELLO : The Secretary for Public
Works is squandering it throughout Bris-
bane on what he calls a revival in the build-
ing trade—an artificial boom. In twelve
months where will that money be? Will it
not mean more taxation to the unfortunate
householder and greater responsibilities? It
is merely being spent in order to make the
worker belicve that times are not so bad.
It is not making the position better by one
shilling ; and surely the Secretary for Public
Works knows it! He must not deceive him-
self. After a lapse of twelve months the
fund will be exhausted, and borrowers will
be called upon to meet their interest and
redemption commitments; and they will then
be worse off than they are to-day.

The SecreTary ror Pusnic Works: The
money is being expended in reproductive
channels.

Mr. COSTELLO: No one can object to
the expenditure of this money in industry;
but it is not being expended in industry.
I am sure that the Treasurer agrees with
me when I state that the only money that
has been wisely expended by this Govern-
ment has been the sum of £190,000 made
available to the people in the country for
fencing, water conservation, and ringbark-
ing. Of the total amount available that
is the only sum that offers any prospect
of being able to provide for the return of
interest and redemption.

The SECRETARY FOR PrsLIc WORKS: What
is the use of constructing a fence before
erecting a house?

Mr. COSTELLO: In the country it is
essential that a fence be erected first so
that the property will not become over-capital-
ised. It is necessary to proceed cautiously,
and to start in a smwall way. What is the
use of constructing a house if it is not
backed with the means of support?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: Would
the selector sleep under the fence in the
meantime ?

Mr. COSTELLO: It is better to sleep
under a fence than to starve in an empty
house. It is a mistake to over-capitalise
any industry; and it is a mistake for any
selector to over-capitalise his holding.

I have taken considerable interest in a
scheme inaugurated by the Moore Govern-
ment to provide funds for rural develop-
ment; but I express my disappointment with
some of the conditions that have been im-
posed. Of course it will be said that the late
Government were responsible for the imposi-
tion of those conditions, They are rather
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irksome. The most irritating restriction is
the condition insisting that labour must be
drawn from specified centres. It is all very
well to malke money available at 3 per cent.,
repayable in fifteen years, and to call it
cheap money; but, when a condition is im-
posed calling upon the borrower to make
use of certain specified labour, the alleged
cheap money is cheap no longer, but is
really dear money. (Capital obtained else-
where at & per cent. free from irksome
restrictions is cheaper in the long run than
Government money at 3 per cent. carrying
unfavourable conditions. There is a Go-
vernment taint about the scheme.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AXD INDUSTRY:
To what conditions do you refer?

Mr., COSTELLO: I refer to the condi-
tion relating to the employment of labour.
The selector is not given a free hand in
the matter. Of course he could evade the
spirit of the arrangement by requesting reli-
able labour to become unerrployed and regis-
ter at a labour bureau so as to be eligible
for employment in the scheme of rural
development. The selector cannot hope to
make a success of his venture when he is
ordered to employ labour indiscriminately
secured from labour bureaux for ringbark-
ing, fencing, or water conservation purposes.
At times he is not able to secure 50
per cent. value for his money. It was
stated this morning by hon. members oppo-
site that no one would think of employing
a clerk when a navvy was wanted; but
where can practical bush workers be engaged
in tha city? It is a pity that these irksome
restrictions have been imposed upon bor-
rowers under the scheme. It would be quite
all right to insist upon the present labour
conditions provided a subsidy were granted
by the Government. I am afraid that in
the future the Government will have to
consider the question of granting a subsidy
if labour restrictions are to be imposed
when money is loaned.

Mr. W. T. KixGg: Where shall we get
money to pay the subsidies?

Mr. COSTELLO: At the present time the
Government are prepared to subsidise local
authorities £1 for £1 for the money expended
by them in providing employment. It 1s
the same thing. If we desire primary
producers to borrow mouney in order to
engage in reproductive work to absorb the
unemployed, then we must deal with them
on the same basis as we have dealt with
local authorities, and subsidise their efforts.
It is all very well to say that they should
borrow money to improve their properties
in order to make them reproductive, but the
day of reckoning must come. In many
instances the selector can only say,  There
is my selection. Take the lot!” rather than
undergo hardships in attempting to repay.

I desire now to deal briefly with the ques-
tion of unemployment.

rOR PUBLIC WORKS: You
from the question of

The SECRETARY
arc getting away
loans to settlers.

Mr. COSTELLO : It is the cursed borrow-
ing policy that has brought about the unem-
ployment existing in Queensland to-day.
Will the Secretary for Public Works deny
that fact?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
tainly,

Cer-
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Mr. COSTELLO: His denial is only a
hali-hearted one. Does the hon. gentleman
advocate a continuation of that borrowing
policy and the setting up of more artificial
conditions, which will only aggravate our
difficulties ?

Unemployment has agitated the minds of
supporters of Labour and the recent tri-
ennial Labour Convention. Some remarks
made by delegates to that convention are
very interesting. The hon. member for
Ipswich, who was Secretary for Labour and
Industry in the previous Labour Adminis-
tration, said—

“He advised convention to maintain
the attitude of giving no official sanc-
tion to rationing proposals. They should
msist on every man being given a full
week’s wages.”’

Such statements are all very well on the
hustings, and probably the electors of
Ipswich said, “ Hear, hear!” to those senti-
ments; but where are the Government
giving the unemployed a full week’s wages
to-day? TIs therec any prospect of the
Government giving them a full week’s wage ?
Thg Treasurcr, speaking at the convention,
said—
. ““When the scheme came before Par-
liament, the Labour Party, after consider-
ing it very fully and completely, decided
to oppose it on the ground that it was
actuarially unsound.”

The hon. gentleman is right there; it is
unsound——

“ If Labour became a Government, its
pohcy' wguld be to have a thorough
investigation and be guided by the
results.”’

He was very correct in that statement also.
The hon. gentleman said that the scheme of
taxation for the relief of unemployment was
unsound. I agree with him to that extent.
I do not believe that we shall relieve unem-
ployment by the imposition of unemployment
relief taxation or floating loans for the
relief of unemployment.

The TrEASURER: Why don’t you give the
facts?

Mr. COSTELLO: I have quoted the
reported utterances of the Treasurer. 1
agree with him that the principle is unsound,
and that he opposed it when the Moore
Government brought it down because its
basis was unsound,

The TREASURER: You are quoting from niy
speech in relation to the railway superannus-
tion scheme.

Mr. COSTELLO: I am quoting the horn.
gentleman’s speech made at the Fabour Con-
vention. It appears to me that in present-
day politics one section of the community
is working to divide to the others. Some hon.
members opposite appear to be working to
bring about a state of socialism or com-
munism, when all will be able to work for a
common master. We are all human, and,
instead of all being workers, I am afraid
that the great majority will be shirkers.
It is only natural to think that men will not
work under conditions where the standard
of rates of payment is similar. That is
one great drawback in the policy of the
Labour Party—that all workers should be
paid on_a flat rate instead of by results.
That policy has driven the efficient workers

Mr. Costello.}
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o! twenty years ago into becoming ineflicient
workers because ability and efficiency are
not recognised. The Labour Party has killed
all incentive in workers to become efficient
or to give of their best.

We find from the September issue of
“ Fconomic News” that unemployment is
still increasing. In Junoc last the number of
unemployed in Queensland was 25,616, while
in June this year the number had increased
to 35,151, That is an increase of 9,635. In
July, 1931, the unemployment ﬁgures wWore
23,294, as compared with 35,823 for July,
1932, or an increase of 12,529. August is one
of the best months of the year so far as
seasonal work is concerned, and we find that
in August, 1931, 22,770 persons were unem-
ployed, and that in the corresponding month
of this year the number had increased to
37,450, or an increasc of 14,680. In the face
of these figures let the Secretary for Public
Works stand up to the-position! I implore
him not to do as the ostrich does—bury his
head in the sand. The unemployed are here,
and expecting the Government to do somo-
thing tangible for them. What is the
good to them of promises which the Labour
Government know cannot be fulfilled? In
the face of the unemployment figures I have
quoted, to tell the people that the conditions
of the State are improving is to delude them,

Unfortunately, local authorities are not
able to participate to the extent they should
in the moneys made available by the Depart-
ment of Labour and Industry unemployment
relief. The conditions under which the money
is made available to local authorities are not
suitable. If the Government made a straight-
out grant to local authorities for approved
work to be done under the supervision of
main roads authorities, genuine unemployed
in the various districts would be employed
and the taxpayers would get value for their
money. At present, in many instances, the
money is being wasted.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
want a loan without interest.

Mr. COSTELLO : I am asking for a direct
grant to local authorities. Since 1929 these
Tocal authorities have participated in moneys
under the unemployment relief scheme. TLocal
authorities are the best and most useful
employers under that scheme, and the Queens-
land Government might, with advantage,
follow the lead of the Federal Government
of a few years ago and make grants to local
authorities for approved worls.

You

The SECRETARY FOR PUuBLic WORKS: We
have done that; yet you are criticising
it,

Mr. COSTELLO: So many vestrictions
have been put on the money that is made
available for local authorities that the posi-
tion is not satisfactory.

One direction in which the Government
have misled the people is in relation to the
claim of the Secretary for Labour and Indus-
try that he is settling 1,000 workers on 1,000
farms. That is altogether misleading, and
as a result of that stajement, a good many
of the unempleyed thought they had a chance
of getting off relief work. Where are the
Government going to get the money to take
1,000 men off relief work and make success-
ful farmers of them? 1T say to the relief
workers, Do not be misled by these wild-
cat statements. The newspapers should know
better than to publish such statements, It is
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impossible to find the money to put 1,000
relief workers on 1,000 farms. We cannot
put inexperienced men on the land without
money. Even the Secretary for Public Lands
has found that out in his short experience in
the department, and his officers will tell him,
that this talk about 1,000 farms for 1,000
unemployed is a wild-cat scheme.

The hon. member for Brisbane said that
he regretted that, owing to the reduction
of the duty on Fl]l bananas, the Secre-
tary for Public Lands was unable to go on
with the Nerang settlement scheme. T think
it is a good thing that he does not go on
with that scheme. We do not want people
to go on the land under starvation conditions
as has been the case in the past. Our long
experience of land settlement in this State
has proved that we must, first of all, give
the selector a living area. We must make
it possible for him to borrow money on his
land. Even the Agricultural Bank will not
advance money if the arca is not sufficient
to give good security. Applications for
advances have repeatedly been turned down
by the Agricultural Bank—and rightly so—
because the area was not sufficient to enable
the selector to make a decent living.

A good deal of capital has been attempted
to be made out of the recent agreement
come to by our representatives at the Ottawa
conference. We all agree that a great hard-
ship has been inflicted on the banana-growers
of this State owing to the reduction in the
duty on Fiji bananas; but the Leader of the
Government should look to his own Govern-
ment before he criticises the Federal Govern-
ment. I would draw his attention to the fact
that he told the wheatgrowers of Queensland
recently that the Government could not offer
them any protection. The Labour Govern-
ment are forcing the wheatgrowers of
Queensland upon the world’s market, and at
the samec time they are condemning the
Commonwealth Government for allowing
Fijian bananas to be imported into Australia
in competition with Queensland bananas. It
is all very well to blame the other fellow.
Why not stand up for our own industries?
When wheat was 2s. 10d. per bushel in the
other States, the Moore Government realised
that the wheatgrowers of Queensland could
not compete with the Southern wheat, and,
through statesmanlike action, the Moore
Government secured for our wheatgrowers
3s. 10d. per bushel. Are our wheatgrowers
going to get 3s. 10d. per bushel this year?
They were told yesterday that the Govern-
ment could not see their way clear to give
them any further protection.

The TrEaSURER: We did not tell them
anything of the kind. Your statement is
deliberately false.

Mr. COSTELLO: The wheatgrowers will
have to accept the Sydney price, plus the
cost of railage to Queensland. That means
that our wheatgrowers will have to compete
with the growers in northern New South
Wales. Although we have interstate free-
trade, the wheatgrowers of Queensland have
enjoyed practically the whole of the Queens-
land market for flour; but now they will
have no protection against Southern wheat.
Why condemn the Federal Government and
then refuse to do something tangible for our
own producers? Surely our wheatgrowers
are worth something to Queensland! When
the wheat industry was faced with difficulties
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in 1929, the Moore Government gave the
Queensland growers preference for their
wheat over the wheatgrowers in the South.
Is it reasonable to condemn the Federal
Government for not protecting our indus-
tries, and then to allow an industry in our
own State to depend on world prices? The
Government assured the wheatgrowers that
protection would be afforded to them, but
1t was not given.

The TREASURER: Somebody has been pull-
ing your leg very badly. I have never
turned down the wheatgrowers.

Mr. COSTELLO: I am glad to hear that
the Government are going to reconsider the
matter, because it has been definitely
announced—and the statement has not been
corrected by the Government—that the Go-
vernment could not see their way clear to
accept the agreements entered into by the
Wheat Board which gave protection to
Queensland wheat as against New South
Wales and Victorian wheat.

We have had a lot of discussion in this
debate with reference to the wool industry.
We all recognise that the wool industry has
carried us along for a good many years;
but now the bottom has been practically
knocked out of it, as the world’s prices
do not give a remunerative return. I
regret that we have to face the industrial
award in the pastoral industry. We
know that industrial awards are very hamper-
ing to industries which are struggling
for cxistence. The continuance of awards
in rural industries will not be to the benefit
of the workers of Queensland or to those
who are unemployed. We know that men
would rather work in the country at rates
lower than the awards give instead of
having to come to the city to seek relief
work or to get rations. Work in the coun-
try at award rates is more or less temporary;
and, when a job is finished, a man has to
leave the place and get work elsewhere, or
else go on the unemployment market until
the pastoral employer can give him another
job. We would have been well advised to
leave the rural industries free from the
imposition of awards for a time to see what
improvement took place.

The wool industry is at present not in the
healthy condition we anticipated it would
be when the Brisbane sales were opened in
September. There has been a fall of 15
per cent. in the prices of our best wool in
the Brisbane market this week. We are
very little better off in regard to price than
we were in 1931-32.

_The following figures represent the quan-
tity and value of our wool sold on the Bris-
bane market in the years specified : —

1931-32. 1930-31.
Bales 446,047 456,987
Value £4,650,589 £5,767,272

If in the year 1931-32 we had enjoyed the
peak year price of 25.69d.~that of 1924-25-—
we would have had a wool cheque of
£15,415,952—in Brisbane and not all over
the Commonwealth. That would have been
equal to an amount of £37 3s. 2d. extra to
every breadwinner of this State. Those
figures are worth consideration when we are
dealing with the problems facing us. Even
if we got 16d. per lb., at which price we
consider we could carry on the industry
profitably if seasons were favourable—we

would be £9,101,216 better off, or £21 18s. 9d.
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per breadwinner of the State. Since we
estimate that the breadwinners in the State
are only 43 per cent. of the population, hon.
members will at once see that a great deal
of extra money would be in circulation.
That means that, if we could get the peak
year price, we would be £10,765,363 better
off, whereas, if we could get even 16d., we
would have an extra £4,450,627 to distribute,
and we would not be coming to the Govern-
ment for relief work., This is one of the
reasons why the Government ought not to
impose extra taxation on the industry. Such
a step is one of the cruelest things for which
a Government could be responsible.

The Government propose to reimpose the
super land tax. Hon. members opposite say
that it is imposed on Queen street property;
but who actually pays the taxation? Do
thre people who own the Queen street pro-
perty pay it out of their reserves? The
answer 13 that they pay it out of the
pockets of the consumers who deal with
them. Hon. members opposite who are so
ready to spring from their seats and abuse
capitalism are the very gentlemen who are
thus imposing fresh taxation on the bread-
winners of the State, and imposing taxation
to add to the privations of the producer in
the country, who cannot pass it on. He has
to get the money out of his industry and
if his industry cannot pay he has to econo-
mise. How does he economise? It means
that something has to go off the place or
somebody has to go on to the unemployed
market. He cannot say to the bank, “1I
want a cheque to pay my land tax.” Surely
thre Treasurer knows he is not helping indus-
try in this way. Is he putting taxation on
the shoulders of those who can best carry
it when he imposes a land tax? Taxation
has been paid by people who produce our
wool, butter, and neat, and that 1s one reason
why we have had a false prosperity. The
Government have been bleeding white the
industries that I am pleading for to-day.
They are telling the workers round Brisbane
that this taxation does not touch them at all,
that it is passed on to those who can carry
it. In the final analysis this impost must be
carried by the workers. The business people
pass on the extra burden to the consumers
1 increased retail prices. The selector can-
not pass on the impost by adding it to the
price of his commodity; so he is compelled
to seek the only other course, and that is
to economise by discharging some of his
employees, who are compelled to fall back
on to the Government for assistance.

Mr. WATERS : Do you believe in low wages?

Mr. COSTELLO: I do believe in railways.
(Laughter.) I am sorry to say that the
railway employees are not now being as well
treated as they were under the late regime.
I propose to deal with the railways, because
it is a pet subject of mine. A late Labour
Treasurer, Mr. McCormack, stated that, if
the railways could be made to pay in Queens-
land, the Government could reduce taxa-
tion by 25 per cent.,, and I agree with his
statement ; but the railways were not made
to pay in this State. The late Government
inaugurated a scheme with a view to placing
the railways on a more satisfactory position
in the interests of both the employees and
the railway users. The late Government,
during their three years of office, placed the
railways on a fairly sound footing. It was
a very difficult task, particularly in view
of the fact that the system was losing

Mr. Costello.]
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£1,500,000 per annum and was over-staffed
by at least 3,000 or $,000. The system had
reached such a pass that the -question was
repeatedly asked: IIow much longer can
this railway system go omn; and how much
longer arc the ratepayers and induStries to
be expected to carry it? The late Secretury
for Railways may not have been popular with
all classes of the community, but he certainly
put up a wonderful fight for the Queensland
railway system. If his successor in office is
prepared to stand by the railways and its
employees to the same extent, the employees
will not be in doubt as to how much longer
the system is to be maintained in Queens-
land.  The railway users were able to enjoy
a saving of £1,200,000 at the hands of the late
Government, and the railway employees,
despite the fact that they might have had to
work a few more hours, were assured of a
good job. The running costs were reduced,
and the late arrival of trains was reduced by
67 per cent. These are figures of which we
might well be proud, Should not the Labour
Government now ask the question: Why
on earth did so many trains run late when
we were in power; and how was 1t possible
for the Moore Government to reduce the
number of late arrivals by 67 per cent.?
I am sure that the hon. member for South
Brisbane, who knows something about the
railway system, could tell us quite a lot if
he felt so inclined. I am sure he could
explain why, under a Labour Government,
the trains were permitted to run to any old
time-table at all. Some of the old pioneers
of the Labour movement have stated that
Labour can never govern, and that Labour’s
place is in opposition.

Mr. Warers : Who were those old pioneers?

Mr. COSTELLO: I hesitate to mention
their names alongside those of some hon.
members opposite who pose as Labour repre-
sentatives. The Government propose to
reinedy the railway position by imposing a
further burden of taxation, amounting to
£325,000, upon the users of the railway
system. Those people who refrained from
taking advantage of the motor system, much
to their own personal inconvenience, and
stood loyally by the railway system in the
interests of the taxpayers of this State, are
now to be burdened with a further sum of
£325,000 per annum. Motor transport has
reaped a wonderful harvest consequent on
the incrcased freights and fares. During the
regime of the ex-Minister for Transport
motor transport had a very lean time. That
form of competition with the railways was
‘o a large extent due to the socialistic policy
of the previous Labour Administration, sup-
ported by the action of the railway employees,
The users of the railways at that time were
compelled to take advantage of the more
reliable systerm of transport. As a result
of the policy of this Government in increas-
ing freights and fares, thousands of pounds
have been lost to the department. In my
opinion, producers and others are quite justi-
fied in obtaining their goods by the cheapest
form of transport. When the department
increased its charges, the users practically
said, ‘‘ If the Railway Department does not
want our business, we will employ some
other means of gefting our commodities to
and from the markets.” It must be remem-
bered that primary producers, especially
phose engaged in the growth of wool or
in the production of butter, must compete
on the world’s markets, and have no fixity
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of price. It was a very short-sighted policy
on the part of the Government to make the
increases they did in the railway charges
at a time when the prices of these products
had fallen. I. is also a short-sighted policy
to make those increased charges applicable
to the country districts only, and not make
the city dweller pay the same increase.

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

Mr. LLEWELYN (Zoowoomba) [2.47
p.m.]: I desire to congratulate the Treasurer
on the Financial Statement he has submitted
to this Assembly. Judging by the speeches
on both sides, it is recognised that the hon.
gentleman has a gigantic task before him,
and that, under the circumstances, he has
manifested vision. I am sure that the
Budget will meet with the approbation of
the public at large. Omne recognises that
the problems besetting our State are of a
kindred nature to the problems besetting
other States and nations. A good deal has
been said as to their effect, but very little
has been said as to their cause. I do not
pretend for one moment to possess even an
elementary knowledge of finance; but the
fact which appeals to me is the tremendous
money influence which is at work somewhere.
It certainly behoves the legislative bodies in
every country to consider the problems in
order to find some means of solving them.

Much has been said of the unemployment
question; and it has been referred to at
length in cimost every speech. Some of the
criticism has not been merited. Some hon.
members opposite claim that the unemploy-
ment position to-day is more aggravated than
when the late Government went out of office.
The ““Fconomic News ”’ has been quoted at
length to substantiate some of the arguments.
I, too, desire to quote from the September
issue of that publication. It shows that in
June last the ratio of unemployment in
Queensland was 32.1 per cent., and that at
the end of August it had decreased to 29.6
per cent. That was only a small improvement,
admittedly, nevertheless it was an improve-
ment. The figures of wage-earners show that
at the end of June the number was 35,151,
but by August the number had increased
to 37,450, all indicating that some progress
is being registered in finding work for our
unemployed. In my own district it is pleas-
ing to note that there are fewer registra-
tions of unemployed. It is also gratifying
to know that the policy of the Government
which I have the honour to support is mani-
festing itself in the employment of men who
only a few weeks ago were out of work.

On the general question of unemployment
there can be no doubt that the policy of the
Moore Government created a tunidity com-
plex in the public mind. A lack of confidence
permeated all sections-of the community.
The private employer was afraid, did not
know what was likely to happen, and felt
that he had no encouragement to expand
his business or even to maintain it at its
existing standard. With the return of the
Labour Government matters are different.
Business people, including those who are not
in accord with our brand of politics, claim
that a vast improvement has taken place,
and that more employment has been given.

The policy of our opponents entirely dis-
regarded the industrial conditions which
Labour has always prized. That intensified
the unemployment problem. I know beyond
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any doubt that in some Toowoomba stores
employees were working after hours without
being paid overtime. As a matter of fact,
there was a tacit understanding with the
industrial inspector to wink his eye at that.
Such conduct condemned the policy of the
Moore Government in the eyes of every
wage-earner of the State.

Other factors have intensified the difficul-
ties of Queensland. A good deal has been
said concerning the policy of the Common-
wealth Government in regard to our primary
industries. That Government first com-
menced its attack on cotton; it followed that
up by interfering with the tobacco industry;
and then, as a result of the sugar negotiation,
affected  Queensland  disastrously. The
reduced income of £1,300,000 to the sugar
industry will be reflected in a loss of
£100,000 in the income of the Government.
The Commonwealth  Government  also
harassed Queensland in regard to peanuts.
Moreover, we must not forget the attitude
of the Federal butter experts in regard to
Queensland butter. It was stated that
Queensland butter suffered from wood taint.
I do not say that the butter was right or
that the timber would taint the butter. The
point I wish to make is that, when the
experts of the Department of Agriculture
asked permission to inspect that butter and
timber, it was refused. I submit that it was
a reasonable request, having regard to the
fact that our butter export is of tremendous
value to the State and to those who get a
living from that industry.

Then we are told that the Canadian prefer-
ence to Queensland pineapples has been
taken away. Why is it that Queensland
industries have been singled out for this
treatment? South Australia, Tasmania, and
other Australian States may receive some
benefit as a result of the Ottawa Conference,
but Queensland industries have been singled
out for attack. That being so, one is
warranted in asking what is the reason for
it. Is it Dbecause General Glasgow was
defeated at the last Federal elections? We
can only make that deduction when we
remember the harsh things that have been
done since to Queensland industries. If
hon. members opposite representing farm-
ing centres did their duty, they would get
up in this Chamber and condemn the Com-
monwealth Government for their attacks on
Queensland primary industries.

I am convinced that the action of the
Commonwealth Government is only on a par
with their attitude in regard to old-age
pensions. An old-age pensioner at the pre-
sent time is practically compelled to pawn
his home to the Federal Government so
that, when he passes out, the home will
belong to the Government.

An Orposition Memeer: The previous
Federal Labour Government agreed to a
reduction in pensions.

Mr. LLEWELYN: Mr. Scullin and Mr.
Theodore went to conference after confer-
ence in regard to this question, but each
conference was abortive. It will be remem-
bered that the bankers practically put a
pistol to Mr. Scullin’s head, and said, *If
you do not agree to a reduction in pen-
sions, we will not agree to a reduction in
interest.”

Mr. BranD: That is quite different from
what Mr. Scullin said.
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Mr. LLEWELYN: I do not care. what
Mr. Scullin said. I make that statement

here. It is obvious that Mr. Scullin was
told, “ If you do not agree to a reduction
in pensions, we will not consider a reduc-
tion of interest.”” The circumstances were
such that Mr. Scullin had to capitulate;
hence the agreement at the Premiers’ Con-
ference. I would stress the fact that the
Labour policy with regard to tariffs and
the protection of Queensland industries is
going to have a very bad effect on this
State. We are losing to a great extent
the benefit of the Labour policy, which
assisted us to build up our industries, and
the position in regard to unemployment is
being accentuated. So long as the Federal
Administration proceed on the lines they
are adopting, more unemployment is going
to be created. The favourable trade balance
is gradually diminishing, and that is a
further proof in support of my statements.

A. great deal has been said with regard to
taxation. I make bold to say that there
was no avenue of taxation which was not
increased by the Moore Government. I am
not quite sure of +the figures, but I think the
aggregate increase must have been between
£1,500,000 and £2,000,000 more than the
taxation imposed when the Labour Party
left office in 1929.

Mr. CosteELLO : In what way?

Mr. LLEWELYN: I am not prepared to
specify that at the moment, but the hon.
member can get the information from the
Budget.

Hoa. W. H. BarNes: Why didn’t you find
out before you delivered your speech?

Mr. LLEWELYN: I make the definite
statement that the tuxation of the late Govern-
ment was £1,500,000 more than when the
Labour Government left office.

Not satisfied with that, the Moore Govern-
ment had the impudence to lend to other
States the loan moneys which were available
to them when they came into office. They
claimed that there was some merit in that
action; but it put hundreds of men out of
work in Queensland, thus accentuating the
troubles with which we were then faced.
Furthermore, by decreasing the money avail-
able for farmers through the Agricultural
Bank they restricted agricultural develop-
ment in the State.

There has been a great deal said with
regard to the wheat industry. I do not
propose to say very much about the ques-
tion; but I say that every word I used when
speaking on the Address in Reply I believe
to be true, The hon. member for Warwick
was hurt about my statement. I did not
mention his name in that debate; but, if
the cap does not fit him, why does he wear
it? It goes without saying that there must
have been something seriously wrong when
an auditor’s investigation showed that there
was nearly £7,000 short in the adjustment
on the stock on hand when the Sugar Acqui-
sition Act was put into force. Hon. mem-
bers opposite may accuse me of using this
Chamber as a coward’s castle in which to
make a statement that I would not make
outside; but it is my duty, as a representa-
tive of the people, to draw attention to
matters which are vital to the State.

Mr. CosterLo: Why not have an inquiry?

Mr. LLEWELYN: I would be prepared
to have an inquiry, and, if any statement I

Mr. Lleweliyn.]
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made was not substantiated, I would be will-
ing to resign my seat. I have a high regard
for the honour and integrity of the hon.
member for Carnarvon; but the trouble
with some hon. members opposite who claim
to represcut the farmers is that they are
sometimes prepared to farm the farmers.
Is it not a peculiar feature of the agreement
that it was not drawn up by the Wheat
Board’s solicitors, but by a Brisbane solicitor,
who consulted the Crown Law Department ?

Hon., W. H. Barnes: Why did you block
an inquiry?
. Mr. LLEWELYN: I did not block an
inquiry. If there is any sincerity in the
move for an inquiry by a select commit-
tee

Mr. G. P. Barxps: It was your own legal
man.

Mr. LLEWELYN: Is it not peculiar that
the board’s solicitors were not consulted?
Something requires explanation there.

. Mr. G. P. Barnes: You are mistaken
in that,

Mr. LLEWELYN: If T am wrong, I shall
be the first to admit it, and withdraw the
statenient. I recognise that the world’s
price for wheat is going to be very low;
and I consider it to be tlve duty of the
Government to protect the consumer, having
regard to the difficulties that the growers
have to face—many of them greater than we
can possibly realise. The present agreement
made possible such a tremendous valke-off
between what the growers should get and
what the consumer should pay that there is
something wrong. I believe that, when a
new agreement is made, the Government will
have due regard to the interests of the
consurr.er, consistent with those of the grower,
and will sce that the miller gets a reasonable
return for his capital, but does not exploit
either the grower or the consumer. I
believe that, in the hands of the present
Secretary for Agriculture and the Treasurer,
an agreement will be made that will prove
satisfactory to all parties.

Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert) [3.8 p.m.]: The
Financial Statement we are discussing is
a most Important one, viewed from the
aspect of the general welfare of the whole
community. It is our responsibility as memn:-
bers of Parliament to look after the interests
of the whole community, and not one section
of it, although the contrary is sometimes
asserted. Indeed, it is somewhat humiliating
at times to hear hon. members say that they
represent one section, because, when all is
sald and done, the welfare of the whole
community is bound up with our financial
position. I do not intend to go back four-
teen years and say that the Labour Party
borrowed extravagantly and that sort of
thing. Our job here is to analyse the posi-
tion as we find it, profit by past experience,
benefit by failures that have been made, and
endeavour to find a way out of our difficul-
ties. It seems to me that Financial State-
ments are submitted for this purpose; and
it is from that point of view that I pro-
pose to raise a few points on this occasion.

To my way of thinking, the position is
very serious. I do not propose to blame
anybody; but a serious co-ordinated effort
should be made by Parliament to explain
clearly to the people just what situation the
country is in and just what sacrifices are
necessary to restore financial stability.
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It is necessary that we should have a clear
knowledge of our aggregate commitments.
I take it that we wish to be honest and to
pay our way; but, if we wish to honour our
obligations, we must ascertain our commit-
ments, the amount of our revenue, and the
rate of expenditure. We should study these
three important items with a view to arriv-
ing at a favourable balance; but, if we
rannot provide for financial harmony in these
chree financial items, we cannot balance the
Budget; and, if we cannot balance the
Budget, we cannot pay our way; and, if we
cannot pay our way, we must either increase
our borrowings or impose further taxation.
Both have the same result. Increased bor-
rowing means additional taxation upon the
community ; and additional taxation accentu-
ates the unhappy result that we all like to
avoid. I refer to unemployment. It must
be recognised that every unemployed person
in Queensland to-day 1s a liability to the
State; whereas, every person who is employed
and every person who is previding income
is an asset to the State. We could achieve
much better results in this Chamber if we
concentrated upon those viewpoints instead
of indulging in volitical propaganda.

We must have proper regard to our com-
mitments, to our revenue, and our expendi-
ture if we are to alleviate the position. We
must seriously consider just what taxation
the people can afford to pay, and what
people are able to pay it. The Government,
in their wisdom, and after careful considera-
tion, have decided that taxation must be
increased. Perhaps it is necessary, but it
is a great pity that it should be so. The
increased taxation appears to me to be ren-
dered necessary by the enormous burden of
taxation imposed up to date. The burden
has reached such dimensions that it is
impossible for industry to observe labour
conditions and operate upon a competitive

basis. The Government propose to obtain
additional revenue in the following way:—
£
Reimposition of super land tax 130,000
Increased income taxation 270,000
Increased railway charges 325,000
Transfer from main roads fund 250,000
Increase in unemployment relief
tax ... 486,000
£1,461,000

Some hon. members opposite have suggested
that the Government are justified in reim-
posing the super land tax merely because the
late Government declined to reimpose it just
prior to the election. That is a silly thing
to say. When this party went to the country
in 1929, we stated that the super land tax
would not be reimposed if we were returned
to power. We kept it on for two years.

The TREASURER: You reimposed it in two
different years.

Mr. PLUNKETT: The financial position
was such that it was impossible to carry on
without this additional revenue at the time.
However, we did not reimpose it during our
third year of office, but, unfortunately, the
present Government intend to reimpose it
this year.

Let me analyse the various taxation pro-
posals of the Government. Take the super
land tax. We find already that the people
who are assessed with land tax cannot pay
it. That is proved by the fact that a large
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number of applications has been made to
the Commissioner of Taxes for extension to
pay the tax or for permission to pay it
piecemeal. The only remedy the Govern-
ment have to offer for such a condition of
affairs is to increase the burdens of those
people by reimposing the super land tax.
1t 1s conceivable that these people cannot
pay this extra load of taxation if they must
obtain relief from the department to pay
the present tax. Even if they get an exten-
sion of time to pay the tax already accrued,
they will be unable to carry the extra load
of taxation. If a person applies for an exten-
sion of time to pay taxation, it is a natural
assumption that its incidenc» is too heavy
for his income. The whole principle of taxa-
tion is wrong. The Commissioner of Taxes
has informed wus in his annual report that
thousands of pounds are outstanding already
for land tax. What is the use, therefore, of
this fresh imposition?

The position in régard to income tax 1is
somewhat similar. We know from the
figures supplied by the Commissioner of
Taxes that taxable Incomes in Queensland
decreased by £1,408,223 between 1927-28 and
1931-32. We also know that a large amount
of taxation is outstanding because the tax-
payer has not the wherewithal to pay.
According to the policy of the Government,
the way to remedy that state of affairs is
to increase taxation. The policy of the Go-
vernment in regard to income tax is some-
what similar to their policy in regard to land
tax. They are simply imposing further com-
mitments on that section of the community
who cannot meet their present commitments.
Taxation is becoming so great that industry
is being crippled. It is destroying the initia-
tive and industry of the people. That is
the logical result of excessive taxation. It
is time that some relief should be given if
we desire rehabilitation to take place in this
State.

Let me now take the Railway Department.
The quarterly statement issued by the Trea-
surer shows that for the first three months
of the financial year the revenue of the Rail-
way Department has dropped by £134,000.
We all know that the railway revenue is
decreasing every quarter. That is to say,
each quarter the position of the railways 1s
becomning worse. How do the Government
attempt to remedy that position? By in-
creasing freights and fares. If the revenue
is decreasing under past rates and con-
ditions, and if the competition from motor
services is increasing, how do the Govern-
ment believe they can recapture the trade for
the railways by increasing freights and fares?
They will simply drive more business from
them. When we come to realise that, in the
face of decreasing revenue, the Government
hope to retrieve the position by further finan-
cial imposts, it makes us realise all the more
that we cannot carry on. Taxation has
reached breaking point, and if the Govern-
ment attempt to increase it, a financial crash
ag{i disaster involving everybody is Inevit-
able.

A careful study of the figures can only
lead to one conclusion—that we are heading
for financial disaster. We are told that
we should not say such things because it
will affect our State. No one wants to talk
in that strain merely for the pleasure of
doing so; but I take it that it is our duty
to try to realise and to make others realise
that we cannot carry on for all time under
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conditions which involve increasing the
taxation burden on people who cannot afford
to pay. We know perfectly well that revenue
from land and income tax and railway fares
and freights has depreciated; yet the
Government Increase taxation and raise
fares and freights in order to overcome the
position. Surely that is a most extraordinary
way of treating the position !

The Treasurer anticipates the withdrawal
of £250,000 from the main roads fund.
That is wrong. That fund was created as
the result of special legislation, and specific
taxation was 1mposed upon the owners of
motor vehicles and the owners of land in the
vicinity of main roads to raise certain funds.
Immediately the Government take a por-
tion of the fund and place it to the credit
of consolidated revenue it is imposing
another burden on the people in the country.
In the case of lands adjacent to main roads
local authorities have penalised the land-
holders. ‘The money so raised has been paid
into a particular fund; but, if that fund or
any portion of 1t is to be utilised for
general revenue purposes, instcad of the
money being spent in the country, it will
be expended in the cities. I take exception
to that, because, where taxation is levied for
the specific purpose of building roads
throughout Queensland, the money should
be so utilised. The action of the Govern-
ment in this respect is in no way different
from that of the father who utilises the
contents of his child’s money-box to buy
beer. Moreover, a regrettable precedent is
being created. There is no assurance that
next year and. the year after the whole of
the main roads fund will not go to con-
solidated revenue. I object strongly to the
action of the Government in this regard.

The unemployment relief tax has been
increased to the extent of £480,000, which
can only mean that we have more unemployed
to cater for. Following the matter to its
logical conclusion, one need only go on
taxing the people to reach the point when
nobody will be working. People are experi-
encing the utmost difficulty in paying the
existing taxation; and to impose increased
taxation will not improve the position. It
the Government were expending the money
to abolish unemployment, it would be
different; but the fact is that the Govern-
ment are imposing conditions under which
employment cannot be maintained. Tt is
not sound to pay relief workers the basic
rate of wage. Such action has resulted in
hundreds of men leaving the country districts,
where they were getting £1 or £1 5s. per
week and keep and doing some work for the
good of the country, to come to the citles
in search of something that cannot be found.
Instead of having the effect everyone wonld
wish, the increase in the relief tax has
accentuated the unemployment problem.

It is stated that there can be no objection
to taxation so long as it is imposed on those
best able to pay it. That is all wrong,
because you do not know that they can afford
to pay the tax. The Government do not care.
They tax anybody and everybody that they
can get something out of ; and then members
supporting them come here and say, “ We
tax those people who can best afford to pay.”
I say the people cannot afford to pay. We
are not game to tell the people the true
position of Queensland, We are afraid to
tell them because the sacrifice they will have
to make will be too great. We do not tell

Mr. Plunkett.]
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them because we think they will vote against
us at the next election if we tell the truth.
The position is a more serious one than a
question of votes. It is more serious than a
question of whether the Nationalists or the
Labour Party shall rule. If this country
is to be saved from financial disaster, then
the whole of the people will have to accept
the responsibility of trying to right the posi-
tion; and it cannot be righted by making
promises that may or may not be made in
good faith during an election. After an elec-
tion the Government say, ‘“ We made these
promises, and must carry them out.” Why
penalise the people to such an extent that
they will be forced out of existence? To-day
every Government in Australia, every local
authority in Queensland, and every public
body, is financially embarrassed, and the
Government are forced to pass legislation to
protect the woolgrowers, meatgrowers, and
the dairy people. Still we are carrying on
as though we had any amount of money.
The position is so serious that it looks as
though we cannot escape borrowing; but,
if we do borrow, someone has to pay in the
end. It means that the people will have to
pay more taxation, when they cannot afford
to pay the present taxes.

It is a pity that we do not tell the people
the truth, and not what they want to be told.
They want to be told how many days’ work
they are going to get, and what wage they
are going to get; and it pleases politicians
to tell them somecthing that is not correct;
but the time is coming when we must tell
them the truth. We should tell the people
that the financial position does not warrant
the Government going on in the way they
are going.

I have heard interjections from hon. mmem-
bers opposite, ¢ You believe in low wages.”
It is not a question of low wages. It is a
question of whether we are going to get any
wage at all; and each day the number of
those who are getting no wages is increasing.
We are getting to the position when there
will be no work at all. We should not forget
the old adage, ‘“ Half a loaf is better than no
bread.”

The following information from the report
of the Commissioner of Taxes will indicate
where we are headed for:—In 1928-29 the
number of people who paid tax on over
£1,000 was 1,825. In 1930-31-two years
later—the number had decreased to 779. This
year the number may be only half that, and
in a few years there will be no one paying
tax on more than £1,000. Cannot we realise
the position we are facing? Nobody has
suggested any remedy except to borrow. If
a local authority got into the position which
the ‘Government are facing, it would be told
that its members did not know their job;
but it seems to me that, once you get into
Parliament, it does not matter how much
the drift is, you must not tell the people
the truth, I have heard hon. members oppo-
site say that the job of financing Queensland
was their job, and they would accept the
responsibility. I do not agree with them.
It is our job on this side as well as the job
of hon. members on that side to see that
the finances are kept on an even keel and
that conditions are made better for the people
of Queensland. We have different ideas as
to how to bring about an improvement. I
say that taxation is killing industry, and
it is industry which gives employment and
pays wages. If we kill industry, we are
killing Queensland.
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It is just as well to consider what is
likely to happen in view of what has occurred
in connection with the Toowoomba IWoundry
Company. The more unequal we make the
conditions with regard to competition between
our manufacturers and those in the South,
and impose a handicap on Queenslanders,
the more orders will go to other States, and
there will be less money to spend here. and
consequently less employment will be given.

It kras been said by hon. members oppo-
site that no one on this side has suggested
a remedy; but I would suggest what I
think would be of advantage to Queensland
under the present circumstances. It is
primary production on which we depend for
our prosperity; it is production, exchange,
and consumption of goods which create work.
We shall have to increase production to
remedy our depressed conditions. I was
pleased to hear the Treasurer say a little
while ago that the Government were going
to fix up the wheat question. The wheat
growers are an important factor in Queens-
land, and we should not allow them to be
humiliated financially after they have had
bad times and a good season is now in front
of them. It is the duty of the Government
to1 help these people, who cannot help them-
selves.

As T said before, our remedy lies in pro-
duction. I have heard hon. members oppo-
site say that we should put people on the
land; but I would point out that in many
cases when we put people on the land they
will remain there only so long as the Go-
vernment helps them. We are not going to
solve our problems by increased production
of what we already have too much of; it
must be done by the production of commodi-
ties we are In meed of and that can be
exported at payable prices.

At 3.32 p.m.,

Mr. W. T. KiNe (Maree), one of the panel
of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chair-
man in the chair.

Mr. PLUNKETT : That brings me to the
dairying industry, which exports guch a
large quantity of butter. I felt very proud
to see in the papers the other day a report
of the Empire Show held in London recently.
The whole of the States of Australia and
New Zealand sent exhibits to the show. We
often hear what a great dairying country
New Zealand is, and that is true; but I
want to draw attention to the fact that at
this Empire Show the first six prizes for
salted butter were awarded to Queensland,
despite the fact that there were fifty-four
entrants. That demonstrates that Queensland
can produce butter of the finest quality.

Then, with regard to the cheese competi-
tion at the show, I do not know how many
entries there were, but Queensland was again
first, and New Zealand took the second,
third, and fourth prizes. That just shows
what can be done in Queensland; but quite
a number of our people lave not wakened
to the fact that we can produce butter
which takes the first six prizes in competition
with the world.

South Africa won all the prizes in connec-
tion with eggs. The Government, with a
desire to solve our unemployment problem,
have initiated a movement to settle people
on the land. They have done quite a lot
of good in trying to develop tobacco-growing
in the State. Of course, tobacco-growing has
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its limits, but good work has been done in
that respect.

The Government also intend to develop the
banana industry. I represent an electorate
where the best bananas in Queensland are
grown; and I an: absolutely ashamed of the
way in which the National Government have
treated the banana industry in Queensland.
Of course, we look at the question from a
Quecensland point of view; nevertheless, it
seems to me that, where any concession has
to be made by Australia, the loss falls on
Queensland. While I regret this latest move,
and say that I do not stand for it, I compli-
ment the Minister on the effort he is making
to develop the banana industry. At the same
time I want him not to attempt it with
areas that are too small for successful farm-
ing. It is better to have twenty successful
men than thirty who are struggling or
forty who are absolute failures. I hope the
attempt will be successful. I think a great
deal more, however, could be done by help-
ing to develop land which is alreads held
by farmers.

In the products of the dairying industry
we have articles that can be exported with
confidence. The Government have decided
in their wisdom to advance sums of money
up to £300 for the building of silos. I
have no objection to that; but £300 could
be spent to better advantage by assisting
farmers with undeveloped land to improve
it and erect buildings, yards, etc., and by
equipment, such as separators. In many
cases they have the necessary stock for the
additional area; and, if they had £300 or
£400, they could develop additional areas,
and thus add to the production and exports
of the country. Would it not be a good
thing to lend them £300 at a very low rate
of interest, spread over a few years, pro-
vided they made their land reproductive?
The building of silos will give employ-
ment for a few weeks only, whereas my sug-
gestion would bring about the settlement,
perhaps, of another family to work the area
on half shares, A man who is already estab-
lished and has everything but money to
improve the balance of his holding sould
be only too pleased to accept assistance under
such conditions and employ the labour neces-
sary for the purpose, and the result would
be, not employment for a few weeks, but
all the year round. I know scores of people
in the dairying industry with land that is
not fully developed, but who have not the
money neeessary to develop it.

It is scarcely necessary to emphasise the
value of the dairying industry. To-day it
is the greatest in Australia. From the point
of view of money value, it has now beaten
the wool industry. Certainly wool has been
bringing low prices, but the prices which
the dairying industry has received have also
been low. For the last twelve months the
price of butter-fat has been about 1s. per Ib.;
but we must not forget that one important
reason why we get so much for it is to he
found in the exchange, which, with the Pater-
son Scheme and equalisation, means a return
to the farmer of 3.9d, per lb. of butter. We
cannot expect the beneficial rate of exchange
to be mamntained for all time; and I warn
those who are about to embark upon the
dairying industry that the industry will not
pProve so attractive once the excHange rate
recedes to par. I repeat that the (jovern-
ment should endeavour to assist the farmers
who are already established before they
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decide to proceed with the expenditure of
a large sum of money upon the construction
of silos.

It is the intention of the Government to
make available for seftlement a number of
small areas of scrub land in the Nerang dis-
trict; but I would point out to them that
a much larger arca could be utilised. There
are small patches of scrub land highly pro-
ductive and close to market that enjoy an
average annual rainfall of 80 inches. This
land may be reserved for forestry purposes;
but, in the interests of increased production,
these small patches should be made avail-
able for settlement. No revenue is being
derived from these areas to-day, nor is there
any likelihood of any revenue being derived
from them as forestry reserves for a number
of years to come; but, being beautiful scrub
lands suitable for primary production, they
should be made available for settlement.

I feel that I must repeat that the Govern-
ment should give the closest attention to the
amount of revenue received and the amount
of money expended throughout the State.
The amount expended is far too heavy,
having regard to the amount of revenue that
is obtained, or is likely to be obtained.
Ordinary Government expenditure has been
increased. The time has arrived when a
person or a body of persons, not being heads
of departments or in any way associated with
the public service, should be appointed
thoroughly to investigate the operations of
all Government departments with a view to
economy. The taxpayers of Queensland can
no longer afford to provide the necessary
funds to maintain the existing rate of expen-
diture in the public service. It gives me no
pleasure to suggest that efforts should be
made to economise in the expenditure of
Government departments; but let us defi-
nitely ascertain whether the present expendi-
ture is warranted. It is repeatedly stated,
with what truth I am unable to say, that
the public service is over-staffed; and the
opinion is frequently expressed that an
investigation should be made with a view
to economy. One hon. member opposite
recently complimented the Secretary for
Public Lands upon dismissing two highly
placed officials in the Forestry Department.
I am unable to say whether the hon. gentle-
man should be complimented upon his
action; but I hold that an investigation of
the whole public service should be made, not
with a view to dismissing one or two public
servants who may not be earning their
salaries, but with a view to effecting justifi-
able economies. The view held by the public
to-day is that the present Government
expenditure is not justified, and that a num-
ber of public servants are not earning the
amounts they are paid. I am unable to
confirm or to deny that assertion; but I am
satisfied that an investigation would allay
public suspicion, and would probably result
in justifiable economies being effected. The
position is so serious that every avenue of
departmental expenditure should be explored
with a view to making a saving in expendi-
ture. It is not really the amount of revenue
the State receives that matters, but the cost
of its collection and the possibilities of effect-
ing economies. If an investigation such as
I have suggested is undertaken, I conscien-
tiously believe that it will be revealed that
greater economy can take place in publie
expenditure than is taking place to-day.

Mr., Plunkett.]
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Mr, BRAND (Isis) [3.456 p.m.]: During the
last three years preceding this, the Financial
Statement was submitted to Parliament by
an hon, gentleman who had very long experi-
ence in parliamentary life. On those occa-
sions the hon. member for Wynnum gave the
people the benefit of his mature advice on
the difficult position confronting the State,
and offered suggestions as to how to over-
come our difficulties. Since the hon. gentle-
man presented his last Financial Statement
an election has taken place, when the leader
of the then Government placed the true facts
before the people. I was prepared to stand
behind him as my leader, more particularly
as he was prepared to tell the people the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth. During that campaign many state-
ments were made about the Moore Adminis-
tration. In fact, the air was almost hot
with criticism levelled at them by supporters
of the Labour Party. The present Trea-
surer had very much to say in that criti-
cism, From the time he issued his policy
speech until the campaign closed he implied
to the people that, if Labour were only
returned to power, all would be well, that
unemployment as a problem would be finished
with, and that prosperity would return to
the State. I have looked in vain through
all the verbiage connected with this Finan-
cial Statement to find where any alteration
has taken place in our finances. I have also
looked in vain to find where something dif-
ferent to what was undertaken by the last
Administration is being attempted.

The Treasurer budgets for an estimated
deficit of £1,490,868, yet, during the election
campaign he criticised the past Administra-
tion for daring to present Financial State-
ments to Parlilament which forecast deficits.
The people were led to believe that the
great difficulties confronting them were due
to the acceptance by the Moore Administration
of the Premiers’ Plan—a plan which was sub-
scribed to by all the Governments of Aus-
tralia in their desire to rehabilitate the
finances of this country, with the idea of
enabling money to flow more freely. The
people were told that, if ILabour were
returned to power, the plan would be
reviewed, and that the Labour Party would
not submit or subscribe to it. A conference
of Premiers was convened in June last, and
I have read its proceedings in vain to dis-
cover any evidence that the Treasurer secured
a revision of its principles, as has been
stated by many of his supporters. During
the policy speech which he delivered at
Mackay on 28th April last, the hon. gentle-
man said—

‘“The Labour Party oppose that part
of the Premiers’ Plan which provided
for arbitrary reductions in wages, pen-
sions, and social services. It has already
been disclosed that this scheme has also
failed to produce the results that its
sponsors claimed for it, and Labour
criticism generally has been amply justi-
fied.”

This Financial Statement does not offer any
hope that the Government intend to deviate
from those ‘ arbitrary 1educt10ns in wages,
pensions, and social services’ which were
made as a result of the adoption of the Pre-
miers’ Plan. All the votes included in the
Estimates provide for those reductions to
take place. In other words, whilst the Trea-
surer complained that he was bitterly opposed
to the Premiers’ Plan and that his Govern-
ment would not subscribe to it, the hon.
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gentleman has presented a Financial State-
ment and Estimates which seek to carry out
those reductions.

The TREASURER: You have been improving
your mind lately reading my speeches.

Mr. BRAND: If I desired to improve my
mind by reading useless verbiage, I would
continue to read the hon. gentleman’s
speeches. One thing the hon. gentleman can
do—he can talk.

The TREASURER: So can you, but the dif-
ference is that I can think. (Laughter.)

Mr. BRAND: We want more than talk
in this country; we want action, The
Financial Statement submitted to Parlia-
ment does not indicate that we shall get the
results that the pcople of Queensland hoped
for. TLabour’s election platform said
definitely that there would be—

“A review of the Premiers’ Plan in
the burden of interest and relief therc-
from.”

Where is there any indication that there
has been that review of the Premiers’ Plan

in the direction that the hon. gentleman
stated? 1 say definitely that there is no
indication; nor does the report of the

Premiers’ Conference which the hon. gentle-
man attended on behalf of Queensland indi-
cate that he reviewed the Premiers’ Plan in
any particular direction. This is what the
hon. gentleman said at that conference—

““ The Premiers’ Plan was agreed upon
at a time following an intensely bitter
controversy. During its operations cer-
tain economies have been effected.
Wages have been reduced, social ser-
vices have been curtailed, and other
efforts have been made; but it has yet
to be shown that Budget equilibrium
has been restored or that stability in
industry has been achieved.”

Then the hon. gentleman moved this amend-
ment to the motion of the Prime Minister—
“That this conference of Premiers
affirm its determination to meet all
interest obligations, to continue pro-
gressively to reduce Budget deficits, and
to conduct public policy with a view to
reviving industry so as to restore normal
employment to those of our mtlzem who
have neither work nor wages.’

I cannot find in that any review of the
burden of interest and relief therefrom;
yet that was a solemn promise that the hon.
gentleman made to the people of Queens-
land. In fact, the hon. gentleman agreed to
meet all interest burdens.

The Premiers’ Plan was devised for a very
particular reason. The then Prime Minister,
Mr. Scullin, intimated to the State Premiers
that, unless something was done to reduce
controllable governmental expenditure, the
point would be reached at which the country
could only pay 12s. in the £1. Prior to that
the Prime Minister had invited Sir Otto
Niemeyer, a Director of the Bank of Eng-
land, to visit Australia and advise the
Governments generally as to the best means
of rehabilitating the finances of the Com-
monwealth, 8ir Otto Niemeyer came, and
he advised Australian Governments to reduce
their controllable expenditure by 10 per
cent. The Government led by Mr. Moore
carried that out, and reduced expenditure
by 10 per cent., and in that respect he was
one of the first Premiers in Australia to
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do something that was likely to restore the
position of Australia and restore prosperity.
Undoubtedly the wisdom of that policy is
being shown to-day; and the Treasurer will
meet a far better financial atmosphere than
that met by the late Treasurer when he
attended conferences in the South. We
know that there has been an improvement in
financial conditions generally—not brought
about by any action of the Treasurer of this
State, but by the action taken by the various
Governments in the last three vears to
rehabilitate the finances of Australia.

The Premier of South Australia, who is a
Labour Premier, told the present Premier
of Queensland that the Premiers’ Plan had
been worth while, and that it would be
cowardly to depart from it. I intend to
quote a few of the remarks made by Mr.
Hill at the conference, because they are very
apropos of the reasons why Australia entered
into the Premiers’ Plan; and possibly it was
Mr. Hill’'s remarks which actuated the
Premier of this State in accepting the
Premiers’ Plan. Mr, IHill said—

“ There is no need at this stage for
us to make long speeches on the economic
ills from which the world is suffering.
We may have to review our internal
policy, but before doing so we have to
determine whether any very great im-
provement has been effected in our
position in the period during which the
Premiers’ Plan has been operating.
We are all aware of the reasons which
led to the adoption of this plan. We
know that twelve months ago Australia
had drifted into such a position that
her various Governments were facing a
deficit of £41,000,000. We all remember
the statement made by the then Prime
Minister in this Chamber, and at various
Premiers’ Conferences, that unless
something was done Australia would be
able to pay only 12s. in the £1. T have
been in the struggle for nearly two
vears, and I say very definitely fo Mr.
Forgan Smith that the Premiers’ Plan
embodies more than an emergency and
financial policy. It was adopted by
common-senseé  Governments with the
object of rectifying the financial position
of Australia, and in the rcalisation that
we have drifted into that position
partly through causes which we ourselves
could have controlled, and partly through
causes over which we had no control
whatever. The fall in the world prices
of our export commodities compelled us
to adjust our position accordingly. To
say now that we should depart from this
plan which has saved Australia, simply
because certain Governments did not
meet their obligations, nor attempted to
do so, would be cowardly.”

Mr. Hill set out the reasons why it was
necessary to support that policy. We find
the Premiers at that conference. including
the Premier of Queensland, all agreed to
the following resolution:—

“ This conference affirms its adherence
to the principle of the Premiers’ Plan of
1931 and undertakes to meet interest
obligations, to continue progressively to
reduce budget deficits, and to conduct
public policy with a view to reviving
industry so as to restore normal employ-
ment to those of our citizens who now
have neither work nor wages.”

1952—21
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It is evident even from the records of the
conference which the Treasurer attended
that he has submitted to the Premiers’ Plan
and is carrying it into effect. That policy,
whieh a previous Administration brought
into being, has been of great service in
enabling the financial position to be strength-
ened and practically rehabilitated. We
know that, before the Premiers of that day
brought this plan into being, Australian
stocks, both at home and abroad, were at
a very low level. Most of them were down
as low as £65 and £70; yet to-day, after
the plan has been in operation for two or
three years, we are again able to borrow
money in Yondon, and the loan issued
recently by the Commonwealth Government
to meet the maturing New South Wales loan
of £12,360,959 was over-subscribed and
closed within three-quarters of an hour. The
fact that Australia was able to secure that
loan abroad and that it was over-subscribed
to the tune of £39,000,000 has had a splendid
effect on the financial position of Australia
and the Dominions generaly. Press advices
from Canada show that the authorities there
look upon the success of this loan as an
advantage to the Empire. The cables state—
“The unparalleled success of the Aus-
tralian conversion loan in London to-day
was regarded here as justifying the view
generally held in Canada that Australia
is as sound economically as any part of
the Empire. Political, industrial, and
financial leaders regard the loan success
as a happy augury for a big improve-
ment in Australian trade in which mutual
exchange of goods Canada and other
Empire countries are sure to benefit.”’
It is gratifying to know that we have turned
the corner and are enabled again to borrow
money, and that Australian stocks are at
par or above par on the money markets of
the world. Australia has been able to
rehabilitate her finances as a result of the
activities of the Moore Government, and it
is assisting to-day all Governments in Awus-
tralia, and will assist to bring about that
prosperity which we all wish to see.

Hon. members opposite have congratulated
themselves on the fact that employment is
increasing in Queensland. The hon. member
for Toowoomba quoted figures from the
““ Kconomic News,” which he claimed indi-
cated that more employment was being
given in the State, and he said that he was
pleased to note that there was some relief
in that respect in his own town. I do not
think there is any improvement as yet.
The “ BEconomic News’ 1s a bulletin issued
at the end of each month by the Queensland
Bureau of EKconomics and published by the
Government Printer, and it must, therefore,
be a reliable index of the conditions of
unemployment in the State. The figures
quoted in it show the registration of wage-
earners, including relief workers not reg
tered, and at 30th August, 1931, there were
22,770 registered as unemployed, whereas at
the close of August this year the number had
increased by 14,680 to 37,450.

Mr. P. XK. CorrEy: Be honest, and read
the footnote.

Mr. BRAND : It states definitely that thess
are Queensland’s unemploved, as registered.
I take it that no improvement could be
found in the unemployment figures as quoted
in the ¢ Economic News.” The movement
of unemployment in the months June, July,

Mr. Brand.]
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and August, 1931, was a decrease of 2,246,
whereas this year the movemsnt for the same
months discloses an increase of 2,209, We
know from our own practical experience that
the numbers of the unemployed are such that
we may say that we have a huge army of
men out of work, not receiving sufficient to
keep their families in a state of comfort
or according to what are known as Aus-
tralian living conditions.

At the Premiers’ Conference the Treasurer,
by his amendment, stressed the fact that it
was necessary to conduct public policy so
that there would be a revival of industry.
We were told at the elections that a revival
loan would be raised. I contend that the
Premiers’ Plan threw upon every Govern-
ment the obligation of doing their utmost
to revive industry: and nobody gave more
attention to that phase of the question than
the late Premier. His Government continu-
ously gave every assistance to industry in
the effort to revive it; but no such effort by
the present Government has vet been dis-
covered. I do not know one industry that
the present Government have assisted, or
given any indication of their intention to
assist. The wool industry—the most import-
ant in Queensland, and which in the past
has provided a great amount of the wealth
which has made Australia and Queensland
prosperous—was greatly assisted by the pre-
vious administration. Tt suffered a slump
because of the fall in prices on the world’s
market, as indicated by the following prices
received for greasy wool :—

Price per 1b.

1924-25 26.5d.
1930-31 9.86d.
1931-32 7.73d.

The last-named figure is below the cost of
production. Recently there has been a slight
movement upwards, so that the average price
at present is round about 94d. per Ib. We
must admit that in 1929 the late Premier
had a very difficult position to face; but he
faced it to the best of his ability and in a
way that did assist the industry.” It cannot
be said that the present Government are
giving it any assistance. On 30th October,
1929, the hon. member for Gregory, who is
one of the best informed members on wool
matters_in the Government Party, and also
in the House, pointed this out in an article
in the Brisbane * Courier ’—

“ It costs 12.43d., to produce 1 lb. of
greasy wool, but the average price
obtained at the last wool sales in Queens-
land-—according to the Registrar-General
was 10.64d. per 1b. for greasy wool.
nearly 2d. per lb. below the cost of
production. If that condition of things
is to last, it is merely a matter of
mathematical calculation to determine
how long it will take for every selector
to leave his homestead and every worker
in Western Queensland to carry his swag
away from the sheep districts. Unless
speedy action is taken to produce wool
at least at a profit. this state of affairs
must inevitably ensue. That is briefly
the position of the Western people.”

The report of the Comissioner of Taxes
discloses a tremendous decline in the profits
from this industry. For the financial year
1928-29 the amount of £312,035 was secured
from sheep pastoralists by way of income
taxation; but last year the amount had
declined to £41,095. With the ruling price
of greasy wool, 94d. per lb. to-day, the
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Government cannot hope to squeeze addi-
tional taxation from this Industry. That
should be well known to the Government,
but they are determined to endeavour to
obtain an additional £270,000 by way of
increased income taxation. The Moore Go-
verment were alive to their responsibilities
and to their duty to the sheep pastoralists,
and rendered valuable assistance to the
industry by granting extensions of leases, by
allowing reductions of rentals, and by a
reduction in railway freights. The present
Government have failed to recognise their
responsibilities and the difficulties confront-
ing primary industries; and their very first
act was to increase by 125 per cent. railway
freights, which constitute one of the heaviest
items of production costs In the primary
industries. Hon. members opposite who
represent country constituencies are prepared
to pat the Government on the back and to
applaud them for their action. During the
election campaign the Treasurer and Labour
candidates generally stated that the people
of the country would be reasonably treated
in the matter of railway freights and fares;
but they have failed in their duty, and have
stated 1n effect that they are not prepared
to lessen this heavy item of cost in the wool
and other primary industries.

The wheat-growing industry has not
developed to the same extent as it has in
some of the other States of Australia. Prior
to the advent of the Moore Government
the annual production was approximately
2,000,000 bushkels; but the Moore Govern-
ment, fully alive to their responsibilities,
decided to encourage further wheat produc-
tion in this State. A measure of stability
was provided for the industry, and produc-
tion reached a record figure. The sympa-
thetic treatment received by the wheat-
growers at the hands of the late Govern-
ment enabled the industry to be placed in

a comparatively prosperous condition, and
the output was doubled. It is necessary
that the industry should be fostered still

further; and I stand behind the wheat-
growers in an endeavour to secure the assist-
ance so necessary to enable them to enjoy a
decent livelihood.

One wonders to-day just where the Govern-
ment and the Secretary for Agriculture stand
with regard to the assistance which they
said would be afforded by them to the wheat-
growers. The Premier, when enunciating
the policy of his party at Mackay, said that
the wheat industry would be fostered in
every possible way, and that the agreement
imposed upon the wheatgrowers at the behest
of the Government would be reviewed and
the interests of the farmers and general
comnunity would be safeguarded. When the
Government took over the reins of office,
the wheatgrowers in this State were receiv-
ing the highest price for wheat obtained
in Australia, while the price of bread was
lower than in any other State. We want to
know to-day what is going to be the result
of negotiations between the Wheat Board
and the Government. The press has indi-
cated that the Government have turned
down the policy of the Wheat Board as being
unacceptable to them. The press had this
to say on the negotiations between the Wheat
Board and the Government:—

‘““The proposed policy which the State
‘Wheat Board placed before the Cabinet
in connection with the disposal of the
current scason’s crop has been rejected
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by the Government, and referred back
to the board as being unacceptable.

¢ The matter came before the Cabinet
after the board and its chairman (Mr.
E. A. Thomas) had conferred with the
Minister for Agriculture and Stock (Mr.
F. W. Bulcock). ‘The next move is
with the board,” said Mr. Bulcock yester-
day, commenting on the Government’s
decision,”

A later press statcment said—

““When questioned to-night regarding
the refusal of the Government to accede
to certain proposals made by the State
Wheat Board, Mr. E. A. Thomas (chair-
man of the State Wheat Board) said
that the board had asked for a guaran-
tee of 4s. per bushel on next season’s
crop. He had not, however, received full
details of the Government’s decision,
but apparently it was thought that the
amount asked for was too high.”

The SECRETARY FrOR AGRICULTURE: The
Board asked for a good many more things
than a fixed price for wheat.

Mr. BRAND: Evidently the MMinister con-
siders that some of the other conditions were
too onerous; but I would remind him that
during the clection campaign he was fore-
most amongst the supporters of the Govern-
ment in the statements made to the wheat-
growers that, if the Labour Party were
returned to power, they would see that they
got a better deal for their products than
they received under the Moore Administra-
tion. It was common property that the
Labour candidates in DBrisbane exhibited
posters in regard to what they call “ The
Flour Ramp.” They condemned the Moore
Administration as to the price of bread, and
contended that the wheatgrowers were not
receiving a fair deal for their products. It
is up to Ministers to show in a practical way
their sympathy for the wheatgrowers. I do
not think that a guarantee of 4s, a bushel
for wheat is altogether too high.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Your Go-
vernment only guaranteed 3s. 10d.

Mr. BRAND: The Moore Government
guaranteed 4s. per bushel in 1930, since when
growers have received 3s. 10d. per bushel,
which is considered satisfactory. A guaran-
tee would enable the industry to prosper and
progress. We should so fix the price for our
commodities as to enable the growers to
compete with other producers and progress.
The Secretary for Agriculture has inter-
jected, but, as I have already mentioned,
he stated during the election campaign that
the policy of the last Administration was
not acceptable to his party. Now he says
that the policy of the Wheat Board is not
acceptable to him. I ask him to give these
producers what they richly deserve, and noth-
ing more than what he said on the hustings
that he would give them.

Mr. CoSTELLO interjected.
The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Order!

I would remind the hon. member for Car-
narvon that he must cease interjecting,

Mr. BRAND: The late Administration
recognised their responsibilities to every
industry. When they ascended to power, they
guaranteed cotton growers 5d. per lb. for
their product. The Federal Labour Govern-
ment then deemed it advisable to take over
the control of the industry. I have yet to
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learn of any intimation by the Government
opposite of their intention to give any
guarantee to primary producers for their
products, thus enabling them to carry on
profitably.

During this session there has been a con-
tinuous condemnation on the part of hon.
members on the Government side of the
action of the Commonwealth Government;
but not in one instance have those hon.
members given the primary producers of
this State any indication as to whero they
stand. The attitude adopted by the Moore
Administration in regard to the cotton
industry was worthy of emulation. We can
commend to this Government the wisdom
of giving the primary producers some guar-
antce for their products in order that they
In‘ay Carry on,

The tobacco industry was commenced and
actually established by the Moore Adminis-
tration.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
not so.

Mr. BRAND : It is; and the hon. gentle-
man is merely carrying out to-day what the
Moore Government commenced three years
ago. The late Government gave assistance
to the farmers who undertook tobacco
growing, making freehold land available to
them at 2s. 6d. per acre, Every action of
the last Government so far as the primary
producers were concerned was an endeavour
to establish primary production on a sound
financial position, and in order that, when
people were settled on the land, they would
be there permanently, and would not be
forced later on to claim the dole.

That 1s

Coming to the sugar industry, which is
easily the most important agricultural
industry in Queensland, no person engaged
in the industry can cavil at the action of
the Moore Administration. The hon.
gentlenian who is now Leader of the Opposi-
tion never allowed himself for a moment to
wait for the industry to take up the cudgels
on its own behalf; when he was Premier of
Queensland he was prepared to defend the
industry at all times and to claim for it
what was due to it—a reasonable price for
the commodity produced. The resuli of the
activity of the Leader of the Opposition was
the Moore-Scullin agreement, Wﬁich fixed the
price of sugar to the consuming public in
Australia at 44d. per lb. The agreement
was satisfactory to the industry generally,
and in that regard the highest tribute niust
be paid to the work of the hon. gentleman
who is now Leader of the Opposition.

In his policy speech the Treasurer stated
definitely where he stood so far as the sugar
producers of Queensland were concerned,
when he stated that the Labour platform
included the complete maintenance of the
sugar embargo and the existing agreement.
In amplification of that statement, the hon.
gentleman had this to say when speaking at
Babinda on 4th June last—

“If Labour was not returned to power,
the sugar agreement would be reviewed
with a view to further reductions which
he knew the industry could not stand.
Labour would never agree to any altera-
tions to the sugar agreement that would
have’ a detrimental effect on the indus-
try.

If that indicated anything, it indicated that,
so far as the Labour Party were concerned,

Mr. Brand.]
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notwithstanding any action taken by the
Federal Government, they would not permit
the sugar agreement to be altered. We
know that other members of the Labour
Party claimed that the only salvation of the
sugar-growers was to vote for the Labour
Party which would maintain the sugar agree-
ment. The hon. member for Cairns was very
outspoken, and on lst June, as reported in
the Cairns ‘ Daily Times” of 2nd June,
1932, he said—

“The only protection the people had
was to return a Labour Government to
power, as it had been definitely stated
by the Leader of the Labour Party that
he would not agree to any alteration in
the sugar agreement.”

It is very interesting to compare that with
a telegram from Canberra which appears
in to-day’s *‘ Courier ”—

“ PrICE OF SUGAR.

“ Legislation Pending.
¢ Canberra, 18th October.

‘““The Prime Minister (Mr. Lyons)
announced to-day that he had received
advice from the Premier of Queensland
that the Queensland Cabinet had
approved the draft of the revised sugar
agreement, which provides for reducing
the price of sugar by one half-penny
per lb. Mr. Lyons said that legislation
would be introduced in the Federal Par-
liament within a few weeks to imple-

ment the new arrangement.”
The SECRETARY FOR Pusric LanDs: Do you

want the Government not to do that?

Mr. BRAND: I am just pinning two or
three statements together, as they read very
nicely. Why did the hon. gentleman tell
the sugar-growers of Queensland that he
would not permit the sugar agreement to
be altered?

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: You
spoke differently from that at the Austra-
lian Sugar Producers’ Association meeting.

Mr. BRAND: T was not present at any
meeting of the Australian Sugar Producers’
Association when a revision of the Moore-
Scullin agreement was discussed. The pre-
vious Premier, on all occasions, took up the
cudgels on behalf of the sugar industry.

The SecrETARY FOR PuBLIc LanDs: They
will laugh at you now.

Mr. BRAND: I am not troubling much
about that. The hon. gentleman will remem-
ber the action taken some time ago in
regard to the transfer of a certain sugar-
mill, and he knows how he was laughed at
by the farmers on that occasion.

The SecrETaRY FOR Pusnic Laxps: And
afterwards he got the greatest vote he had
ever received in that area.

Mr. BRAND: The hon. member was not
thanked by the growers of the Tully area;
but no Labour Premier of the past nor the
last Premier in this State stood on the door-
step and refused to face the Prime Minister
of the day. They did all they could to get
something better for the sugar-growers of
Queensland. Even in the days of the famous
William Morris Hughes, Mr. Theodore went
down South and told Federal Ministers that
the Btate of Queensland had some say in
regard to the sugar industry. The last
Premier, Mr. Moore, did not wait to consult
the sugar-growers’ organisations as to what
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action should be taken. At the Premiers’
Conference held in January-February of this
year, when the present Prime Minister, Mr.
Lyons, said that sugar would have to be
reduced in price, Mr. Moore immediately
tookk up the cudgels for the industry. Mr.
Moore was prepared to defend the sugar
industry and secure for the growers the pro-
tection they rightly deserved, and, as a
result of his action, there was no interfer-
ence with the sugar agreement until the
Labour Government came into power iIn
Queensland. As reported on page 13 of the
conference of Commonwealth and State
Ministers held in Melbourne in January-
February this year, Mr. Moore said—

“ Particular mention is made to the
position of Queensland and the sugar
industry. With regard to the agreement
entered into—I can only say that prior
to its execution the whole of the con-
ditions in the industry were inquired
into on the spot, and evidence was taken
throughout Australia by a Royal Com-
mission appointed by the Federal Go-
vernment, on which consumers, fruit-
growers, employees, manufacturers,
millers, and canegrowers were repre-
sented. The closest investigation was
made, and the agreement was only
entered into after the fullest considera-
tion had been given to the findings, and
provision was made for a revision of the
agreement in three (3) years—not an
unreasonable time when the costs of pre-
paring land for sugar are taken into
consideration.

“It must be remembered that people
in Queensland are contributing largely
to the Southern States by extensive pur-
chases of articles manufactured under
the shelter of a high tariff wall; also we
must not forget that, although Queens-
land does not grow cnough wheat for
home consumption, we do not murmur at
having to pay our share of the 44d. per
bushel bounty, which will amount to at
leasti 10s. per head of the population of
Australia, whereas }d. per lb., less in
the price of sugar would not be more
than 4s. per head per annum.

‘“ Again, the big factor in the sugar
industry that must not be overlooked is
the insurance policy it provides for Aus-
tralia is quite a vulnerable part of the
continent. A great deal of prejudice is
engendered towards this most valuable
industry, through lack of knowledge, but
in gazing fixedly at the sugar industry
we should not be blind to tariffs, embar-
goes, bounties, and bonuses that are
assisting many industries in the other
States, and about which little is heard.

“ Tt must also be recognised that the
grower is not getting by any means a
high price; practically half the crop had
to be exported, and though this was a
great loss to the growers it provided
£3,500,000 in England at a time when
money was most needed, and the grower
was answering the call of all Govern-
ments to produce more in order that we
might meet our obligations.”

That pronouncement on the sugar industry
was responsible for the Prime Minister not
pursuing his intention of lowering the price
fixed for sugar under the agreement at that
time.

I have quoted what the ex-Premier said.
I myself warned producers about it during
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the elecion. If there was one man who
endeavoured to rehabilitate the finances of
this country and to place Australia on an
even keel it was the ex-Premier of Queens-
land, who held a high position in the coun-
cils of the country when the Premiers’ {on-
ference met. Ile was able on thatl occasion
to secure the sympathy of the other Premiers
of Australia, and even the Prime Minister
himself. It was recognised in political
circles that Mr. Moore stood against any
reduction in the price of sugar. Of course
things have changed since then, and we have
to-day a Labour Government in Queensland.
The present Government on every occasion
lose no time in defaming the present Prime
Minister—possibly his human sympathies
were touched and he carried out what he
believed to be right, but it was against the
interests of the producers of this State.

Mr. WiLraMs: You like a rat.

Mr. BRAND: I do not like a rat. The
hon. member knows more about that than
I do. That reduction was brought about
bz the Commonwealth Government. I am
surprised that the present Government did
not get into the scrap. They kept religiously
out of it, and sald that as they were not
invited it was not their funeral. I am sorry
the Treasurer did not go down to Canberra
with the Sugar Growers’ Delegation from
Quecnsland. The presence of the Treasurer
on the delegation would have had a great
influence. T am sure that if the ex-Premier,
the hon. member for Aubigny, had been in
power, he would have gone with the deputa-
tion to Canberra. The position is going to
be very serious for the sugar industry.

Mr. WiLLIaMS : The ex-Premier is laughing
at vou.

Myr. BRAND: T am sure he is not laugh-
ing at me, but at the hon. member’s discom-
fiture.

The CBAIRMAN : Order !

member to address the chair.

Mr. BRAND: The loss involved in the
alteration of the agreement is equal to £4
13s. 4d. per ton of sugar consumed in Aus-
tralia, which will mean a reduction of
approximately 12s. 6d. per ton of cane. It
cannot be argued that the growers should
bear the whole of it. The method by which
deductions have been worked out in the past
has borne too heavily on the growers. There
are others in the indutsry—refiners and
millers, for argument’s sake—who should bear
their share. The drop must be borne by
the whole of the industry. If the growers
had to carry the whole of the burden, it
would be bad for the industry as a whole.
I understand that negotiations have taken
place as to what proportion each section will
bear; and I hope that, in the interests of
the_industry, especially of the growers who
to-day arc getting less out of the industry
than any other section, the farmers will not
be asked to carry an unfair share. In doing
their duty by all Quecnsland industries, the
past Administration gave to the sugar indus-
try the assistance it needed. At least we
can say that the late Premier was respon-
sible for the Moore-Scullin agreement.

I ask the hon.

The past Administration also encouraged
the dairying industry to grow until, as has
been pomnted out by the hon. member for
Albert, it has no peer in Australia or even
in the Southern hemisphere. Its product
is regarded as being amongst the best, and
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by the encouragement of the Paterson scheme
and the Queensland Butter Pool and in
other ways the late Administration gave it
support.

The beef cattle industry has passed through
a very bad time; and falling prices have not
enabled it to enjoy that measure of pros-
perity which is its due. During the war
vears it prospered greatly, but in the years
immediately following and even more
recently it has had a bad time. No man
did more towards putting it on its feet than
the late Premier. The industry received
from the late Government a reduction in
railway freights, whereas hon. gentlemen
opposite have reimposed on the cattle-
growers the burden of higher freights. The
Moore Government also gave it relief from
the super land tax, which brought in
approximately £130,000 a year, of which the
beef cattle industry had to pay a large part.

At 4.40 p.m.,
The CuaIRMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. BRAND:
appreciable degree

Rents were reduced to an
and an extension of
leases was granted so that the industry
might continue to function. The producers
engaged in the beef cattle industry have
recognised the benefits provided by the late
Government—benefits that have enabled the
industry to regain its proper economic basis.

When the Treasurer attended  the
Premiers’ Conference, he expressed the
opinion that industries should be revived; but
he has seen fit to place a further impost
upon primary industries in the shape of
increased railway freights. The evidences
are that the anticipated increased railway
revenue will not materialise. Railway
finances are so intimately associated with
the whole financial position of Australia
that Queensland citizens have to thank the
past Administration for the very magnificent
way in which railway finances have been
adjusted by them.

The SBcRETARY FOR PusLic Works: They
expressed their thanks on 11th June last.

Mr. BRAND: The electors cannot be
blamed for taking seriously the promises
made by the present Government during the
election campaign—promises that have not
yet been fulfilled—but it will remain for the
next elections to disclose whether they will
be again so casily gulled.

These figures show the financial position
of the Railway Department for the financial
year 1931-1932—

. £
Total earnings 5,915,002
Working expenses 4,352,804

Net earnings over work-
ing expenses £1,562,198

This is the highest amount of net earnings
over working expenses in the history of the
department, and it is a tribute to the late
Secretary for Railways. The train mileage
was 10,881,196, and ‘the net revenue per train
mile was 2s. 105d. The past Administration
recognised that fares and freights should
be reduced in the interests of the people of
the country and to the advantage of State
finances generally; but the present Govern-
ment have undone all the good work that
was accomplished. I feel that the antici-
pated deficit of £1,490,868 will be greatly
exceeded. I am afraid that the anticipated
increase in taxation will not materialise,

Myr. Brand.}



998 Supply.

and that the deficit will be in the neighbour-
hood of £2,250,000, and not £1,500,000. The
Treasurer has indicated that expenditure is
to be reduced by £220,000, but a study of the
figures in the Treasury returns for the first
three months of the financial year disclose
that at the present rate of expenditure the
total saving will he only £70,000, which
means that at least an additional £150,000
must be added to the anticipated deficit.

Mr. WILLIAMS (Port Curtis) [4.45 p.m.]:
A great deal has been said on both sides
of the Chamber in connection with this
debate. We have heard a lot of political
propaganda put over from the Opposition
benches, particularly by the hon. member
who has just resumed his seat. I do not
propose to make a lengthy speech, for the
simple reason that most hon. members
sitbing on this side have covered the ground
which it is necessary for me to cover, alio
because I am not looking for any publicity
from the press or in this Chamber, while 1
am not bitten with the political propaganda
bug which is so pronounced in many members
on the Opposition benches. It 1s not my
intention to take up the time of the Chamber
by merely going over ground already
covered, and it is not my intention to waste
the time of “ Hansard ’’ by merely proving
what has been said by hon. members on this
side and disproving what has been said by
hon. members opposite, although there 1is
much which one could prove, and a lot
which one could disprove.

I would be failing in my task as one of
the representatives of the people if I did
not compliment the Treasurer on his able
Budget, especially considering the difficul-
ties in his way. I also desire to compliment
the Government on their activities, despite
what hon. members opposite say to the con-
trary. In this connection I propose to deal
with the question of unemployment. Oppo-
sition members have not given us credit for
anything we have done in regard to unem-
ployment. I for one feel that we have done
something. I can go into my electorate, and,
if hon. members opposite are fair, they will
admit that they can do the same thing, and
claim that the Government during their
short period of office have done something
for the unemployed, both married and
single. T particularly wish to point out
that the Opposition have had very much
to say against us in that connection; but
the unemployed in my electorate, particu-
larly in the main eentres, such as Gladstone
and Monto, are very appreciative of what
has been done for them. I have received
sheafs of letters from necessitous farmers
which prove that the Government have made
an honest attempt in this direction. The
Government have achieved something beyond
an attempt, and that is to their credit.

Notwithstanding all that has been said,
no one has yet tackled the fundamental basis
of the cause of the existing unemployment.
Believing as I do that the nation should
control its own financial affairs, I contend
that unless we can get control over our
monetary system we shall not be able to
control even this huge problem of unem-
ployment. As one writer in the press the
other day said—

¢ There can be no great forward move-
ment for mankind until the power
wielded by the banks is restored to the
nation.”
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As another writer in the ¢ Daily Standard,”
a few days ago said—

“We must realise that political power
is useless without real economic power,
Consequently, democracy has never yet
had a square deal. This is owing to the
fact that we have made the fatal mistake
of allowing the bankers’ monetary
system to dictate financial terms to the
selected parliamentary representatives of
the people. Democracy, or government
by the people, is, therefore, but a pitiful
experience.”’

This is what Professor Soddy says on the
same subject—

“ The tragedy of to-day is the worst
that could afflict a nation, viz., that its
monetary system should become the mono-
poly of the money lender without the
public being aware of it, and without
the matter being a political issue at all.
To-day, fear and distrust of parliamen-
tary representatives’ honesty or extrava-
gance are responsible for the real
strangle hold of money in private hands.
If a Parliament had brought about the
awful crisis which has resulted from the
policy pursued by the banks, that Par-
liament would have been hurled from
office for its deadly work at the [irst
opportunity.”

That may be somewhat of a departure from
the real subject we arc debating to-day;
nevertheless it is a fact, and to-day more than
at any other time we have to look facts
squarely in the face.

I agree that work other than that of
road and street cleaning will eventually have
to be instituted. I agree with the hon. mem-
bers for Gympie, Nanango, and Normanby
that the development of mining and the
opening up of new land will go a long way
towards relieving the position. The present
Government are certainly working along the
right lines in that direction.

The hon. member for Nanango also men-
tioned that the locking of streams was neces-
sary if agriculture was to get anywhere. I
agree with the hon. member in many
respects; but what earthly use would the
locking of the Brisbane river at Esk be
to other people than those in that district?
Similarly, what good would the dam-
ming of the Logan River be to the top end
of my electorate? Something more wide-
spread will have to be carried out. For
instance, silos could be built out of relief
money by relief labour. That would be
reproductive work; it would establish an
asset both to the people concerned and to the
State.

Nurseries could be established in different
areas of the State, suitable areas of land
being cleared by relief labour. That also
would be reproductive work. Men could be
employed to clear areas of land for the pro-
duction of summer hay, which at the pre-
sent time goes up in smoke once or twice
a year, As a mafter of fact, I am informed
that 100 tons of bush hay can be obtained
from a 25-acre block. That is a matter
worth consideration.

Certain areas on selected farms throughout
the State could be cleared and planted with
tung oil, almonds, olives, and similar pro-
ducts. Even if these undertakings were a
failure, the money would not be entirely
wasted, because proof would be forthcoming
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as to whether the products could be grown
in these particular districts.

There is mno limit to the avenues along
which reproductive work can be undertalen.
The Government are doing excellent work at
present, and I trust they will extend that
work, because it will help Queensland con-
siderably.

Crreater attention can be given to the inter-
state tourist trade, whilst assistance to pros-
pecting and mining activities can be extended.

A complete review might also be made of
the harbours and ports question, as well as

the desired amendment of the Harbour
Boards Acts.
Another matter which might be given

attention is the reswmption of all Crown
leases falling due in the near future, and
the opening of that land to farmers’
sons, many of whom cannot find land near
their own homes. If that were done, mone-
tary and other assistance could be given to
these young men by their parents. Con-
siderable relief has been afforded to farmers,
and that has been very much appreciated
in my electorate. Single men have been
given work—certainly not as much as we
should have liked, but these men are very
pleased with what has been done for them;
and, although they only receive one day’s
work a fortnight and rations during the
alternate week, they consider they are better
off than they were under the previous Go-
vernment. In my district unemployment has
been very acute; but the people concerned
feel that the unemployment bugbear, from
which the State and other parts of the world
arc suffering, is gradually passing away, and
the time will not be long before they will
be permanently employed again.

I am afraid that nothing very helpful can
be hoped for from the Opposition. I regret
that very much. Outside the hon. member
for Fitzroy, who spoke a few days ago, not
one member of the Opposition has given
the Government credit for anything they
have done; neither has one member of the
Opposition faced the true position.

Trade, I am pleased to say, has improved
during recent months. Probably hon. mem-
bers opposite do not like to see the change
that has taken place; and that is why we
have not got anything helpful from: those
hon. members. If T were sitting in Opposi-
tion and I saw some good in the Government,
I would be fair enough to give them credit
for something attempted and something done.
Probably the day has not yef arrived when
members of a political party are prepared
to give credit to their opponents for any-
thing they have done in the interests of the
State. It is quite evident that hon. members
opposite have been stung with the propa-
ganda bug.

During the early stages of the debate the
Government were charged with breaking the
Great Seal of State. The hon. member for
Sandgate spoke feelingly in that respect.
Surely that hon. member’s memory must be
very short if he does not remember that
one of the first actions on the part of the
late Government when they assumed office
was to dismiss the representatives on the
fire brigade boards and hospital boards
although those same representatives were
appointed under the Seal of State. The hon.
member for Sandgate should have been the
last to speak about breaking the Seal of
State.

[19 OcroBER.]

Supply. 999

The preparation of the Budget reflects the
greatest credit on the Treasurer and the
Cabinet in view of the unprecedented posi-
tion in which the Government were placed
on taking over the reins of office owing to
the legacy of debt left by the late Govern-
ment.

The Budget does not contain any retrench-
ment proposals, nor does it aim at a reduc-
tion in the wage standard. As the Treasurer
said yesterday, the lowering of wages does
not tend to increase the volume of business
or help in any way to overcome the great
problem of unemployment. On the other
hand, the proposed reduction in the State’s
deficit indicates a desire on the part of the
Government to carry on along right lines.

I feel sure the forecast of the Treasurer
will be realised as time goes on, in spite
of what Opposition members may predict.
I may be a super-optimist, but it is better
to be an unsuccessful optimist than a success-
ful pessimist, and the Treasurer is to be
complimented on the optimism he has shown.

I want to remind the ex-Treasurer that his
huge deficit charged to the loan fund account
will represent 5.32 per cent. interest, whilst
on Treasury bills to be floated by this Go-
vernment the cost to the State will only be
4 per cent.

Labour has been in power for three months,
yet already there is a decided improvement
in conditions generally. We have a revival
in building activities and there is greater
faith in the future of the State. There is
an improvement in trade. That sums up
the position, and that the Government will
continue on the lines they have started upon
is my fervent hope and belief.

AMr. P. K. COPLEY (Kurilpa) [5.2 p.m.}:
I wish to congratulate the Treasurer on the
very able speech he delivered when intre-
ducing the Budget to the Committee.

It is my intention to make a few refer-
ences to some of the statements made by hon.
members opposite during the debate. The
hon. member for Toowong this morning dealt
with statements from the Government side
of the Chamber to the effect that the ex-
Premier had advocated a reduction in wages,
and the remarks cause us to think that
a deliberate attempt has been made to mis-
lead not only this Committee but the people
of Queensland as to the true position.

Tt is my intention definitely to deal with
certain features of the last Premiers’ Con-
ference which the Treasurer attended, and
show conclusively that the ex-Premier was
part and parcel of a plan to bring about
wage reduction during the existence of the
then Premiers’ Plan. If the hon. member
for Toowong had taken care to examine
page 30 of the report of the Premiers’
Conference in Melbourne from 14th to 21st
April last, he would have seen the recom-
mendations which were agreed to.

Mr. Kexxy: They were recommended to
the conference.

Myr. P. K. COPLEY: They were, as a
matter of fact, accepted by the conference.
Let me quote two of the recommendations—

““ RECOMMENDATIONS,

“(3) That the State Parliaments take
the necessary action to empower Arbi-
tration Courts and Wages Boards to fix

Mr.P. K. Copley.]
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wages in accordance with economic con-
ditions.

‘(4) That all wage fixing authorities
complete the reduction of real wages by
10 per cent. below the level of 1928 where
this had not already been done.”

Mr. KENNY: Be fair and quote the speech
of the late Premier.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: I propose to do so.
On page 15 of the same report appear these
words—

“ The Queensland representatives have
given most earnest consideration to both
the Committee’s Report and the State-
ment of the Prime Minister. They
desire to make clear that the Queens-
land Government has no intention of
delparting from the spirit of the Premiers’
Plan.”

Mr. KEXNY: Quite right.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: Later on, in the
very same speech, the ex-Premier said—

“The Queensland Government has
already passed legislation directing the
Arbitration Court to consider the pos-
sible and probable economic effect on
the community as a whole in any deter-
mination it may give. Therefore, the
court having full powers, no further
legislative action should be required to
give effect to that portion of the Com-
mittee’s report,”

Further on he said—

*“ The Queensland representatives doubt
the efficiency of the whole wage-fixing
system, particularly the disparity in
wages paid to families with and without
children, and also the difficulties in
regard to young people obtaining em-
ployment, and are of the view that
flat rate reductions would inflict hard-
ship in quarters where it can least be
afforded. _They, therefore, suggest that
consideration be given to proposals
whereby this inequality could be over-
come without any detriment to the
necessary industrial recovery.

“They are also of the opinion that
beneficial results toward further employ-
ment would accrue if consideration were
given to an alteration of the wage pay-
ments, wherever practicable, from weekly
to hourly rates.”

I emphagise the last sentence, but I read
the previous sentence in order to be fair,
and so that there might be no possibility
of misconstruing the former, referring to
the proposed alteration from the weekly to
the hourly rate. There is 2 very vital prin-
ciple there, as I intend to show by quoting
from judgments of Mr. Justice Higgins in
1921 and Mr. Justice Lukin.

Let me quote further from the Premier’s
speech for the benefit of the hon. member
for Cook—

“The Prime Minister in his speech
made clear that any proposals were sub-
Ject to agreement amongst all the States,
and the giving of adequate guarantees
of their due performance. It is desired
to ascertain more clearly the views of
the Commonwealth Government on those
points, particularly in regard to New
South” Wales and Victoria; indicating
the nature of the guarantees required,
as 1t may be difficult for Queensland—
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with an election pending—to satisfy the
Commonwealth Government in  this
regard.”
Mr. MoorRe: There is nothing wrong in
that,

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: There is no doubt
that that 10 per cent. reduction—and these
facts were made known to the people of
Queensland by the present Treasurer—meant
a reduction to £2 18s. 1d.; and Mr.
Campbell, the Chairman of the Chamber of
Manufacturers, definitely stated that he
agreed with the then Leader of the Opposi-
tion (Mr. Forgan Smith) on the point. I
think that the late Treasurer, the hon.
member for Wynnum, was the first to return
to Brisbane from that conference. The
purport of the newspaper interview, which
was not denied, was that there was some
nasty medicine to be taken in the South.
He struck a note of confidence, and said
that we were just turning the corner, or
something to that effect.

Hon. W. H. Baryes: It is quite evideut
that it was not very bad, because you are
not prepared to read the report.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : It was a statement
typical of the hon. gentleman. There was
nothing in it; but I propose to use it to
show the delightful inconsistency between the
statements of the three Queensland represen-
tatives at the DPremiers’ Conference. The
hon, member for Sandgate was the next repre-
sentative to return, but he made a rather
confusing statement. He stated that not
being wage reducers, they fought like tigers
against a further wage reduction; but I
think he intended to refer to Mr. Tunnecliffe
and to Mr. Lang, who retired from the con-
ference before it concluded as a protest
against the proposed wage reductions.
Dealing with the proposal to take into con-
sideration the ‘economic conditions in
bringing about a. wage reduction, he said—

“ This is already in the Queensland Act.
The sum of £670,000 would be provided
for relief workers solely on condition
that there must be adherence to the Pre-
miers’ Plan.”
Might T interpolate here that the Premiers’
Plan provided for a 10 per cent. reduction
in real wages on the 1928 basis.

Mr. KeNxy: There is still the same court

to deal with the matter.

Mr. P. XK. COPLEY: The hon. member
fails to realise that the constitution of the
court may be different now that certain
Orders in Council have been issued by the
present Government,

The hon, member for Sandgate further
stated——

‘“ The experts’ report made provision
for wage tribunals having power to fix
wages in accordance with the economic
position of the country.”

There is no doubt that the economic posi-
tion of the country was to be regarded in
such a light that the basic wage was to be
reduced to £2 18s. 1d. per week. It is
scandalous for the hon. member for Toowong
or for any other hon. member opposite to
say that a further reduction in wages was
not contemplated at the Premiers’ Con-
ference. It has been stated by hon. mem-
bers opposite that our contention in this
respect 1s held purely for political purposes;
but I would point out that the official report
of the Premiers’ Conference, the statcments
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made by the Queensland representatives at
that conference, and the records disclose that
the true opponen’rs of a further wage reduc-
tion were Mr. Lang and Mr. Tunnecliffe,
who deliberately 1et11ed from the conference.

Dealing with the statement regarding the
fixation of an hourly rate, I should like to
quote from the Judgment of Mr. Justice

Higgins, former President of the Federal
Arbitration Court, delivered in 1921, He
said-—

" A weckly engagement is far better
than a daily or hourly one, and whercver
possible it should be introduced. My
experience is that a daily rate is pre-
ferable to an hourly one, just as a weekly
rate is preferable to a daily rate. The
reasons for my opinion are—

(1) The weekly rate tends to greater

continuity in operation.

(2) 1t tends to greater steadiness in
the men employed.

(3) It tends to greater forethought
and organisation on the part of the
employer with a view of filling up with
work all the hours for which he must
pﬂ,y.”

(4) There is mnothing that steady
family men desire more than constant
work, and some eertainty as to their
income for a week or more ahead.
My wages—basic and secondary—are
awarded on the assurmption that the
employment is regular, and if the work
1s casual, not regular {as in the easc
of builders’ labourers and waterside
workers) I award more per hour than
in the case of regular work.

{5) Under weekly wages, the em-
nloyee tends to identify himself with
the particular undertaking; to feel
interested in the concern, and it takes
mueh more to induce him to throw
up a good job if it is constant.

6) 1t is in the interests of the em:-
ployer, as well as in the interests of
the employees, that the employment
should not be casual, that a man
should not feel himself to be a piece
of flotsam or jetsam in the industry.

(7). Weekly wages fitted in better with
considerations of subsistence and “ended
to greater steadiness in the prosscu-
tion of the work required by the
community.”

It will be conceded that the seven peints
enumerated there definitely set out the posi-
tion in regard to the payment of a monthly
or weekly wage in comparison with an
hourly rate. That scheme as set out in
those seven points had been adopted, and the
dictum of Mr. Justice Higgins had come to
pass, and the application of the hourly rate
of wage to errployees would have meant a
greater reduction in wages and a consequen-
tial reduction in the standard of lving of
the pcople than could be conceived under
existing conditions,

In the engineers and blacksmiths’ case in
July, 1927, Judge Beeby granted the em-
ployers’ claim for the abolition of weekly
hiring and the substitution of hourly rates
with 5s. per week added in lien of com-
pulsory holidays and sick pay. In August
of the same year he restored the weekly
hiring system, and said—

“ 1 made the change back for the sake
of industrial peace. If I could have
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anticipated subsequent events, I never
would . have interfered with the system
of weekly hiring inaugurated by Mr.
Justice Higgins in 1921.”

This statemrent very definitely sets out just
what the position was so far as the April
Conference of Premiers was conceruned, and
the attitude adopted by the ex- Premicr and
his colleagues. That attitude was definitely
in favour of a reduction in the real stan-
dard of wages; and it is absolutely childish
for an» hon. member to tell this Committec
or the people that there was no intention
on the part of the late Government to reduce
wages to any extent. This reductlon in wages
which was contemplated would, in addition
to thre staterceunt I have alrea.dy made, have
meant a reduction of about 25 per cent. on
the existing Queensland basic wage.

When the hon. member for Isis was
dealing with the question of unemployment
he quoted from the ‘° Economic News. I
asked him by way of interjection to quote
the footnote to the quotation which he gave.
The figures quoted by the hon. member
definitely show that the unemployment
figures increased by about 700 from June

to July, but the footnote which I asked
the hon. member for Toowong to quote
reads—

“ The figures for May, June, and July
this year are swollen by the registration
of single men who were formerly unem-
ployed, and who have been given an
inducercent to register by the prospect
of employment under the £620,000 winter
relief scheme.”

Mr. Braxp: What about the
between July and August?

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: I will deal with
those figures later. The ° Economie News "’
definitely points out that the increase in the
unemployment registrations in Julv as com-
pared with June was solely due to the
registration of the single unemployed men.
As a matter of fact, these men were not
eligible to register previously; and it was
as a result of the Government's action in
permitting single men to register in order
to benefit under the £620,000 winter relief
scheme that the unemployn"ent registrations
were increased. That only shows the terrible
state of affairs that existed during the Moore
Government’s regimg. The unemployment
figures rose from: 11,000 in Ifay, 1929, to
35,000 in May last.

Mr. KEXNY: You do not class as unem-
ployed men on eight weeks’ rotational work.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: The hon. member
knows perfectly well that during the Moore

increase

Government’s term of office these men were
not included in the figures. As a matter of
fact, it may interest the hon. member to

know that during the Moore Administration
unemployment rose from 7.2 per cent. to
18.2 per cent. Although the present economic
conditions throughout “he world have brought
about unemployment we must remember
that. when the Labour Government took
office in Queensland in 1915, 17.8 of the
worlers were unemployed. T.abour gradu-
ally reduced that figure to 7.6 per cent,
but after three years of the Moore Admlms-
tration unemployment totalled 18.2 per cent.

Mr. KeyNy: A great number went to the
war.

Mr.P. K. Copley.]
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Mr. P. K. COPLEY : It is a pity the hon.
member didn’t go.

Mr. Kenny: It is a pity you didn't go
with me. You were one of those who were
not game to go.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : I was at school.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have
already warned the hon. member for Cook,
but I do not propose to swarn him again.
I want the hon. member clearly to under-
stand that he will not be permitted to
indulge in disorderly interjections.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : I desire to express
my regret to the hon. member for Cook
for not knowing that he was a returned
soldier. T may also state that I left school
a day or two following the Armistice.

The hon. member for Wynnum very defi-
nitely tackled the statements I have made
regarding moneys loaned to other States by
the Moore Government, and the hon. gentle-
man claimed that over £100,000 had been
obtained for Queensland by way of interest.
I adhere to my original statement that, when
times were bad in this State, £1,000,000
should have been spent here to make the
conditions of the unemployed better than
they were. Most of the £4,900,000 left to
the Moore Government in 1929 was frittered
away, and it is difficult to understand just
where the monty has gone.

Mr. Bnaxp: That is not a fair statement.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : The point 1s that
the money has gone, and to-day we are facing
an estimated deficit considerably greater
because of the actual defieit of the ex-
Treasurer. I say fearlessly that the State
would have been better off if the money
loaned to other States had been expended
here on reproductive work. That would
have been better than loaning the money to
other States on the eve of clections in those
States. :

The hon. member for Gympie stated that
there had been an increase in the national
debt of Quecnsland. The hon. member said
that from 1915 to 1929 the increase in the
public debt of Queensland amounted to
£49,000,000, which 1s an increase of 80.24 per
cent., or an increase per capita of 35.35 per
cent.

I would like to draw the attention of hon.
members to the increases in the other States,
as indicated in the following table:—

7 2
|
|

Total Percentage Percentage
— Increase
1 Increase. Increase, per Capita.
e
New ~ South ' 142,440,478 | 111°36 6214
Wales | | :
Victoria .. 81,221,621 1 10863 | 69
South  Aus-| 59,175,046 | 16869 | 10622
tralia | ‘ |
Western Aus-’ 33,110,038 | 8943 | 4788
tralia | J |

Had these figures not been disclosed, the
people of Queensland would have thought
Queensland was in a terrible position; but,
when the true position is disclosed, it will be
seen that between 1915 and 1929, during the
period of the Labour regimne, the percentage
mncrease of the national debt was lower in
Queensland than in any of the other five
States in Australia. In addition to that,
we have to consider the average rates of

[Mr. P. K. Copley.
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interest on the public debt. These figures

are very interesting—

[ |
|

‘ Average Rates | Average
of Interest— : _Rate of
| Al States Interest—
- ’ Combined. | Queensland.
| per cent. per cent.
j £ s, d £ s d.
As at 30th June, 1915 313 9 8316 7
As at 30th June, 1929 | 4 18 11 416 2
That means that the average of all the
Qtates had increased to the extent of

£1 5s. 2d., while the increase in Queens-
land was only 19s. 7d. per cent. When you
consider these figures, it must be realised
that the Labour Government very carcfully
handled the affairs of this State as well as
the public purse during their fourteen years
of office. 1 think it very unfair to quote
half-truths or to quote figures whl(:h are by
no means comparative, and which are
intended to give the impression that the
Labour Government ran this State into a

errible financial morass. When v‘iewed
from the point of view of the other States,
undoubtedly Quecensland  was the best

handled of all the States in the Corumon-
wealth.

The hon. member for Gympie made the
further interesting statement that every
Government recognised some good in the
legislation of the previous Government, but
the present Government did not even do that.
That statement is very interesting when one

looks over the previous three years, and

sees the way measures passed during
B e P

Labour’s regime were emasculated. Viewed

at from the other angle, you have to con-
sider the condition @Qucensland is in to-day,
and how necessary it is to review those con-
ditions. And, further, it may be a commen-
tary which is self-explanatory, on the trpe
of legislation that was passed by the pre-
vious Adminisiration.

The hon. member for Toowong made some
stateinent with regard to hours and condi-
tions. I would like to point out that
throughout the world to-day, not only the
feaders in the industrial world and their
representatives in  Parliament, but large
financial magnates, the representatives of
large financial concerns, and the captains
of industry are realising that the old
policy of »weating and long hours is not
in the interests of the people of any country.
There are hundreds of cxamples that I could
give of leading financial experts the world
over who in very recent times thounght it
necessary to make an examination of their
consciences, an examination of their affairs,
and an examination of the external affairs
of the world; and thery have come to the
conclusion that the system cannot go on
carrying those old conditions. They are,
therefore, very reluctantly giving up the old
idea, and arc advocating what the Aus-
tralian Labour Party and similar Labour
parties throughout the world have becu
advocating for vears. When you see a man
like Chas. M. Schwab, Chairman of the
Bethlechem Steel Corporation of the United
States of America, with a capital of
£27,000,000, very definitely advocating a
moratorium~—perhaps not only a mora-
torium but an absolute wiping out—in
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vegard to war debts and also advocating
a b-hour day for the workers of America,
you have to realise that there has been
some hard thinking done. Tt is only the
(lonservative who is dying hard, and is
not inclined to change with the tlmes and
realise that science, machinery, and ‘other
factors are contnbutmg to bring about the
recduction of hours.

We have had arguments used with regard
to the question of reduction of the hours of
labour. We realise that the brains of the
world to-day are looking for a solution of
the unemployment problem; and authori-
ties are definitely inclined to allow proiits
made out of industry to be set off against
machinery. and that machinery is expected
to carry the burden of the reduction of
Lours.

I would like to refer to the statement of
the hon. member for Isis, who criticised the
Labour Party proposals in relation to sugar.
He definitely stated that the Moore Gevern-
ment took action to protect the sugar agrec-
ment in its entirety. On the recent occa-
sion when the matter was brought up by
the Commonwealth Government the growers
agreed to a certain reduction. When we
consider the action of the Federal Govern-
ment in regard to the sugar embargo and
the protective tariff afforded to the banana
industrv, we must rcalise that the Queens-
land Labour Government, being the only
Labour Government in the Commonwealth,
are being singled out for special treatmens
by the other States of the Commonwealth,
backed up by the Federal Government, That
may seem a hard thing to say; but one could
vet but realise that on seeing the apparent
smiles of approval on the part of hon, mem-
bers opposite while the hon. member was
spezking.

The bhon. member for Isis also mentioned
the reduction in railway freights by the
Moore Government. I would point out that
those freights were reduced immediately prior
to the election, and can be considered as
nothing but a political bribe; yet we have
the hon. member for Cook and other hon.
members talking about votes being sold
by auction to the people of Queensland by
the Labour Party for the purpose of obtain-
ing the reins of government !

Mr. KExNy: Quite right!

Mr. P, K. COPLEY: I am glad the hon.
member agrees with me on that. 1 repeat
that this was a method of bidding for the
votes of people in Western districts and other
districts served by the railways which would
benefit by reductions in freights.

Mr. Kixxy: Why didn’t you inercase them
in the metropolitan area?

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: So far as the actual
cost of transport in the metropolitan arca
is concerned, had it not been for the short-
sighted policy of members of the same party
and calibre as Opposition members who more
than twenty years ago allowed private com-
panies to build tram lines parallel to the
train lines so that they could get good fat
dividends out of them, we would not have
been in the position we are to-day in regard
to transport in the metropolitan area. If the
reductions in freights were =0 necessary, there
was nced to do it much sooner than three
months prior to the election.

I have heard the hon. member for Murilla
loudly praising in this Chamber the man
who he said was a heaven-born genius—his

[19 OcToBER.]

Supply. 1003
private secretary: ho took scissors
and paste and cut from reports by

leading engineers and people on the other
stde of the world and made them appear
original. It has since been proved that
that was the case. If this man was a
heaven-born genius, he would surely have
realised that this reduction in freights was
necessary a long time before the elections.
The thing is too ridiculous for hon. meni-
bers to get away with that statement. There
is no doubt that it was simply a political
bribe.

Certain statements have been made in this
Chamber with regard to the election activi-
ties of the Quuensland Women’s Electoral
League. In spite of what may be said by
the hon, member for Wynnum, the statements
of the hon. member for Kelvin Grove and
the hon. member for Bulimba are absolutely
correct. It has been said that hon. members
on this side are defamers of women because
of their conduect in this respect; but such
remarks come with wery had grace from
members of the Opposition, who hide thermn-
selves behind the skirts of the members of
the Queensland Women’s Electoral League.
The fact remains that sonic of the gleatest
political malpractices have been perpetrated
at the instigation of or with the approval of
some menibers of the Queensland Women's
Electoral League.

Mr. MAXWELL:
that outside.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : T have said it on the
sublic platform, and I will say it again. I
would like to refer to a couple of ]HStdll(‘QS
that actually occurred at election time. I
know quite definit:ly that a month before the
issue of the writs for an clection postal votes
were signed and  witnessed by the paid
organisers and members of the Queensland
Women’s Electoral League. I know also
that certain mth‘tu‘mons the inmates of
which were known to be supporters of this
party, were absolutely barred from seeing
Lubour candidates, and that some of the
members of the Queensland Women's Elec-
toral Leaguc went out to those institutions
and had the applications signed; and, when
they were inspected at the 1otu1nmrr officer’s
headquarters, they were found to be “witnessed
by the paid organiser of the Quecnsland
Women’s Electoral League for the district.
One institution in the clectorate of Kuarilpa
had inmates who very definitely and whole-
heartedly supported the Labou“ candidates,
not only in Kurilpa, but also in other clec-
torates on the south side. When it became
known to the authorities at that institution
that these men were definitely supporting
Labour—and at that time Labhour did not
have control of the Government and these
men had been forced to walk 25 miles in
order to get rations and this institution was
the only shelter that they had—the autho-
ritics of this instifution, in the presence of
the paid organiser of the Queensland
‘Women’s Electoral League, very definitely
said, “If sou are not prepared to sign
applications for votes and (what was a breach
of the Elections Act) sign the votes in our
presence, you can get out of the institution.”
Action has been taken to remedy this matter:
but I want to point out quite definitely that
I know from men who distributed literature
on the Friday night before the election on
my behalf that this was actually the position.
On going through the list of votes and on
making inquiries, I was astounded to find

Mr.P.K. Copley.]
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that this was so, and I can assure hon. mem-
bers that, had that election been in any way
close, those votes would certainly have been
questioned before the election tribunal of
the land.

Mr. MAXWELL:
institutions.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: The hon. member
for Toowong wishes me to give the names
of the institutions, but I say very definitely
that it is not fair for me to say what insti-
tutions I am talking about. Hon. members
will remember that on the eve of last elec-
tion I disclosed something that had heen
done by the Nationalist organisation. Men
were expected to work for ten hours in the
control of the stalls erected by the Nation-
alist organisation outside the polling-booths
for the palty sum of 5s. I handed to the
press of Brisbane the original letter that
had been handed to one man by the central
organisation of the Nationalist Party, and
that letter was published in the press of
Brishane. At the time this man was tem-
porarily unemployed because the wool stores
were not operating, but on the Tuesday after
the elections when he went back to work he
was asked, “ If you want work, why did you
give that information to Copley?” That
man has not been able to get a, day’s work
in the wool stores from that day to this;
and the same thing would happen to those
.other men if I were to divulge their names.

Mr. MaxWELL: Give the name of the insti-
tution.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: If I were to give
the name of the institution, anyone would
be able to approach the paid hireling of the
Nationalist organisation, a member of the
Qucensland Women’s Electoral League, and
ask for a list showing the names of persons
in such and suchh an institution who got
postal votes. Thesc persons would then be
blacklisted by employers throughout the
length and breadth of Queensland.

The Opposition have very vigorously
attacked hon. members on this side on the
question of the appointment of Governors.
Epithets have been hurled across the Cham-
ber, and hon. members have been called all
sorts of animals. Viewed from another
angle, one might consider the term ¢ cor-
morants ”’ and other such terms in relation
to other matters under discussion, There is
no member of the Australian Labour Party
who definitely suggests cutting the painter.
There is no member of the party so puerile
or so childislr as to suggest such a thing.
From time to time hon. members opposite,
in an endeavour to create a burst of enthu-
siasm and loyalty, try to wave the flag to
the detriment of Labour. The loyalty of
this party 1is something above the mere
flapping of a flag and the breaking of pro-
mises made to the men who sacrificed them-
selves on the other side. Labour has stood
for all time for the improvement of the
conditions of all sections of the community.

I was very pleased to read the statement
by the Premier the other night at a meeting
of the Limbless Soldiers’ Association. It
is typical of the attitude of the Australian
Labour_Party on the returned soldier ques-
tion. We in Queensland can be equally
as loyal to the British Empire under a local
Governor. Despite what might be disclosed
by the pages of history, I should like to
push the argument to ifs logical conclusion.
If we cannot manage with a local Governor,
how is it that the Chief Justice of this

[Mr, P.K. Copley,
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State is able to manage the affairs at Go-
vernment House as the representative of
the King during the interregnum, if I may
use that tcrm, between the resignation of
one Governor and the appointment of another,
or during the absence of the Governor? e
is doing that now, and he is doing it capably
and efficiently. There may be occasions when
considerable tact and acumen are required.
A man who has suflicient ability to rise to
the high and honoured position of Chief
Justice in this land must have the courage
and ability to tackle the duties appertain-
ing to the position of Governor of this State.
I do not want to be construed as having
said anything to the detriment of ocur pre-
sent Governor. I.have only met him on one
occasion. It was my privilege to accompany
Mr. Speaker to Government House when he
was presented to the Governor; and Hix
Excellency struck me as being a very
able politician and Governor, and a man
possessing the ability to carry out his
duties. I realise that oceasionally a man is
foisted on to a Dominion because he had
managed to worm his way into some political
party on the other side of the world. Those
remarks do not apply to the present Go-
vernor. My remarks are made in an abso-
lutely impartial spirit, and are not intended
to detract from the merits of the gentleman
at present occupying the position of Governor.
I do not think 1t is wise, politically or other-
wise, to attack the late Government for
their unsceming haste in rushing through
the appointment of the Governor.

Mr. SpaARkES: One of your members said
that the abolition of the office would =ave
£12,000 a year.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: The weird vicws
possessed by the hon. member for Dalby in
connection with the economy which could
he effected by allowing the Chief Justice to
discharge the duties of Governor are in
contradistinction to his attitude on the
Prickly-pear Land and Forestry Adminis-
tration Bill, which augured well for his
career in this Chamber. I am beginning to
lose the very good impression T formed of the
hon. member on that occasion.

Mr. Sparkes: I am allowed to act in this
ilouse according to how my conscience
dictates.

Mr. P. K. COPLEY: The hon. member
for Cook, in hisz usual political flippant way,
asked certain questions concerning the
unemployed. He asked what was the stand-
ing of a single man under the Govern-
ment’s uncmployment relief scheme, and if
one day’s work would give him a decent
standard of living, and would the cruel
Labour Party tolerate those conditions. One
would not expect to get such stuff if he
were discussing the question intelligently
with a third-class school boy of average
mentality. I will show what a .decent
standard of living to-day is compared with
the standard of living of relief workers under
the previous regime. I am not satisfied that
relief workers are getting what they
are entitled to. The point of view of the
Government and the Labour Party is that
the system of rclief work must be considered
as relief work, and not as a job. We say
that the people of Qucensland must not look
to the Government or the relief scheme for
permanent employment. As the Treasurer
recently remarked, we must endeavour to
get kevery man back to work and off relief
work.
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The Labour Party has honoured the
promises made and improved the conditions
of the relief workers. If the hon. member
for Cook contends that the issue of rations
for one week in addition to a day’s work
at 13s. 6d. per day in alternate weeks is a
terrible standard of living, then he must
squirm when his conscience tells him how
under his own regime that same person
received rations valued at 6s. per week and
had to walk at least 25 miles in order to
hecome qualified to do so.

Mr. KennNy: Did you not promise them
the basic wage and then refuse to grant
it?

Mr. P. XK. COPLEY: The Government
are dealing with measures for the relief of
unemployment despite the mess that their
predecessors left the finances in. Further
than that, the Moore Government advanced
money to the Brisbane City Council on
definite terms and conditions. Those in
authority in the council are of the same
political creed and class as hon. members
opposite, and they have refused to carry out
the suggestion made by the Government to
pay the men engaged on work under that
loan at the basic rate. They definitely
adhere to the standard of low wages which
was adopted bv the Moore Administration,
and until such time as that money is
expended the Government can do nothing
so far as the wages paid by the council are
concerned.

The hon. member for Cook referred to a
standard of living, We do not say that it
is a standard of living. It is an existence
for these men; but we point out that the
13s. 6d. which these men receive every alter-
nate week provides some sort of shelter for
them, plus what they may get in other
directions.

My. GODFREY MORGAN:
7.000 to their ranks.

Mr. . K. COPLEY: The hon. member
for Muyrilla was absent from the Chamber
when I was dealing with that aspect of the
case. I repeat that the additional registra-
tions are in respect of single men, who were
not allowed to register under the Moore
Government’s scheme. 8o far as the state-
ment of the hon. member is concerned, we
have carefully considered the earnings of
each member of the family, which have %o be
taken into account in assessing the family
carnings. The son of a rich man will not
get the benefit.

~ Mr. GODFREY MORGAXN :
ing to camouflage,

Mr. P. K. COPLEY : It might be wise if
some hon. members opposite mdulged in a
little introspection. They might find that
they have single men working for them for
a few shillings a week, the men collecting
the balance in rations.

The hon. member for Cook raised a loud
wail about unions closing their books to
members who have 1eslfrned When in a
period of depression a member of a union
cannot keep up his union dues, the union
will not debar him from gettmg a position
if he satisfies the executive of the union that
he is unemployed and cannot pay his dues.
The hon. member for Cook cannot quote one
union which has debarred a member from
gettmv a job. When, during the Labour
regime, a man has accepted all the benefits

You have added

You are only try-
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that accrue from union membership and
adherence to Labour’s principles, and then
when another Government comes into office
relinquishes his membership of the union in
order that he may tell the new Minister
that he has washed his hands of the Labour
Party, then I say that the union concerned
is quite  within 1ts rights in insisting that
the men who have stood loyally to it shall
receive preference. When industry is able
to absorb all the men, then the books of
the union may be opened again, Even
where preference is granted, the Industrial
Court can always be approached by persons
who may wish to claim that the closing of
the books is injurious to them, and, where
the court is satisfied, it may make an order
for the union to reopen its books.

The hon. member for Albert gave us a
very interesting dissertation on the question
of wages and conditions, and advocated
a general levelling down. He said, “‘If
you destroy industry, you destroy Queens-
land.” 1 go further than that, and say,
if you destroy the purchasing power of
the people—if you destroy the wages paid
or lower the wages paid—they will not be
able to purchase the same quantity of goods,
and unemployment will become more ram-
pant in the industry concerned. Not only is
industry destroyed, but the whole vitality
of the State itself is destroyed. Queensland
will be destroyed automatically, and the
morale of the people will go. And it is not
only industry that has to be considered.
I can forgive the hon. member for Albert,
because probably his viewpoint does not
go to the men working down below.
He is looking at it from the point of view
of the party he represents—the people with
the cash.

We must compliment the members of the
Cabinet, who up to the present have been
W01k1ng day and night in redeeming pro-
mise after promise and in building up indus-
try., Hon. members opposite may sneer and
jeel but it must be a very sickening sneer
and jeer when they are reminded of their
£2,000,000 promise and  Give the boy a
chance!” The Labour Government, through
the Cabinet, deserve to be congratulated
for what they have done up to the present
time. They have worked solidly, and they
have had a bard problem to tackle. When
we view the financial position of this State
during the past few years and the problems
we have to tackle, I, as a member of this
party, realise just \\hat the Labour Govern-
ment are doing for the people of Queens-
fand; and the people outside also recognise
what they are doing. I sincerely hope that
the Premier, at the Premiers’ Conference,
will be able to handle the representatives
of the other States with the same amount of
success that he did at the previous con-
ference.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. A. Bruce, The ZTableland) [7
p.m.]: Hon. members opposite have made
a great deal of the fact that the Labour
Government reimposed the railway freights
which were taken off by the Moore Govern-
ment just before the clections. It is obvious
that the railway freights were not classified
in any proper way, and there has been no
classification of the freights to assist men
on the land or in secondary industries, The
Moore Government just made a sweeping
reduction at the eleventh hour before the
elections, when it could only be regarded

Hon. H. A. Bruce.]
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as being a gesture to the people of Queens-
land of a dsire to secure their support at
the elections. The Labour Party reimposed
those rates on their return to power. Quite
frankly, I think the whole question of rail-
way flelghts should be gone into with a
view to a reclassification of the rates. For
many years no classification has taken place
under either Government, and there is one
anomaly after another in the rates. It will
be found that the freights on different
classes of goods impose a burden on any-
body who wishes to assist the industries of
Queensland.

I remember the ex-Treasurer regretting in
his first year of office that he could not do
away with the super land fax, and that it
was neccessary in the interests of the country
to collect the tax. Ile cxpressed the same
regret in his second year of office, and it
was only in his third year at the close of
which his Government had to face the elec-
tors, that he remitted the super land tax.
I have a very shrewd idea that, had the
Moore Government been returned to office
we would have had a reimposition of the
tax and also of the railway freights. The
finzneial pobition when the Moore Govern-
ment was in power was better than it was

when the Labour Party came into power
this year. Consequentlv if they had felt
a keen desive to assist the people, they

could have given them the benefit of the
reduction in freight for three years, and also
have done away with the super land tax.
There was a substantial credit balance in
the Treasury when they came into power,
and they were in a much better position than
when the Labour Party attained office.
Most intelligent electors realise that the
reduction of freights by the Moore Govern-
ment was nlelelv a gesture to the people
prior to the elections.

Therc have been some remarkable argu-
ments used by hon. members opposite in
regard to borrowing. The hon. member for
Carnarvon very scverely criticised the Go-
vernmoent for borrowing, which he said was
responsible for the unemployment which
existed in Quecnsland. Several other Oppo-
sition members supported that contention;
but later on the hon. member for Car-
narvon and other hon, members said that
it was nccessary that the Government should
give assistance, not by way of loan, but by
way of grants to shire councils and to
private cnterprise to carrs on industries.
I would ask the hon. member how it would
have been possible for the Government to
grant the assistance we have if we had not
borrowed moncy. The argument that a
Government should not borrow money is
based on false premises, because the whole
of our business to-day is carried on on a
credit basis. If it were not necessary for
private individuals and Governments to bor-
row money, we could do sithout our banks
to-morrow. The whole fabric of business is
built on credit; and Governments as well
as private individuals must get credit in
order to carry on the business of the State.
As Minister controlling main roads, I have
received several deputations from shire coun-
cils asking that the commitments they have
incurred to the Main Roads Commission may
be lifted because of their financial difficulties.
I admit quite frankly that the introduction
of the motor car as a method of transport
has placed on the shoulders of shire coun-
cils a burden they never carried before,
and it is practically impossible for them t0
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carry on. I believe that the Main Roads
Commission assists them materially, but later
on I think we shall have to develop a broader
policy in order to lift the responsibilities
that have been thrown on the shoulders of
the local authorities. In the old days of the
buggy and cart, wvehicles moved gencrally
within the boundaries of a given shire, and
the roads rcquired were not of the same high
class as those which the motor vehicle
demands, and shire councils then were able
to meet their commitments, Motor vehicles
pass through two or threc shires in one day,
perhaps pass from one State to another, or
from one portion of a Statc to another dis-
tant portion, and the building of roads thus
becomes a burden on local authorities. If
we lift that burden, we cannot successfully
contend that the Government can do without
borrowed money. Every Government has
borrowed money. Great Britain, of which so
much has been said during this debate, has
borrowed more money than any other coun-
try in the world because of the war. She
had to have credit, and that is one of the
reasons for her present difficulties. Every
country has borrowed money. As a matter
of fact, the arguments against borrowing
to meet the necessities of the State are
absurd, and cannot be substantiated.

Mr. KENNY:
all right.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

That is the difficulty; but what is within
rcason? I know men who have made for-
tunes because they have got so far in with
the banks in a time of depression that the
banks had to carry them; 1 have known
others who always tried to mect their com-
mitments and who went broke during a
time of depression and drought. It is just
a matter of luck; and it is difficult to decide
how much should be borrowed. If Australia
and Queensland arc to fced the unemployed,
it will be necessary to borrow a considerable
aniount of inoney.

Mr. Kenxy: The main thing is how it
is spent.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The only way we can spend it with advan-
tage is on reproductive work, by which we
creatc an asset.

One hon. member on the other side
quoted the statement of Mr. Arthur Hender-
son that we in Australia could not expect
to get for our commodities such prices as
would increase the cost of living to the
workers in Great Britain. Since the workers
in Great Britain and Europe as a whole have
been impoverished, very largely because of
the war and the excessive cost of waging it,
their reduced purchasing capacity affects
our prices, and it is quite possible that, if
we doublcd our output, we would get only
the same cheque that we get to-day, so that
the traditional cry of * More Production ”
may not get us out of our difficultics. A%
the same time, the man on the land is in a
comparatively safe position in a_financial
crisis, because he can produce sufficient for
the maintenance of himself and his family.

Borrowing within reason is

I do not desire to level any unjustifiable
criticism against Great Britain, but it does
seem remarkable that hon. members on the
other side should rise in this Chamber and
advocate a preferential stariff in favour ot
Great Britain at the expense of the country
in which they live. We should [irst of all
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turn our attention to our local require-
ments; and, if we are then n a position to
assist the people of Great Britain by grant-
ing preferential treatment, we should cer-
tainly do so. Great Britain has enjoyed
preferential treatment in the sale of our
primary products, and has benefited to a
much greater extent than Australia has
benefited in proportion to the business trans-
acted. All the delegates from Great Britain
who have come to Australia, including the
Empire Delegation and the Empire Press
Delegation, the Big Four, and others com-
prising members of the British House of
Commons, have invited us to place all our
cards on the table; but, after doing so and
after a full discussion of our respective diffi-
culties, they have informed us that we would
have to be content to supply the raw
primary products to be manufactured in
Great Britain. It must not be thought that
the primary products supplied by Australia
to Great Britain are all consumed in that
country. In many cases they are resold to
other countries at an incrcased price carry-
ing an additional profit. How can we
develop this nation to the status we anti-
cipate iIf we are to remain primary pro-
ducers, and if we are to be the ‘“ wood and
water jocys” for the rest of the world?
Sccondary industries must be developed in
this country. It is deplorable to think that
the present Federal Government have not
only arrested activities in our secondary
industries, but have also materially jeopar-
dised the successful operations of our
primary industries,

The hon. member for Windsor has stated
that Great Britain is entitled to look to
Australia for preferential trade treatment
in return for the defence provided by her;
but there 1s mno reason why the Federal
Government, whether TLabour or anti-
Labour, should neglect the defence of Aus-
tralia, There is no reason whw they should
neglect our defence so that (Great DBritain
may enjoy preferential trecatment to the
extent of millions of pounds in return for
the protection of her fleet. Quite recently
the Japanese specedily occupied a country
adjacent to their shores—a country that is
able to offer a greater man-power resistance
than Australia could offer to-day. We in
Australia cenjoy a position of isolation that
was Great Britain’s many hundreds of years
ago; but methods of transport have been
improved, and methods of warfare have
been revolutionised, and, with proper aero-
plane and submarine services, we could pro-
tect ourselves. If one of the great nations
decided to invade Australia, it would
not notify its intentions to Great Britain,
there would not be sufficient time for the
British fleet to come to our assistance. It
would have to face the hazards of passing
through enemy waters in coming to our
assistance.  'We have done nothing to pro-
vide for our defence; but that is no reason
why we should continue to neglect this
important matter merely as a reason for
granting preferential treatment to Great
Britain. What is the use of endeavouring
to develop this country; and what is the
use of telling the people that we shall
eventually become the greatest nation in
the world, when we can practically be
destroyed in twenty-four hour:? I do not
believe in an offensive warfare, but Australia
is entitled to defend herself. If anv nation
attempts to invade Australia, we will pro-
tect our shores against the invader. We
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would be fools to do otherwise, because, if
we remained passive, our people and their
homes would be destroyed. This is a scrious
matter, Foreign nations to-day have
received certificates to manufacture British
war plane engines. Australia should receive
certificates  for a  similar purpose.  We
have men like Sir Kingsford Smith
and thousands of young Australians who
are only too anxious to have the oppor-
tunity of joining up with an air force for
the defence of these shores. Although Sir
Kingsford Smith 1is recognised as the
greatest airman in Austialia and one of the
greatest airmen of the world. the Federal
Government would not offer him an engage-
ment at £10 per week in order to prevent
bhim leaving these shores. It is all non-
sense to talk about building up something
if we are not prepared to defend it. I have
seen many pacifists in my time, who, when
struck on one check, did not turn their other
cheek to the aggressor, but attacked in
defence. That should be our policy, and
we should be ready to do so.

We should not make too favourable trade
concessions to Great Britain, because such
sacrifices will prevent us from building up
this country into a virile nation. The building
up of a population in the northern areas of
Queensland js a vital matter in so far as the
question of defence is concerned. The Federal
Prime Minister, Mr. Lyons, has attacked the
sugar industry, which is the principal indus-
try of North Queensland; dnd his action will
force many families off the sugar lands,
which will again revert to virgin serub. The
kon. member for Isis said that Mr. Lyons
and our Premier will sign the sugar agrec-
ment; but he overlooked the fact that the
so-called representatives of the sugar indus-
try have alrcady agreed with the Federal
Government, under compulsion, to accept
that agreement, and that they have sent
letters requesting the Premicr to sign it.
Some of those representatives did not put
up too strong a fight against the reduction
in the price of sugar. The letter they wrote
to the Premier is in the possession of the
Government. They have asked the Premier
to sign the agreement in conjunction with
Mr. Lyons, notwithstanding that the Pre-
micr advised them not to agree to it., but
to stand by the previous agreement. Yet
hon. members opposite cloud the issue by
saying that very shortly the Prime Minister
and the Premier will sign the sugar agree-
ment.

Some reference has also been made in
regard to the activities of my department,
particularly in connection with the renova-
tion of homes by advances under the
revival loan scheme. The Treasurer has
made £100,000 available to the Department
of Public Works to be expended in the
renovation of homes, which is reproductive
work. When I interjected In this respect
during the speech of an hon. member oppo-
site, he replied, * Oh, that is for Brisbane.”
The basis of the scheme is that advances will
be made up to £300 on approved sccurity
at an interest rate of 5 per cent. over a
period of ten years, the money to be utilised
for extensions, repairs, or alterations to
homes. If the owner of a home desires to
paint only, the amount of the loan is smaller
and its duration shorter. There is no limita-
tion as to the income of applicants. We
realise that, while many pcople max appar-
ently be well off, their assets are frozen, and,
if they are included in this scheme, they
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will take advantage of it. This work will
lift the artisan out of the ranks of unem-
ployed, and will make for activity in the
timber, plumbing, painting, and furnishing
trades. Probably when a dwelling has been
improved by repairs or by pa.lntlnﬂ the furni-
ture will not be quite suitable to the home;
and then it will only be a matter of time
before the housewife will be asking her
husband to get new furniture. Then we shall
probably be extending the operations to the
furniture people as well. (Laughter.)

The scheme I have enunciated is a sound
one. Tt will utilise the services of artisans
who are now in the ranks of the unemployed.
We hope in that way to make more money
available for those who are unfortunately
still unemployed and in that way revive
that cheerful spirit that was tvmca.l of the
average Queenslander until it was destroyed
by the pessimistic utterances of the ex-Trea-
sarer, whom I accuse of creating a most
depressing psychological complex among the
people. The hon. gentleman frequently urged
that people should not spend—that they
should be thrifty and watch every penny.
One can easily guess the effect of such a
policy—less money in circulation. Tt is a
remarkable fact that in a period of depres-
sion and unemployment the ratio of unem-
ployment increases as tho savings bank
deposits increase, sin:ply because the person
in employment who sees his next door neigh-
bour out of work fears that he will be
similarly circumstanced and tightens his
purse strings. In conscquence, less money
is in circulation, the tradesman does not
get the same amount of money through his
books as previously, and the general effect
is to produce a psychological depression for
which there is no necessity.

Mr, CostELLo : What happens to the money
that is put into the bank?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
It all depends on how it is handled. Prob-
ably it is utilised by some private employer.
who makes a good profit out of it without
doing much in the interests of the people.

The fact is that this scheme will be repro-
ductive, and will place a large number of
people in work. It applies not ouly to Bris-
bane, as the pessimistic hon. member for
Carnarvon observed, but to the State gener-
ally. A poevson in’ the country can make
application to the local clerk of petty scs-
sions, and provided he lras sufficient equity
in his hoaae either having regard to a first
mortgage or to the equity “here a first and
a sccond mortgage have been given, he may
secure an advance.

Mr., MaxwrLL: He must have security.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Certainly. This is an intelligent Govern-
ment and it does not propose to throw
money away. We know that our predecessors
promised money to people without security,
as, for example, the Renown Rubber Com-
pany. We know, too, that the Moore Admin-
1stration held up the construction of workers’
dwellings, thus creating further depression
and accentuating the unemployment problen:.
When I became Secretary for Public Works
I got in touch with the Treasurer, who
agreed to an extensive plan of work, and
this financial year £200,000 will be spent in
building workers’ dwelllngs Hundreds of
people “with sufficient security were anxious
and willing to build homes; but the late Go-
vernment, to use the expression of one of
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their own members, hamstrung the operations
of the Department of Public Works, and pre-
vented the circulation of money that would
have provided employment. Either by design
or by accident, threir whole ambition was to
reduce the rate of pay. We have adopted a
different attitude and are endeavouring to
put people into employment. As the Premier
has said time after time, if we cannot find a
solution of the unemployment position, and
if it is going to continue and extend, that
will be the end of our present form of
civilisation. It is the endeavour of this party
to put the people back into employment.

Another £300,000 is being spent by the
Department of Public Works in connection
with the building of schools, teachers’ resi-
dences, and court houses, etc. We are pay-
ing rent allowances to teachers, which 1s
costing the Government a constderable
amount every year, and in order to avoid
that expense we intend building homes for
these teachers. The result is that we are
giving reproductive work to the people. We
are a business Government, and we require
a rcturn of interest on money we expend.
Why is it that during the three years hon.
members opposite were in power they never
discovered this?

We initiated it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
For three years hon. members opposite
failed to sce these opportunities. They failed
to see where money could be saved to the
Government as well as giving reproductive
employment to the people.

Mr. SI1zER:

Another uctlvlty in connection with my
department is the coustruction of main roads.
We have excellent officers in the Department
of Public Works. These officers take on a
heavy responsibility in the expenditure of
the enormous sums of money expended in
this direction. They do their work excel-
lently. T have found the Main Roads Com-
missioner and his staff are excellent officers.
They seize every opportunity to relieve shire
councils in the manner I mentioned earlier
in the evening.

Mr. Branp: How do they do that?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Very often when they owe money to the
Main Roads Commission they ask for a
remission of payment. On many occasions
they get that remission, and on other occa-
sions the road is put under another classifi-
cation, which saves expenditure to the shire
council. That is another direction in which
the Government are doing exccllent work,
We have quite & lot to thank the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads for. We have been
excecdingly lucky in getting a man like
Mr. Kemp, because, as well as having a
scientific mind, he has a practical mind.
We have had a lot of criticism ab times
owing to the fact that many of our experts
have a scientific mind but not a practical
mind. Mr. Kemp has both., Hec 1s seized
of the possibilities of Queensland, and prac-
tically has the enormous State of Queenstand
mapped out already. If the money is avail-
able and the programme I have in mind is
carried out, the time will come when the
work done by the railways at present in
opening up and developing Quecnsland will
be carried on by the Main Roads Commis-
sion.

My, KENNY:

ways.

In competition with the rail-
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
One would think hon. members opposite
would appreciate the fact that another form
of development of the State has arrived—a
form which is less expensive per mile than
the railwvays, and will continue the good
service that the railways have done for the
people of Queensland.

Recently T made a visit to North Queens-
land, and particularly to my electorate. I
admit quite frankly that I do not know
very much of the south of Queensland, but
I do know the north and west of Queens-
land very well. There is hardly a town in
those portions of the State which I have not
visited at one time or another. Many repre-
sentatives of shire councils have requested
me to visit their areas, which comprise
some of the finest land in Queensland. I
think the finest land in Queensland is on
the Tableland in the North. I say that for
the rcason that in the worst seasons they
seldom lose any of their stock. The large
number of butter factories in that compara-
tively small area compared with the number
of butter factories in operation all over
Queensland proves it to be one of the highest
productive portions of Queensland. KEven on
the Tableland there i1s a place T knew
nothing of until the election campaign,
namely, the Evelyn scrub, which I think is
the best part of the Tableland. There 1is
room for great development there. T saw
crops of wheat and oats there equal to any-
thing T have seen in any other place,
although previously I had no idea that those
crops did well there. T went to the Raven-
shoe butter factory, where they have an up-
to-date method of bookkeeping. I was shown
the graph of the butter-fat veturns for the
twelve months period, giving the rainfall and
production for the different months. While
they had the natural grass in abundance,
it was apparent how ensilage could be pre-
pared to tide them over poor months which
might eventuate, and by which they would be
enabled to produce a regular supply of butter
right through the year. I saw some of the
finest clover crops there that it has ever been
my good luck to see. It is a revelation to any-
one who goes there, and, if anyone doubts my
word to-night, the best way to test the
matter is to visit the Tableland during the
winter. Anyone who goes will agree with
me that it 1s one of the finest portions of
Queensland,

Hon. W. H. Barves: Who represents that
portion ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
A very intelligent member of the Govern-
ment. As I said before, not only have they
some of the best pastures in Queensland and
the land is of the highest quality, but the
people there are of the highest standard of
intelligence, and they have elected a repre-
sentative who will represent them with the
same high standard of intelligence that they
themselves possess.  (Opposition laughter.)
T did not stop on the Tableland all the time,
as the Tableland does not hold all the possi-
bilities of North Queensland. Unfortunately
my time was cut short, as I was recalled
and could not stay as long as I wished: but
I took the opportunity of going across to
Herberton. The ex-Secretary for Mines
made several speeches in reference to Hex-
berton. It is a town which has produced a
great guantity of tin, and when I got there
they had just put through a crushing which
zave excellent results to the men engaged
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in tin mining. Many of the prospectors there
to-day have hopes which I believe will be
realised if they get assistance from the
Government; and I thank the Secretary for
Mines for the support he is giving them to
open up further mines which will continue
the prosperity of North Queensland with
regard to mining. The operations there
to-day are a revelation to anyone who visits
the place. We hear of the different classes
of men who require assistance. [ admit that
there is a portion of our people who could
more or less be classed as leaners, and who
want everything carried to them; but we
must admire men engaged in mining opera-
tions in North Queensland with the present
low price of base metals, making 15s. or £1
a week and asking the Government for
nothing.

Whilst I was absent, a question was asked
in reference to the cost of the Chillagoe
smelting operations. While the Chillagos
smelters may not be a straightout business
proposition so far as direct profit is con-
cerned, it is a wonderful business proposition
in that it-gives these prospectors the oppor-
tunity of making a living and maintaining
the 1ndependence they prize so much, an
opportunity of continuing an industry which
may be valuable if the prices of base metals
revive. In many places, to my surprise, I
found that gold existed. I thought I had
a fair knowledge of the mining fields and
possibilities of North Queensland; but I
certainly did not expect to find great gold
possibilities in the Tableland country. I had
the opportunity, however, of meeting several
prospectors, and they had very good gold
shows which may develop and add to the
wealth production of Quecnsland and thus
bring about better times. The men out
there face hardships full of hope and expecta-
tion of making good any day. They are
men to whom we look to develop the possi-
bilities of the mining industry in the North.

Mr. Moork: Did you get any options?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I have no options, but I would not hesitate
to put in some cash if I saw a good show
and a good man on it in order to develop
it and help im and myself if it turned out
trumps.

In the North there is also a wonderful
production of butter. In the very near future
Quecnsland will be an important factor in
the butter production, not only of Aus-
tralia but possibly of the world. Queens-
land is going ahead by leaps and bounds.
When one sees the possibilities on the Table-
land, in South Queensland, and in other
portions of the State, where more land can
be opened up and factories established, onc
must realise that Queensland will be a
prime factor in butter production.

The sugar industry has also great poten-
tialities, and it is to be deplored that, when
the Lyons Government attacked it, they
overlooked the fact that £2,000,000 of new
money is brought into Australia by that
industry each year; and that the more people
that are employed in the industry the more
trade generally expands and the greater
is the nation’s prosperity.

The first industry that the Lyons Govern-
ment attacked was the tobacco industry,
which offers a means of settling people on
tho land more quickly and cheaply than
any other form of settlement. Tand that
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was practically valueles for any other pur-
pose 1s being settled by men who are willing
to work, and who get the full return for
their labours. When we put people on the
land, we need to put them there at the
lowest possible cost, and set them to raising
crops which will give them the quickest and
best returns. One of the first actions of the
Lyons Government was to reduce the customs
duty on imported tobacco leaf, and to
increase the excise duty on locally manu-
factured tobacco. The tobacco companies
undertook to pay an average price of 2s. 3d.
per lb. for a period of twelve months; but,
as the time for the expiration of the under-
talking approaches, the tobacco-growers are
at their wits’ end to know just what may
happen in the future. There are wonderful
possibilities in Australia for the production
and manufacture of tobacco; and I hope
that it will be possible to place our tobacco
on the markets of the world; but I fear
that, when an.attempt is made by Australia
to export tobacco either manufactured or
in leaf, the great tobacco combines of Europe
and of the United States of America will
endeavour to thwart our desires. The retro-
gade Federal Nationalist Government have
seen fit to attack the sugar and the tobacco-
growing industries—two very important
industries in this State.

Our timber industry presents a somewhat
difficult problem to-day. Wonderful jungles
of valuable timbers are available for exploi-
tation, but, unfortunately, the market
to-day is somewhat limited. It is the inten-
tion of the Government to permit logging
operations on certain areas that will eventu-
ally be made available for dairying and
other purposes.

Whilst many people are anxious to view
the beauty spots in other parts of the world,
it is well that I should remind them that
in Queensland, and in North Qucensland in
particular, there are beauty spots attracting
many tourists to-day and that will continue
to attract them for many years to come.
Here is a source of mnew wealth for this
State.

It is the duty of the Government, so far
as lies in their power, to provide emplov-
ment in the development of our potentiali-
ties to the fullest possible extent. This
morning I had the opportunity of studying
a list of goods imported into Queensland
from Victoria, New South Wales, and South
Australia. I must confess that I am paro-
chial in my views so far as Queensland
trade is concerned. If the Southern States
are prepared to support the Federal Govern-
ment in a deliberate attack on Queensland

industries, then Quecnslanders in general,
and those associated with the industries
concerned in particular, should refuse to

purchase goods from the other States that
can be produced in Queensland. That would
very soon bring Southern interests to their
senses, They would realise that they could
not assist in an attack upon Queensland
industries with impunity, and that they
could not indirestly jeopardise the welfare
of the people of Queensland. An enormous
quantity of Southern goods is purchased
annually by this State; but, if the people in
the sugar areas curefully noted the articles
representing Southern 1mports and stead-
fastly declined to purchase these things, the
Southern interests would realise that “they
could not continue to attack this State
without some form of reprisals. The attack
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upon Queensland industries has been deliber-
ately launched by an idiotic Government
backed by Southern interests; and it is of
such a drastic nature that drastic measures
are necessary to bring them to a realisation
of their responsibilities. Either they believe
that the people of Queensland have not the
intelligence of a ten-year-old youngster, or
else they are so politically biassed that they
are prepared to destroy the industries in the

greatest State of the Commonwealth, The
veople of Quecnsland should arisc and

torcibly inform the people of the South that
they will not tolerate the attacks any
longer.

Mr. MaxweLL: Send them a letter.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
It is all very well for the hon. member for
Toowong to make such a foolish interjection.
He is the type of man who would sell his
own country. e would sit down and let
them do these things, never lifting a finger
to defend Queensland.
Mr. MaxweLL: You have done a lot.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
Mentally, the hon. member should be in the
centre of his electorate.

Mr. MaxwerL: You are not a
lander at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

No; except that I have been here for
twenty-five years, and during that time I
have done a damned sight more work for
the State than the hon. member. (Laughter.)
I have made this my State.

Mr. MaxwerL: Of course you have.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I have nothing to complain about.

Mr. MaxweLL: Don't I know it?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
This State gave me an opportunity that
none of the other States have given me.

Mr. MaxwerLL: That is right.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
That is the reason why I say that oppor-
tunity should be given to any other Aus-
tralian who likes to come here and take
advantage of what this State has to offer
instead of the Federal Government attempt-
ing to destroy its industries. An hon. mem-
ber opposite in the course of a speech the
other day mentioned that the population of
Queensland was increasing while at the same
time the population of other States was
decreasing. Why? Because Queensland
offers greater opportunities to the individual
than any other State in Australia. It is in
defence of those opportunities that I am
speaking. Tt is in defence of those oppor-
tunities that I advised the action I did. The
hon. member for Toowong possibly over-
looked the fact that there are probably a
dozen members in this Parliament who came
from the other States, among them his own
Leader. Ie saw better opportunities in
Queensland. FHe saw that he could not malke
the same quality cheese in Victoria as he
could in Quecensland or get the same profits.
T am proud of the fact that I have lived
for twenty-five years in Queensland; and I
am proud of the fact that I had the oppor-
tunities that have come my way, and that
I have made good use of them. That is the
reason why I stand up for Queensland, the
greatest State in Australia. (Hear, hear!)

During the debate on the Prickly-pear
Land and Forestry Bill numbers of inter-
jections were made in reference to certain

Queens-
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I was asked to produce those letters,
which I promised to do. Tt is a fairly long
story, but, like fairy stories, it ends hap-
pily in s¢ far as one man is concerned.

The first letter I desire to read is from
the Deputy Forester at Atherton to Kenny
Brothers—

“ With reference to recent representa-
tions by the Hon. the Minister for
Mines, and Messrs. Hardings Limited, in
connection with your haulage contract
with this depaltment I have to advise
that the high interest charged by
Hardings Limited appears to cover all
the risks invoived, and that the risks
accordingly should apparently be borne
by that firm.

“ Are we to understand that the pro-
posal is to transfer Hardings’ agreement
as well as other assets to the depart-
ment if it should accept the liabilities?

“1 have also to advise that T have
been successful in placing orders for
large supplies of walnut for America,
and it 1s thought that proportion of
the resultant haulage in connection with
same being secured by you will some-
what alleviate the position in regard to
your creditors.”

The following letter was written to the Secre-
tary for Public Lands:—

“I am enclosing herewith letter from
Hardings Limited, Malanda, with
reference to Kenny Brothers contract. 1
would be glad if you would advise me
of the position and the decision arrived
at in this matter so that I can pass it
on.”

‘That letter is signed, ‘‘ George Duffy.” The
next letter is from Harding Brothers to
Mr. Duffy, and reads—
“ Hardings Limited,
“ Malanda, 28th August, 1931.
“Mr. G. A. Duffy,
“ Parliament House,
“ Brisbare.

“Dear Sir,—I understand that Kennv
Brothers’ position has been discussed by
the Cabinet in camera, and it was sug-
gosted that we were charging 17 per
cent. on overdue accounts. You can
guarantee your party, if they can find
a client who is charged over 8 per cent.
on our books, that they can confiscate
the account. We have been paying 8
per cent. to the bank ourselves, and if
we are pushed for this account of Kennys’

we will have to put a hundred on to the
road to get enough to meet it—a thing
we do not wish to have to do.

fetters.

“We would be glad if you would see
the Minister for Mines, and also Mr. H.
Walker, Minister for Agriculture, on this
matter.

“Waugh and Joscphson will be call-
ing oun vou to represent us when you are
having conference with the Ministry; if
there is any information you require,
wire us at Malanda; you could give us
some idea of what thoir objections are
for not assisting the business. Cabinet
were to have had a conference with us
the day I left, but when it came to the
last minute they wired they were too
busy.

¢ Things arc quiet on the Tableland;
we will see you at Malanda Show.

[19 OcToBER.]
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“Thanking you for your attention in
this matter.
“ Yours faithfully,
“ IARDINGS LIMITED,
“per J. Lynch, Director.”
Remember, the Cabinet held a meeting in
camera, and later on arrangements were
made for the reprecsentative of Messrs. Waugh
and Josephson to consult with the Cabinet.
The next document is—
¢ Telegram.
“7th October, 1931,
¢ Forestry,
‘“ Brisbane.

“ Fifteen hundred will clear tractor
Mortgage property three thousand Bank
valuation eight thousand Position truck
log hauler same as reported memo,
except orders Fifty pounds month will
be deducted Not likely log hauler be

repossessed. Could work contract with-
out lorry.
“ DAwson.”
“Mr. Ross, of W. and J., called;

stated that his company had heard that
Cabinet was considering maling pay-
ment for the tractor, and asked for
urgent decision, as others were desirous
of taking delivery. W. and J. repre-
sentative in N.Q.; advised that Kenny
Bros. had somewhat neglected the trac-
tor, and already a number of spare parts
were necessary. Mr, Ross states that he
thinks about £1,700 is due on the tractor,
The new purchaser is prepared to pay
more than the amount due. 1 advised
that the matter would be considered by
the Minister, probably to-day, and W.
and J. would be advised of result.

“CJ.T.

¢ 8-10-31.

“No action can be taken on Govern-
ment part to help Messrs. Kenny Bros.
that incurs financial aid.

‘“ Advise Kenny Bros. to consult a
solicitor re possibility of relief under
Mortgagors Relief Act.

“W.A.D.
¢ 8-10-3L.”
As in the fairy story, one man turns out all
right in the finish.
Mr. Moore: What are you trying to
show ?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. gentleman will sce in due course—
““13th October, 1931

“ Dear Mr. Atherton,—With reference
to your personal representations on
behalf of Messrs. Kenny Brothers, of
Minbun, relative to their request for
A sistance in connection with the com-
pletion of purchase of tractor, I have to
advise that the matter has received my
serious consideration, but in all the cir-
cumstances I am unable to accede to
their request.

“T understand that it has been sug-
gested that Messrs, Kenny Brothers seek
relief under the Mortgagors Relief Act,
and if they do this, doubtless the action
of repossession can at least be deferred.

“Yours faithfully,
“(Sgd.) W. A. DEeacon,
“ Minister for Lands.
“ Hon. K. A. Atherton, M.L..A.,
¢ Minister for Mines,
““ Brisbane.”
Mr. Moore: What is it all about?

Hon. H. A. Bruce.]
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. gentleman will find out in the
end; he knows as well as I do what it is
about.

¢ 17th November, 1931.
“ Dear Sirs,—I have your letter of
28th ultimo relative to the repossession
of caterpillar tractor by Messrs. Waugh
and Josephson.

“1 am advised by the Forestry Board
that a telegraphic communcation received
frorr' the deputy forester, Atherton, on
17th ultimo, indicated that you had
advised him you could arrange finance
if your contract period was extended two
years. This was immediately agreed to
subject to certain conditions, and it was
thought tlat the matter of finance was
then settled.

“T am given to understand that no
guarantee of continuity of employment
was made when you accepted the con-
tract, and you can readily understand
the impracticability of falling and haul-
ing logs for which there was no market.

“T am advised that your promissory
notes to Messrs. Waugh and Josephson
for payment of the caterpillar were
endorsed by Messrs. Hardings Limited,
which this firm was to receive certain
interest, and I am at a loss to under-
stand by the guarantors’ security was
not accepted.

‘“ Also, previous to advising you to
apply to the court for relief under the
Mortgagors Relief Act, I had the best
legal advice available that this Act
would apply in your case. I have been
informed again that your case was one
to which the Act applied.

1 regret the inconvenience caused
you and sincerely hope you will success-
fully see the contract through.

“Your faithfully,
“ MINISTER FOR LANDS.
“ Messrs. Kenny Brothers,
“ Minbun, North Queensland.
¢ B.C.—The Deputy IForester,
‘“ Atherton.
¢ 17th November, 1931.”

The main point is as follows. On 24th May,
1952, one month before the election, the
following letter was reccived :—
¢ Minister for Lands Deacon writes
Attorney-General Macgroarty, then act-
ing as Minister for Lands.

“If you can get approval for this it
will save money for the department as
the proposed new road will decrease
costs of haulage and it will also relicve
Atherton considerably, He has been
haunted by Kenny Brothers (no rela-
tion to our Mr. Kenny) for some time,
especially now. They want to get out
and it will be best for all to let them
get out.”

All these letters prove conclusively that
Kenny Brothers had no claim whatever. The
Secretary for Public Lands had written
letter after letter stating that there was no
claim, yet a month prior to the election
they advised the payment of £300 because
it would relieve Mr. Atherton in his elec-
tion campaign because Kenny Brothers were
haunting him. This is the recommendation
of Mr. Deacon to Mr. Macgroarty, which
was adopted by a special Cabinet of three

[Hon. H. A. Bruce.
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wembers, and the resolution carried in
Cabinet was—

“ Pay Kenny Brothers £900 cash.”

These are the people who criticise the Labour
Party in so far as election promises are
concerned. The whole of the cérrespondence
proves coneclusively that Kenny Brothers were
entitled to no compensation; that they had
a contract which they should carry out.
Then in May, 1932, a month prior to the
elections, Mr. Deacon sent an ‘¢ S.0.8.” as
a result of a letter written to him by Mr.
Atherton suggesting that Kenny Brothers
be paid £900 as it would assist Mr. Ather-
ton in the election campaign. Kenny was
paid the £900, and during the last few days
of the election contest he actively cam-
paigned for the ex-Secretary for Mines.

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

Mr. ROBERTS (East Toowoombu; [8
p.m.] I have listened attentively to the
Secretary for Public Works, and I regret
that he has shown a lack of courtesy whicl: is
due from a Minister. I certainly expected
that he would have observed the dignity asso-
ciated with the position of a Minister of the
Crown. I do not quite understand the
references h: has made during the ten
minutes he has taken to read the corres-
pondence he has dealt with; but I know
that, if the ex-Secretary for Public Lands
signed his name to a document, the utmost
reliance can be placed on the documens. I
have known the cx-Secretary for Public
Lands for upwards of thirty vears, and I
will vouch for it that he did not sign the
document which has been quoted without
believing it to be in the interests of the
State.

In listening to the oration delivered by
the Minister, onc would assume that the
Government of which the ex-Sceretary for
Public Lands was a member had done
nothing for the State of Qucensland, Does
the Minister not remember that Labour came
into power in 1915, and that the position in
which the Moore Government found them-
selves when they came into office was occa-
sioned by the action of the previous Labour
Governments in endeavouring to carry out
what was called “ Socialism in our Time ?”’
I have in my hand the little red book which
was issued by the Labour Government in
1918. T was reminded of it when the Minis-
ter gave his wonderful oration o the expen-
diture of public money in the erection of
buildings. Let me say that the erection of
school buildings and teachers’ residences
under the conditions he talked about was
planned and arranged and carried into
operation before the present Government
came into power. It was undertaken by the
ex-Secretary for Public Works and ex-Secre-
tary for Public Instruction, the hon. member
for Logan. That was the policy of the Moore
Government, and the present Government
are only carrying out that policy. I would
ask the Minister who made the report to
the effect that it would be to the advantage
of the State to build school residences for
teachers instead of the teachers having to
rent houses? It was the officers of the
department who made the report at the
request of the ex-Secretary for Public Works
and Public Instruction. There is no credit
whatever to be attached to this Government
so far as that is concerned.
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Government members talk about a lot of
things they are going to do. We have
heard Beerguuum mentioned. The Secretary
for Agriculture talked about the thousand
homes they were going to provide for
farmers. o has talked about making 1,000
boys into farmers, and about having 1,000
farms ready for those boys when they have
gained experience.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
What is wrong with that?

Mr. ROBERTS: There is nothing wrong
with it if the State can afford to pay for it.
What is wrong with it is to read in the
public press that the scheme is deferred
for six or twelve months. If it is a good
thing, why not go on with it?

Tho SECRETARY TOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
We are going on with it.

Mr. ROBERTS: I will read from page 104
of ““ Socialism at Work ”

¢ Beerburrum was the first soldier
settlement on which men have been placed
on their holdings. The scheme adopted
there is to be extended to the other
group settlements.”

A little later on we find this paragraph,
under the heading, ‘‘The Results to
date 7—

“More than six months have elapsed
since the first blocks were selected at
Beerburrum by returned soldiers, and
the men have all held to their farms
and speak enthusiastically about their
prospects. Many are marrying and most
have come to regard their blocks as
permanent homes.”

Unfortunately, they were not homes, but the
Government are sending them back to that
land. If it turns out to be a success this
time, I shall be glad. 1 regret, however, that
the Government are repeating an expeument
which turned out so dismally for themselves
and the people who took up this land pre-
viously. That land could have been selected
many years before at 2s. 6d. per acre. For
years 1t was offered to the public, with a
railway running alongside it, but nobody
took 1t; and 1t is remarkable that this
Government on two occasions should select
it for settlement and the expenditure of
pubic money. It looks to me as if they are
out for absolute failure.

The hon. member for Kurilpa seems to have
given a good deal of attention to the
remarks of many hon. members who have
spoken in this debate. I do not propose to
follow his example, beyond mentioning two or
three hon. members whose speeches I have
heard to-day. ‘The hon. member spoke
about the other States and their loans;
and undoubtedly borrowed money is one of
the causes of our difficulties. In Queens-
land and elscwhere much of our public debt
represents money borrowed by men of
political opinions similar to those of the

hon. member. When Labour took office,
Queensland’s loan indebtedness was
£44,276,000 and the intercst bill was

£1,635,000 annually. When they went out
of ofﬁce the public debt was £112,338,979,
and the interest bill £5 ,214,595 annually
Is it any wonder that Quebnsland has got
into the financial position in which she
finds herself? The only thing that is likely
to put us on an even keel is an increase of
population, and unfortunately the Labour
Party’s policy does not assist us there. I
recognise, of course, that in our present
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position we cannot even find work for our
own people.

We have listened to this debate for over
a week, and have not yet heard one
suggestlon from the Government side that
is calculated to inerease the real wealth of
the State. Relief work is not going to get
us anywhere. The Government say that
they do not want to retain that system
permanently. I give them credit for that,
but they proceed as if they have no expecta-
tion of anything better. They talk about
the standard of living, and certain rates of
wages. As I said yesterday, how many men
in this State can find employment at those
rates? Is it not a fact that, unfortunately,
over one-third of our populatlon are
unemployed ?

Let me make another comparison, based
on their fourteen or fifteen years of office.
These figures are interesting—

1915 1931

Population ... 680,463 962,433

Numbetr of factories ... 1,775 2,172
Number of factory

employees .. 42,079 46,113

During the fourteen years of Labour rule
the population in Queensland increased by
280,000, the number of factories increased
by 400 but the number of factory employees
increased by only 400, or less than 4 per
cent. That i1s the result of the activities
of the Labour Government—a (overnment
composed of representatives who allege that
they represent the interests of the workers.

Reference has been made to the Too-
woomba foundry during this debate. I said
during the election campaign, and I say it
again in this Chamber, that my action 1n
connection with the Toowoomba foundry
was in the best interests of the men
employed therein, in the best interests of
the City of Toowoomba, and in the best
interests of the State of Queensland, 1
would be prepared to take the sane action
again in similar circumstances. I was pre-
pared to make the matter an issue at the
last election in the Kast Toowoomba elec-
torate. What was the position? Guriffiths
Bros. were prepared to provide employment,
and probably 10 per cent. additional employ-
ment, at not less than the basic wage 1n
CQueensland, which was considerably higher
than the basic wage in the other States of
the Commonwealth. The Industrial Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Act passed by the
late Government empowered the Industrial
Court to take into consideration the effect
of Southern competition upon a Queensland
imdustry and to make a special award for
that industry. After hearing evidence and
the parties concerned, the court ultimately
decided that it was ]u%tlﬁed in making a
special award for the Toowoomba foundry.
but there were immediately rumours of
strike. However, work proceeded for a
number of days, "but on the da¥ prior to
the date upon which the award was to
operate an appeal was lodged by the union.
In the meantime Guiffiths Bros. “proposed to
pay a certain wage and to pay a certain
amount to suspense account pending the
hearing of the appeal. As the time for the
hearing of the appeal approached, the
employees concerned stated that they would
strike if the decision went against them:;
but wiser counsels prevailed. They realised
that they could not seek the protection of
the Industrial Court whilst a threat of

Mr. Roberts.]
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strike was in the air, and it was publicly
announced that there would be no strike.
The Toowoomba foundry was held up again
on another occasion, and for three inonths
the matter dragged wearily through the
court. No court should be allowed to hold
up industry for a period of three months.
There should be a much speedier way of
dealing with industrial questions. Tf this
unfortunate trouble had been scttled within
a weck, the present unsatisfactory position
would not have arisen. The continued
adjournments of this matter by the court
are, to my way of thinking, totally wrong.
Some provision should be made in the Act
so that such matters could be considered
matters of urgency, the same as strikes. I
have yet to know why the court should take
three months to come to a final determina-
tion, There is no doubt that determination
will cventually come. If that determination
is for the good of the employees, then
it will certainly be in the interests of Too-
woomba, because the interests of the men
are wrapped up in the interests of Too-
woomba, and the welfare of Toowoomba is
largely dependent on the expansion of this
industry.

The TREASURER: Do you say that the
appeal has not yct been heard by the cours?

Mr. ROBERTS: The appeal has been
heard, but no decision has yet been given.
No one knows what effect that decision will
have on the operations of the Toowoomba
foundry and whether Griffiths Brothers will
be able to compete with Southern manufac-
turers. My object in speaking on this mat-
ter is to point out that representatives of
Labour cannot on any occasion see any good
in the individual or individuals who have
the responsibility of finding the wages. I
have worked myvsclf as an employee, and have
given work as an employer, and I know
something about the matter. It is all right
for an hon. member to make a specch on
the Goovernment side to suit the man outside;
but it gets the men nowhere. A private
employer is in a totally different position
to the Government. It does not matter
whether there is a shilling in the till of the
Government or not, money is found in order
to pay the salaries and wages of the public
servants. It is not so with the private
employer. Once the banking account of a
private employer is in dcbit, the difficulty
of finance arises. That is a difficulty which
is always overlooked in dealing with thesc
matters. Something should be said in favour
of the Toowoomba Foundry Company. We
have heard a lot of talk about building up
industries in this State; and declarations
have been made of the injury which the
Commonwealth Government have done to
Queensland in connection with the delibera-
tions at Ottawa; but here is an instance
where the ideals of the members of the
present Government are injuring industry
in Queensland. Hers is an industry which
has becn injured considerably by those ideals.
I can assure hon. members that the Too-
woomba Foundry Company is facing con-
siderable difficulty. It {s facing Southern
competition where the wages are lower and
the hours of work longer. It is endeavour-
ing to establish an industry in Toowoomba
right away from the scaboard, where the
average man would not think of establish-
ing an industry. It may seem a remarkable
thing to say it; but, if I desired to establish
an industry similar to that of the Toowoomba
Foundry Company, I would not do so in

{Mr. Roberts.
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Toowoomba. I would establish it close to
wherc I could obtain all my materials. The
Toowoomba Foundry Company was estab-
lished many vears ago, when wages were not
so circumscribed as they are now. It has
turned out skilled tradesmen, and has given
work which has enabled many men to estab-
lish homes and rcar their families in Too-
woomba—men of whom the city is proud. I
would be recreant to my duty if I did mnot
try to do something to assist these works to
continue their operations in Toowoomba. The
Government do not help us at all. This is
the point I wish to make, and I have no
wish to be offensive. The Government do
not help us, because they only look at the
interests of onc side, and do not view the
position in the light of the public interests.

I have heard public men say that we should
have business men to dctermine industrial
matters. 1 subscribe to that view. Hon.
members cannot tell me—and I do not say
this with any desire to be offensive—that
the gentlemen occupying the bench of the
Industrial Court to-day are competent to
deal with every matter that arises. It is
all right to talk about their competency in
sifting evidence; but it is practical cxperi-
ence we wani on such tribunals, and not
theoretical Lknowledge.

The latest figures which I have been able
to obtain in regard to the importation of
agricultural machinery into Queensland from
the South within a six months period—and
this is continually going on—show that
£55,000 worth of machinery has been
imported. That machinery could have been
madc by the Toowomba Foundry Company,
who specialise in that class of work, and
probably by firms in other centres. All that
machinery should have becen made by the
Toowoomba Foundry Company under cer-
tain conditions; but, instead of that, £55,000
worth was imported from other States. ILet
us now see what has been done so far as
Queensland is concerned in trying to sell
something to the other States. We find
that #£4,500 svorth of machinery was sold
by Quecnsland for use In the other States,
and of that £4,123 was sold by the Too-
woomba Foundry Company. I can antici-
pate that the Secretary for Labour and
Industry will tell us that, because the Too-
woomba Foundry Company was able to do
that small business, it is an indication that
it can compete successfully., That is non-
sense.  Articles can be manufactured and
actually placed on the market at a loss to
the manufacturing firm, who do that in order
to explore the market. It may be all right
for the Minister to say that, because Griffiths
Brothers sold £4,129 worth of machinery,
they were doing so at a profit.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
They are making a fair profit.

Mr. ROBERTS: Their idea is to conduct
operations on mass production methods to
enable them to compete at a profit.

When dcaling with this question I ftry
to be fair. I know, and I say fearlessly, that
Griffiths Brothers as individuals are diffi-
cult to get on with. They have their own
ideas of running their business. They are
of what might be called the old type, who
say, “ This is our business, and we want to
run it in our own way.” It is unfortunate
that they are of that nature. I have known
these men for a lifetime. I knew them at
school, I know how determined thcy are;
and I realise how they view the question of
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running their business and being controlled
from outside. It is, perhaps, regrettable that,
under the regulations which a business must
accept or cease operations altogether, they
do not adapt themselves more readily.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
That is very good advice.

Mr. ROBERTS: I have given them that
advice, and they have listened to it. They
know their position; but they are finding the
money, and, if they are not prepared to
run the business, who is it that suffers?
Unfortunately, it is the employees in the
first instance, and the city of Toowoomba in
the second instance.

No one regrets morc than I do that, fol-
lowing the amended legislation which was
passed last year, this position has been
created in connection with the Toowoomba
Foundry Company. I am merely making
these statements to-night in view of the dis-
cussion which has taken place, and in an
endeavour to let hon. members know what
the position is. Apart altogether from poli-
tical considerations, I sincerely hope that
some effort will be made by which a way
out may be found and that business enabled
to work successfully again.

Is it likely that Queensland is going to
make any strides in land settlement under
the policy of the present Government? Have
they forgotten the sums of moner which
the previous Labour Government spent on
commissions and reports? They introduced
various forms of legislation to encourage land
settlement; but even before they went out

1900/14., Acres.
Selections 1900 23,755,676
1914 69,138,080
Increase 45,382,504

Add area frecholded—

1910 to 1914 2,906,361
Total Increase 48,258,365
Comparison of 5-year periods—
1909/14. Acres.

Selections 1909 42,671,627

1914 69,138,080
Increase 26,466,453

Add area freeholded—
1910 to 1914 044,998
Total Increase 27,411,451
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of office thev had to abandon
legislation to make it possible for people
to cultivate land in Queensland. I under-
stand that it is their intention to reintroduce
the perpetual leasehold system. I can hardly
think there is any sanity in that. They say,
“This is our policy, and we are going to
have it, right or wrong.” They have had
experience. They have the rccords in the
Lands Department; and surely they cannot
desire to do well for Queensland when they
arc putting the perpetual leasehold system
into effect again. I received a letter the
other day from the Secretary for Public
Lands saying that the policy of the Govern-
ment was perpetual leasehold tenure, and
that a proposal started during the regime
of the late Government could not be gone
on with.

Mr. Kenny: The Minister said they would
honour all agreements.

Mr. ROBERTS: They are not honouring
an agreement in this case. I assume that
the Lands Department was dealing with this
matter before the Labour Government came
into power. However, I shall look up the
matter and ascertain the facts. I quite
believe that it was the intention of the
Government when that announcement was
made to honour all agreements made with
the late Governinent, whatever may have
happened later. I was dealing a moment
ago with the perpetual leasehold system and
land settlement generally and the following
table shows how secttlement decrecased under
the Labour Government—

their own

The Year 1927 (latest year for which statistics available)—

Sclections 31/12/26 ..

31/12/27 ..

Decrease .. .
Add areas frecholded during 1927

Net Decrease .. .

That is the position so far as the land settle-
ment policy is concerned. We know that,
if this State is to progress at all in the next
few vears, it will have to be through land
settlement. I make a definite challenge
to the Government that their land policy
will show no improvement in our affairs.
It is no use going on the lines of the Labour
Governments in the past, which have proved
so disastrous to Queensland. I sincerely hope

1914/28. Acres.
1914 69,138,080
1928 89,269,408
Increase 20,131,328
1915 to 1928 1,461,159
Total Increase 21,592,487
1922/27, Acres,
1922 90,536,623
1927 99,331,221
Decrease 1,205,402
1923 to 1927 701,252
Net Decrease 504,150
Acres.
.. . . . 92,585,624
. . 89,331,221
. . . . 3,254,403
. . . . 177,663
. .. . . 3,076,740

that at the earliest possible moment their
policy in this respect will be changed. I am
not finding fault with the Government for
carrying out their policy. They have made
a pledge to the people, and, unfortunately.
the crucial question with regard to land
settlement was not put to the front at that
time. The cry of the people in 1929 was
“Change the Government!”; and in 1932
they said, “ Things are hard enough now,

Mr. Eoberis.]
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and can’t be any worse; we will give the
other chaps a chance.” That is what hap-
pened, and I regret it. I feel satisfied that
the lines on which the Government have
started to administer the affairs of Qucens-
land are not in any way going to improve
our condition, but are going to send us
speedily back to the condition we were in in
1929.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny) [8.31 p.m.]: I wish
to say a few words on the Financial State-
ment before it goes through, because
remarks have been made by irresponsible
and responsible members on the other side,
some of which ought to be controverted.

When the last Budget was brought in the
present Treasurer characterised it as the
most lamentable Budget that had ever been
brought into this Chamber. He has created
a new record, and brought down a Budget
that is even more lamentable than the one
of the last year. The unfortunate part is
that, after putting forward his suggestions
and everything which he deems should be
put before the people, we find it is not worth
a snap of the fingers, because on page 13
he says that ecverything depends on the
revenue. We all know that 1t depends on
the revenue, and he is supposed to take into
f)onsideration what the revenue is going to

e

The SECRETARY FOR L:ABOUR AND INDUSIRY:
Why did your Treasurer not do that?

Mr. MOORE: I do not want to talk to
the hon. member, who does not know any-
thing about it. The Treasurer is the one
who may know something about iv. The
Secretary for Public Works gave a long and
uninteresting tirade in order to give a little
kick to the ex-Secretary for Mines, and read
letters which did not convey anything to
anyone. He knew about it, but nobody else
had the slightest interest in it, and the gist
of it was that the ex-Secretary for Public
Lands advised that a certain contract should
be closed and the parties recompensed,
because it was going to be for the benefit
of the State. The Minister wanted to leave
that part out of it. All he wanted to do
was to give a little bit of a rub to a man
who had been defeated.

The SECRETARY FOR LAROUR AND INDUSIRY:
You are very angry about it.

Mr. MOORE: I am not angry about it.
It was contemptible on the part of a Minis-
ter of the Crown to get down to the position
of wanting to kick a man who had been
defeated and to bring departmental corres-
pondence here for that purpose. It seems
a miserable sort of thing to do; but that is
what we have to listen to here from Minis-
gers of the Crown.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY :
You had no compunetion in trying to kick
Mr. Theodore when he was down.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. MOORT: We have had a conglomera-
tion of figures from the opposite side. We
have had a reply from this side, which sug-
gested that the figures were not likely to be
realised. We have had a suggestion from
an accountant on this side, who said that
the figures had been badly put together, and
that the whole system of bookkeeping is
wrong, and we have had further suggestions
from the other side with regard to figures.
We have had further questions raised as to
whether the accounts are kept properly or
not: whether the figures put forward by the
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Treasurer are likely to be realised or not.
All this may be very interesting; but the
real thing we have to realise is that account-
ancy and arithmetic are not going to pull
this country out of its difficulties. It is the
agriculturist and the primary producer who
will do that, and the things we want to
know are: What attempt is to be made to
put these industries in a position in which
they can pull the country out of its diffi-
culties? What is the Government’s policy
in this respect? What are they going to do?
The SECRETARY FOR LABOTUR AND INDUSTRY :
What did the Federal Government do?

Mr. MOORE: I do not know what the
hon. gentleman would do without the
Federal Government. The last time we were
in Opposition the whole of the time of the
Government was taken up by saying, ‘If
we had the power, everything would be all
right and there would be no unemployment;
but we have not the power, because there
is not a Federal Liabour Government.” Then
they got the opportunity they had been
asking for, but unemployment increased
about 300 per cent. Since the TFederal
Labour Government went out of office, and
the Lyons Government were returned to
power, the cry of hon. members opposite
has been, “ What can we do to get out of
our difficulties? We blame the Lyons Co-
vernment. If we had nationalised banking,
it would be all right.” There is always
something they have not got! It reminds
e of the story of the plumber who goes
to a house to do a job and on arrival finds
that he has to go back for his tools—he
cannot do anything without them. Hon.
members always have to go back to get
something they have not got.

The late Government did a great many
things for our vital industries. We gave the
cotton industry a guarantee which was
worth £30,000. To the wheat industry we
gave a price higher than was obtained in
any other country in the world.

The SEcreTaRY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
did you give the miller?

Mr. MOORE: The miller and the con-
sumer were both all right. There is no city
in Australia where bread can be bought as
cheaply as Brisbane, as hon. members may
sec by advertisemrents in the papers. Hon.
members opposite reem to be very grieved
that somebody mar be making a profit. They
think the miller should be put in such a
position that he cannot make anything and
will have to go insolvent. That is always
their point of view—they scem to be afraid
that somebody will make a profit and be
able to give employment. hey ought to
be thankful that the milling industry worked
full time last year and ecmployed all its
employees at the highest rate of wages, and
that it gristed all the wheat grown in Queens-
land, and that it was all sold in Queensland.
They ought to be glad that the industry
was able to work three shifts and make a
profit. What is wrong with hon. members?
Is it not the aim and object of the present
Government to see that Queensland pro-
duces commodities to meet her own needs
and give employment to her people?

We helped the meat industry bccause we
carried out the recommendations of the
Beef Cattle Industry Commission. We gave
extensions of leases, a reduction in freights,
and secured the abattoirs—in fact, we car-
ried out the whole of the recommendations
made by the commission.

What
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To the dairying industry we gave a lease
of the cold stores in order that it could
control the industry from the time the milk
is taken from the cow until the butter is
put on the boat.

On the other hand, what is the present
GGovernment’s position? What have they done
for these industries? They are the lineal
descendants of the people who made the
squatters squeal, who commandeered all the
butter in Queensland so that the Secretary
for Agriculture could get up in this Cham-
ber and say, “I am the only butter seller
in Queensland, because I have commandeered
all the butter in this State, and I am selling
it 42s. per cwt. less than it can be purchased
for in New South Wales.”” They are the
people who increased the freights on wool
and sheep and stock over 100 per cent.; they
are the people who passed what we know
as the ‘ Repudiation Act,”” for which the
people of this country are paying an enor-
mous amount of interest to the United States
of America because the Government could
not get the money they wanted in London.
That is the sort of thing we get from hon.
members opposite in the way of assistance
to these industries. The other night we
had the Secretary for Public Instruction
talking in a most beautiful way about the
importance of the country. He said—

“It is the people who live in the
cities who have profited by the people
who live in the country. There is no
question about that. Hon. members may
think otherwise; but it is the city that
has sat on the shoulders of the pro-
ducers from the beginning of time, and
still sits upon the shoulders of the pro-
ducers. It is wuseless to say, as hon.
members on the other side say, ‘ Oh, it
is the worker.” They say the Govern-
ment have no concern for anyone but
the worker.”

I interjected, and the Minister apparently
became annoyed. I interjected, ¢ What do
they care for the woolgrower?”” You can
judge just how much they care for the wool-
growers by their actions and by their endea-
vours 1o assist them. I endeavoured to
assist the woolgrowers by granting them
extensions of leases and by reducing the
rents. I endeavoured to assist them in every
possible way, and the Government were
criticised unmercifully for it. We recog-
nised that the industry was of national
importance; but immediately the present
Government were returned to power they
decided to impose additional railway freights,
involving £325,000. That is to be taken from
the pockets of the people in the country.
Is that the way to help them? I cannot
understand the point of view of the Govern-
ment. Tt is all very well to talk like that;
but. you can judge the Government only by
their actions Have they endeavoured to
assist the primary industries at all?

During the election campaign we heard
quite a lot about the “ Great Bread Ramp.”
Immediately they were returned to power
the Government did exactly the opposite to
what was expected. Instead of granting
assistance to the primary industries, they
proceded to add additional burdens. Does
anybody mean to suggest that the imposi-
tion of the super land tax is going to assist
the people in the country?

Mr. Forgvy: You did it for two vears.
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Mr. MOORE: Hon. members opposite
seem to think that because someone did
something years ago they arc justified in
doing the same thing to-day.

Mr. W. J. CorLey: Only two years ago.

Mr, MOORE: I do not intend to bother
my head about the hon. member for
Bulimba. The imposition of a super land
tax is a tax upon capital, and amounts to
a mortgage upon the property of the people
who are trying to develop this country.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY :
What percentage is paid by the legitimate
farmer?

Mr. MOORE: Does the hon. gentleman
think that nobody lives in the country but
farmers? There are other people engaged
in primary production in the interests of this
country as well as farmers,

The SecrRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
What percentage is paid by the people in
the city?

Mr. MOORE: Tt does not matter if it is
only & per cent., the important thing to
remember is that these 1ndustries should
be encouraged. Are the Government
encouraging these industries by reimposing
the super land tax; and are they encourag-
ing them by increasing railway freights as
soon as they are returned to power?

Mr. Forey: It is paid by the city interests.

Mr. MOORE: If the hon. member will
take the trouble to read the report of the
Commissioner of Taxes, he will find that
approximately omne-half is borne by the
country and one-half by the city. About
£89,000 is paid by the country: and what 1is
paid by the city is passed on to the pur-
chasers of the various commodities.

The present Government are the lineal
descendants of those who paid the Queens-
land . wheat-growers 3s. per bushel for
wheat and at the same time paid the
Argentine growers 8s. per bushel; and that
went on for some time. Their actions create
a certain amount of suspicion, because t.hey
are the lineal descendants of previous
Labour Governments, and they are carrying
out the same policy. TFirst of all they
altered the land tenure and compelled the
individual to accept a tenure that he did not
desire. That statement is amply confirmed
by the fact that the landholders converted
to freehold as soon as they were given the
opportunity. If we are to encourage land
settlement, we must grant that type or tenure
that the settler requires; and we should not
compel him to accept the tenure that the
Government desire him to have.

Mr. ForeY: Does the new tenure increase
his crop?

Mr. MOORE: No; but there are many
other things that it does. The leasehold
tenure does not provide him with an
adequate security upon which to borrow,
except from the Crown. With a leasehold
tenure the local authorities have considerable
difficulty in obtaining arrears of rates
because they are unable to bring pressure
to bear or to realise upon the property.
The hon. member knows that.

Mr. RoBERTS: Hon. members opposite do
not appreciate a leasehold tenure them-
selves.

Mr. MOORE: No. Prior to the elections
there was a great deal of talk about the

Mr. Moore.]
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difference between socialism and indivi- lin, L. G. Melville, R. C. Mills, and Edward
dualism and what the former was going to Shann.

provide and of what the Government The TREASURER: The statement has been

mtended to do; but since their return to
power the only “ ism ’ that has concerned
them has been ‘‘ opportunism.” Their policy
is to see what they can do in order to get
the most votes, and how they can spend tgﬁe
most money to get the grandest political
advantage for themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR I’UBLIC WORKS:
the £900 a month before the election.

Mr. MOORE: Anything that was done
by the ex-Secretary for Public Lands was
thoroughly honest and in the interests of
the country.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: It was
done by the Cabinet.

Mr. MOORE: Although it was done by
three members of the Cabinet, I am per-
fectly satisfied that they did not do any-
thing but what was in the interests of the
country. I am satisfied that the Secretary
for Public Works made the statement to try
to have a little kick at the ex-Secretary for
Mines, from whom he won his present seat
His attitude is rather paltry.

The hon. member for Rockhampton was
put up after the ex-Treasurer, and made a
long speech about the frightful position that
Queensland was in when the Government
took office, and he spoke of all the supposed
sins of omission and commission of the late

Like

Government. He occupied the time of this
Chamber for an hour, and made very heavy
weather of his task. The hon. member
remarked—

“ According to the hon. member for
Wynnum, Queensland has progressed, but
we are not aware of it. Kvidently we
lack sufficient intelligence to realise the
wonderful progress of Queensland under
the Moore Administration.”

What are the things that count in a question
like that? Is it not the number of people
employed, the rate of wages they are get-
ting, the amount of employment that is offer-
ing, and the c¢are that is taken of those who
happen to be unemployed.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY :
And the equitable distribution. of the
national income.

AIr, MOORE: Does that not come within
the category of the points I have just men-
tioned? If a number of the people are
employed, and they are receiving the rates
which are set down for them, and if a
number are unemployed and they are taken
care of, does that not involve an equitable
distribution of the national income? I desire
to bring forward a little evidence to show
the position we were in.

~ Mr. W. T. Kine: The people passed their
judgment on you long ago.

Mr. MOORE: The pcople passed judg-
ment on reports given by people who were
prejudiced, and who stated the case wrongly
to them. The people should have the right
side of the casc put before them from the
official reports in order to show what it
really is. Page 26 of the report of the April
Conference of Premiers shows that the real
wages in Queensland were by far the highest
in Australia. That is the main factor that
counts. That report was signed by Wallace
Bruce, chairman, G. 8. Colman, L. F. Gib-

[Mr. Moore.
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made in this Chamber that that report was
signed by all the Under Secretaries as well.

Mr. MOORE: The figures were naturally
prepared by the Registrar-General and
Under Secretaries of the States, but they
did not sign the report. On page 22 of the
report we find that Queensland, after taking
into consideration the figures from all the
other States, had by far the lowest number
of unemployed. The report shows that the
percentage of unemployment in New South
Wales was 31.8, while 1 Queensland it was
I quoted from page 11 of the
report yesterday to show that the real wages
in Queensland suffered a far smaller decrease
than the real wages in any other State in
the Commonwealth, That only goes to show
that in Queensland rcal wages were the
highest of any State, the cost of living was
the second lowest—South Australia was a
little lower—and that we looked after our
unemployed better than any other State.
We paid £32,000 more for the relief of unem-
ployment than was the case in Victoria,
although we only had less than one-third the
number of unemployed that there were in
that State. That shows that we treated them
better than any other State in the Com-
monwealth, I think that settles that point.

Myr. O’KEere: That is the end of that!

Mr. MOORE : It should be the end of it,
but, unfortunately, no matter what proof we
put forward, hon. members opposite always
say that we are wrong, and they persist in
repeating erroneous statements,

At 851 p.m.,

Mr. O’KeerE (Cairns), one of the panel of
Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chairman
in the chair.

Mr. MOORE: We had the following state-
ment made by the Secretary for Public
Instruction in commenting on the Estimates
prepared by the Moore Government last
year ;—

“Tt is obvious that the rough Esti-
mates were prepared as a prelude to the
reduction of the wages of workers in this
State to 10 per cent. below the ¢ Har-
vester ’ standard. That was established
in a statement made by Mr, Lyons.”

This afternoon we had the hon. member for
Kurilpa putting up some sort of argument
as if the hon. member were in a police court
and had to question every word that was
uttered. The hon. member gave the impres-
sion that we should be examined and cross-
examined, and that straws should be split.
I think hon. members opposite have quite a
wrong idea of the real position at Premiers’
Conferences. Representatives do not go there
to try to get the better of somebody else or
to make statements with the idea of covering
up something that is not intended to be said.
I think most of the State Premiers went there
definitely opposed to the report of the experts
and any reductions in wages. Each repre-
sentative attended the conference with the
definite object of trying to remedy the posi-
tion of Australia by facing the position and
seeing what other States were doing and what
the Comrmonwealth proposed to do, and what-
ever advice could be obtained. Representa-
tives have not gone there for the purpose of
political propaganda. In my experience no
one has gone there with that end in view;
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and any suggestion of such a thing would
be generally deprecated. Yet we find hon.
members like the hon. member for Kurilpa
taking each sentence, analysing each word
of the sentence, and putting a hidden mean-
ing on the words to try to read something
into the report which was never intended.
What is that done for? Not for the benefit
of the country, but in an endeavour to
secure some political advantage in order to
mislead the people.

Going back to the conferences that were
held in May and June, 1931, the first recom-
mendation that was made was that there
should be a reduction in wages similar to
what the Ifederal Arbitration Court had
given, namely, 10 per cent. below the cost
of living. No Government would agree to
that except the Commonwealth Government.
I do not want to cast any slurs on the Com-
monwealth Government. The fact is that
the matter had gone before the Federal Arbi-
tration Court, which had taken months to
investigate the whole position. After hear-
ing the evidence on both sides and studying
the economic position of the country, that
court thought it wise to give a 10 per cent.
reduction below the cost of living.

Mr. W. T. Kixc¢: That would be about
£2 18s.

Mr. MOORE: I could not say what it was
at that time; it would be £2 18s. now.
When the suggestion was made at that con-
ference that action was necessary to reduce
wages and everything else in accordance
with the Premiers’ Plan, no Premier agreed
to it. If it had been the desire of the Queens-
land Government to do that, they could have
carried it out; but they did not. They
agreed that they would curtail controllable
governmental expenditure by 20 per cent.

Mr. W. T. Kixe: You had an election
looming.

Mr. MOORE: No, I am speaking of what
occurred in 1931, We said at the time that
we had a tribunal that had been given power
to take into consideration the economic posi-
tion of the country, cost of living, and
everything else; and it rested entirely with
that tribunal. Every other State in the
Commonweatlh that had a State Arbitration
Court did the same thing. Victoria has
wages boards, which follow more or less
the Federal Arbitration Court. In Tas-
mania it is much the same. South Aus-
tralia and Western Australia iwer: very
definite on the point, and Queenstaad was
just as definite. In proof that e were
definite, we did nothing. We allowed the
Industrial Court to function as it considered
best, and we never made any suggestions
or anything else. The court was entirely
free and unhampered to do what it thought
right. We gave the court power to take
into consideration the economic position of
the country, and then we left it to the
court.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
And you removed 50 per cent. of the indus-
trialists from the court.

Mr. SizeR: And you have not put them
back.

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND INDUSTRY:
They are going back now. Some of them
have already been put back.

Mr. MOORE : It has been definitely stated
by the Treasurer by way of interjection that
the proposal was that complete industrial
power should be given to the Commonwealth
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to fix a basic wage and standard working
hours, that the Moore Government would
have done that had they been returned to
power, and that would have been the stan-
dard. There is absolutely no truth in that
statement.

The Treasurer: That was the method.

Mr. MOORE: It was not at all the
method. This afternoon the hon. member for
Kurilpa endeavoured to work in other parts
of the statement as proof. Because we sug-
gested a different basis under which the
unborn child would not be paid for—we
thought it would be better to pay child-
hood endowment—and because it was sug-
gested that under the conditions at present
operating an hourly rate might be of advan-
tage rather than rationing, that is taken
as proof positive that we agreed. Person-
ally I am not used to the tactics adopted
in police courts of being cross-examined and
all sorts of inferences put on words used
and suggestions made that were never made.

Mr. P. K. Correy: You would have
reduced wages had you been returned.

Myr. MOORE: The fact that the hon.
member says so does not make the slightest
difference. I am quite prepared to say that,
if the Industrial Court had heard the case
and had reduced wages, then they would
have been reduced. If it had increased
wages, then they would have been increased.

We are in the position where members
of Parliament refuse to accept definite state-
ments made and are prepared to go about
saying things would have happened when
definite proof is given that such was not
the case. The proof is that when there was
no election looming when the conference was
held in May, 1931, the same recommendation
was passed, and the Government did not
put 1t into operation although they could
have done so.

Mr. Forey: What did you do with the
station hands?

Mr. MOORE: What the hon. member’s
Government did with the Stanthorpe fruit-
growers. I have no apologies to make for
my action in that regard; and, to show that
we were right, the court has refrained from
putting them back under an award wuntil
after March next.

Mr. W. J. Coprey: You reduced wages
£300,000 more than was required.

Mr. MOORE: How can anyone say that
we reduced wages more than was required?
How can hon. members opposite say that we
reduced it more than was required when
this year there is going to be a deficit of
£1,485,000? When there was a deficit of
£2,075,000 last year, how can they say that
we reduced it more than was required? We
were required to reduce our expenditure by
20 per cent. and to keep on reducing it until
we achieved budgetary equilibrium. To
show that it was necessary, the present Go-
vernment are going to economise. I quote
my statement on page 15 of the report—

“ One point which appears to be still
in doubt is the effect of the exchange
proposals on the budgetary position.
The advantages to be derived appear
extfemely problematical.””

That was referring to the same recommenda-
tion. Then I went on to say—

“The Queensland Government have
passed legislation directing the Arbitra-
tion Court to consider the possible and

Mr. Moore.]
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probable economic effect on the com-
munity as a whole on any determination
they may give. Therefore, the court
having full powers no further legislation
should be required to give effect to that
portion of the Committee’s report.”

That is the suggestion that, if they had not
the power, 1t would be given to tﬁem. We
said they had the power. Mr. Hill said—

‘“ As regards reductions in wages and
salaries, I have always pointed out that
the control of this item of Government
expenditure in South Australia is almost
entirely in the hands of tribunals
appointed under Acts of Parliament, and
that any reductions in salaries and wages
would have to come as a result of the
considered opinion of those tribunals,
having regard to economic factors.”

We cannot say Mr. Hill agreed to it. Hon.
members opposite have been repeating the
statement that we agreed to these proposals,
and that all the other Premiers agreed to
them. I did not agree to any of them.
When hon. members opposite know the posi-
tion, it is not a fair thing to keéep on repeat-
ing what they know is an untruth.

Mr. Forey: You must have more than
agreed to it when you exempted more than
40 per cent. of the workers from the Indus-
trial Court.

MOORE: I cannot make out the hon.
membe1 s arithmetic. How does he make
out 40 per cent.? Ie has heard that from
somebody else. As a matter of fact, the
total number who were put out was 124 per
cent. ; but the hon. member keeps on repeat-
ing 40 per cent. The next time he will say
50 per cent. The Secretary for Public In-
struction painted a most glowing picture
of the present Premier going to the Pre-
miers’ Conference. He said—

““The Premier of Queensland faced a
solid phalanx of the Premiers of the
other States and the Commonwealth, who
had no idea of doing anything to turn
the tide of affairs, and he solidly talked
to them and got them to see that some-
thing more than sitting down and weep-

ing had to be done to get rid of the.

depression.’

At the top of page 27 of the report of the
Premiers’ Conference this was stated—

“ From the outset the speeches at the
conference clearly indicated that there
was a consensus that the mere cutting
down of Budget expenditure or raising
the additional revenue, imperative as
those steps may be, would not of them-
selves be a solution of problems con-
fronting the nation.”

The Premier of New South Wales spoke
first, and then the present Premier of Queens-
land said—

“The Premier of New South Wales
indicated clearly that the economies which
might be effected in certain directions
cannot, of themselves, do what is
required.” .

The TREASURER: That is quite right.

Mr. MOORE: Quite right! T am only
pointing out how foolish it is for the Secre-
tary for Public Instruction to talk about
the Premier of Queensland going down and
facing a solid phalanx of P1em1els It is
all nonsense. We all recognise that the
whole of the States were in agreement on
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the one question of finding profitable employ-
ment for the people. That was the basis
of the arrangement. That was the reason
for the reduction from the beginning, because
the national income had to be spread over
as wide an area as possible.

Some comment has been made about bor-
rowing, and the ex-Treasurer and other
hon. members on this side who have spoken
about it were taken to task by the Secretary
for Public Instruction, who said—

“1t was because of the altered con-
ditions of Queensland and the whole world
that the non-borrowing policy which then
had very many things to recommend it
has become subject to change. If Sir
George Turner, one of the greatest
Treasurers Australia has ever known,
had lived in these days, he must have
borrowed, much as he hated it. Every
man who believed in a non-borrowing
policy before the war must naturally
have altered his opinion after the war.”

Now I shall quote somebody who has
expressed very definite opinions in this Cham-
ber long after the war—Mr. McCormack—
who on page 305 of ‘° Hansard > for 1928 is
reported as having said—

“We cannot solve the problem by
throwing more money into unproductive
works merely to settle the present unem-
ployment problem. We do not intend to
do that; and, if it makes us unpopular,
I cannot help it . I think the
feeling is broadcast that Australia as a
whole will have to learn to live within
her means, and it is because of that that
I am attempting to lessen loan expendi-

ture. If it can be pointed out to me
that there 1s a project that will
return interest, or. that will nearly

return interest—a project that will make
for development, and will indirectly
return interest on the expenditure—I am
prepared to consider it; but merely to
satisfy the claim that we should spend a
large amount of money to create employ-
ment, well, that is an undertaking that
this Government and no other Govern-
ment can entertain in the future.”

The TreAsURER: He was replying to
requests by the then hon. member for Knog-
gera and the hon. member for Sandgate,
for the expenditure of money.

Mr. MOORE: He was not. He said that
he wanted to impress on the people of
Queensland the seriousness of the position.
I have several quotations from speeches by
the same hon, member. On page 746 of
“ Hansard " for the same year he said—

“My wish is that party politics will
be kept out of this question of loan
expenditure, otherwise it will bankrupt
the whole of Australia. That is my con-
vinced opinion, though it may be an
unpopular thing to say. Every-
body knows that there is depression 1n
Australia; but I do not think that depres-
sion can be cured by the lavish expendi-
ture of borrowed money. I certainly will
not be forced into that position. I would
be unfair to the people I represent if I
led them to believe that I could solve
this unemployed problem-—~to use a col-
loquialism—merely by putting a stone
in a hole in the road. It is not going
to be solved in that way; it is merely
going to be accentuated.”
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do not think we can get out of our position
1.y borrowing money and throwing the burden
which we should be carrying upon the shoul-
ders of the people of the future. On page
1706 of ** Hansard 7 for 1926, Mr, McCormack
said—

“ 1 do not suggest that we should have
unification, but 1 do believe that sooner
or later the Commonwealth and the
States will be compelled to curtail loan
expenditure. Everything points in that
direction, and so far as we are concerned,
we are not spending any more money
than we can help. We are well under
the allocation allowed us by the Loan
Counecil.”

Then, on page 748 of “ Hansurd " for 1928,
he is reported as having sald—

** I noticed only this morning a state-
ment that the Brisbane City Council has
dispensed with the services of 300 men
in the sewerage branch since the council
took over the worlt of the Metropolitan
Water Supply and Sewerage Board. In
addition to that, 500 or 600 men have
been dismissed from general council
work, Why has the council done that?
The reason is that it was spending a
tremendous amount of loan money; and,
whilst it may be said that local autho-
rities have to charge their ratepayers
with the interest and redemption on
loans, I think the ratepayers of Brisbane
are beginning to realise that the lavish
expenditure of loan money is creating
a very difficult position for them.

“Mr. Moore: If they do not realise
it now, they never will.

* The TreasUrer: Can anybody urge
me to go on spending loan money when
it means that finally the citizens of this
State will have to bear the burden? ””

That is exactly what is being driven home
to-day. We cannot get out of our position
by borrowing. Unfortunately, for years and
vears we borrowed and borrowed and bor-
rowed. There were approximately 180,000
men in Australia who were entirely depen-
dent for employment upon money borrowed
by Governments; and, when overseas bor-
rowing ceased, they were thrown upon the
labour market to be absorbed by private
enterprise. We cannot borrow ourselves out
of the present position. We are merely
creating further burdens for the community
at a later period. We can provide a certain
amount of temporary ease; but eventually
the position will become more difficult.
Speaking in this Chamber in 1926, Mr.
McCormack said—

“1 desire to impress upon the House
and the country that it is not possible
for any Government—Liberal or Labour
—to continue a big programme of public
development without having to meet, the
inevitable interest bill that comes as a
result of that expenditure.”

That is the whole position.
this country are being urged to do a bit of
painting to their houses, to put on extra
sheets of iron, and to build roads; but how
is that work to be reproductive?

Mr, W. T. Kixag: What is your solution?
Mr. MOORE: I can give it very shortly.
Take the restrictions of industry first.

The Government should not spend a lot of
money in endeavouring to place the unem-

The people of
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ployed on the land at the entire cost of the
Government. There are hundreds of farmers’
sons with small capital, and with stock in
many cases. They already have the neces-
sary experience. JIustead of making land
available at a ballot open to all comers,
selectors should be selected from men of
experience who now have capital and a cer-
tain amount of stock. They will bring the
land into production very quickly.

Mr. W. T. King: We cannot put all the
unemployed on the land.

Mr. MOORE: Not all the unemployed.

The TREASURER: There is a good deal to
be said for your suggestion.

Mr. MOORE: I know the difficulties sur-
rounding it. There is a lot to be said for
it, but there are difficulties in the selection.

The TREASURER: Quite a number of the
employed will never become adapted to the
land.

Mr. MOORE: That is so. They have not
the experience, and they will merely place
a load round their neck. The greater the
number of experienced settlers the better it
will be.

The Treasvrer: That principle of selee-
tion is already contained in the land laws.

Mr. MOORE: It is not used very much.
The hon. member for Rockhampton stated
that the late Government had increased taxa-
tion by £2,700,000.

Mr. LARCOMBE:
figures.

Mr. MOORE: I do not know who gave
them to the hon. member.

Mr. LarcouBE: They are correct.

Mr. MOORE : The hon. member will look
at the tables relating to the Treasurer’s
Financial Statement, at page 10 of which he
will find that they are not correct. He will
find that during the last three years of office
the Labour Government collected £14,1562,075
in taxation.

Mr. TLARCOMBE:
point at all.

Mr. MOORE: And that during the three
years of the late Government the amount of
taxation collected - was £11,669,984, or
£2,482,091 less than the amount collected by
the Labour Government during a similar
period. The hon. member said that we
collected £2,700,000 more in taxation in our
three years of office than the previous
Government did. We could not have col-
lected that amount of money, because the
total taxation, income tax, land tax, ete.,
did not amount to that sum.

Mr. LaArcoMBE: You collected £1,700,000
from the unemployment relief tax alone.

Mr., MOORE: I am talking about the
total taxation. The hon. member said that
my Government collected £2,700,000 more
in taxation than his party’s Government,
and I am just quoting from the Treasurer’s
tables to show that we collected £2482,091
less than was collected in the three years
prior to our taking office.

They are the Treasury

That does not affect the

The hon. member for Rockhampton also

made some remarks about this Govern-
ment having received £2,700,000 as a
revival loan. To robtain this figure he

placed all the money that was going to be
Mr. Moore.)
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spent out of loan money into the revival
joan. He went on to say that his party
had the best record of all Governments in
the matter of loan expenditure in relation
to the public debt—Agricultural Bank
money, workers’ dwellings, main roads, ordi-
nary loan works, etc. I am quite prepared
to admit tbat the hon. member’s Government
did not spend as much loan money In ten
years as was spent in other States. We
never said they had.

Mr. LarcoMBE: Your supporters did.

Mr. MOORE: The whole criticism of the
expenditure of loan moner has been directed
to the return on the money that has been
expended on public works. That is what
counts. Just take the position for the period
of ten years up to 19156. The total amount
which the taxpayers had to find for interest
on loan works during that period was
£4,292 587; but for the ten years period to
1929 the amount incrcased to £23,971,039.
The rest came from the services on which the
money had been spent.

In 1905 the charge on revenue from loan
works and services was 17.21 per cent., and
in 1915 that was reduced to 3.72 per cent.
The amount started in 1915 at 3.72 per cent.
and worked up to 17.2 per cent. in 1929.
Although the revenue was doubled, the
charge on revenue from loan works was in-
creased nine times. That is an extraordinary
position, and is one of the causes of the diffi-
culties we have to face. That is what Mr.
McCormack recognised, and that is why he
continued from 1926 to hammer away on
the fact that the country could not afford
to stand that position, and that, if persisted
in, it would ultimately bring about disaster.
In fact, Mr. McCormack said in one place
that, if this state of affairs continued, it
would bring about national disaster. The
late Government can say that they did not
issue one Treasury bill, and that they kept
going on the money that was left to them in
the various funds plus repayments. It was
true that the previous Labour Administra-
tion left certain money in the loan fund, but
there were all sorts of liabilities that had to
be met. We did everything that was possible
in the interests of the community, and left
our successors over £1,000,000 to carry
on with,

I desire to touch upon another question
which has been often mentioned in this
Chamber, and for which we have been
criticised. The hon. member for Rock-
hampton said that in 1929 large sums of
money were raised by the Loan Council and
that Quecnsland did not participate in the
allocation. We could not participate in the
allocation of that money on exactly the same
grounds as the Treasurer failed to particl-
pate in recent allocations. As I pointed out
previously, hon. members can see from the
report of the July Conference of Premiers
why the Treasurer failed to secure any
portion of that money.

Mr. LarcoMBE: You sent away money that
you had.

Mr. MOORE: I will deal with that matter
directly. Page 22 of the report of the
Premiers’ Conference shows the allocation
by the Loan Council of the loan money, and
the reason why Queensland did not secure a
share. The reason given is that it was
considered that Queensiand could finance her-
self out of the moneys she had in hand.

[Mr. Moore.
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The hon. member for Rockhampton also
said that the late Government lent money
g?tamed from the Loan Fund to other

ates.

What did Mr. McCormack say in 19287
He said this at page 746 of ‘ Hansard >
that year—

“ We have a cash balance in the Loan
Fund primarily because we have not
spent the sums budgeted for during the
preceding years, and, secondly, because
we have participated in loans floated by
the Australian Loan Council, so that
at one particular period we may have
more money than we have immediate
use for. There is nothing wrong with
that. Under the arrangemecnis with
regard to the Australian Loan Council,
the Commonwealth itself and the other
States may take any surplus we have
and use it, paying us interest on it.”

That was Mr. McCormack’s statement after
his return from the Loan Council, showing
clearly that the arrangement was that the
Commonwealth or the other States might
take any surplus moneys we had. To show
that there may be a surplus, let us look at
the Treasurer’s Financial Statement, which
on page 15 has this statement—

“The Loan Council has approved of
gross expenditure by Queensland of
£1,610,000 on account of the State’s
ordinary loan programme.’”’

It will be noted it approved of the gross
expenditure, It did not matter whether
we had £10,000,000.

Mr. LarcomBE: We always got our share,
notwithstanding our credit balance.

Mr. MOORE : The hon. member will not
stick to one point. He is like the little pig
you could not count because he was running
all over the place. (Laughter.)

Mr. LarcoMBE: And you are like the big
pig. {Renewed laughter.)

Mr. MOORE: There is the definite state-
ment—

“The Loan Council has approved of
gross expenditurc by Queensland of
$£1,610,000 on account of the State’s
ordinary loan programme.”

Mr. LarcoMBE: You cannot deny that we
got our share,

Mr. MOORE: At that time things were
totally different. TLoans were heing floated.
Now requirements must come from the
Commonwealth Bank.

One or two matters more I desire to refer
to in the Treasurer’s Statement, which at
page 16 has this statement—

“Jf, while a sound policy is being
followed, overseas conditions improve
and better values are obtainable for our
primary products, I think Australia can
be assured of a return to a fair measure
of prosperity.”

113

It is the reference to the “sound policy ”
that I particularly emphasise. The Govern-
ment propose to spend £2,004,332 more
from Loan Fund that was spent last year,
and £1,352,135 more from the Trust Fund.
If, as Mr. McCormack said, we cannot
extricate ourselves from the trouble by
borrowing and that we will only accentuate
matters to do so, it would not appear that
we are on the right track. After Mr. Lang’s
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election, we had the hon. member for

Balonne saying at the time—

“In New South Wales the Lang
Government are prepared to go along
with a sound counstructive policy similar
to that of the Labour Administration in
Queensland.”

We know the policy that Mr. Lang followed,
and apparently in the Financial Statement
which has recently been presented the same
policy will be pursued.

The TreasURER: That little game of yours
didn’t cut much ice at the election.

Mr. MOORE: What little game?

The TrEsSURER: The little game you were
trying to play now.

At 9.25 p.m.,

The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. MOORE: That is the policy that is
going on—borrowing and spending.” That is
the policy that I am complaining about. It
is not a question of keeping down govern-
mental expenditure at all. It is a question
of getting more taxation from the people.
This year we are taking about £900,000 more
from the people in the way of taxation than
we took last year. The main people that we
have to rely on are the primary producers,
and they have shown a good example to the
people of Queensland and of Australia; but
what have they got for it? All they are
going to get is extra taxation by increased
freights, land tax, and the main road funds
are to be taken into ordinary revenue. Is
that going to be of any advantage? Person-
ally T do not think so.

The TrEsSURER: How much
road funds did you take
£69,000.

Mr. MOORE: The only money taken in
was the amount paid in interest.

~ The TreASURER: You charged a rate of
interest that you were not entitled to charge.

Mr. MOORE: The Act provided for 2 per
cent., and the hon. gentleman knows per-
fectly well that money cannot be borrowed
at that rate. We provided the money out
of the loan fund; and it is only right that
the Main Roads Commission should pay the
interest. What is the hon. member going
to do? He is either going to take the
money out of the accumulated loan fund,
or else he is going to take it out of the
motor tax. The basic element of taxation is
that people should not be singled out for
special taxation because of their business or
anything else. We do tax people because
they own motor cars, but the tax is supposed
to be used for the conmstruction of roads for
their own benefit. Why should men who
own motor cars pay a special tax to go into
the consolidated revenue? There is no justi-
fication for such a tax; but there is some
justification for it if the money is used for
the construction of roads for the use of
motor-car owners. The ordinary taxpayer
should not be called upon to pay for the
construction of roads for the conveyance of
others. But to take the amount into ordi-
nary revenue is a totally different thing.
We might just as well say that a man with
a horse and dray should pay a special tax.
It is just like the old window tax. Taking
it into ordinary revenue only means that
the people in the country will have to pay

of the main
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more. On page 18 of the Financial State-
men the Treasurer says—

“T hold the view that we have wit-
nessed the worst features of the destruc-
tion which the vicious policy of deflation
has brought in its train. The favourable
position which Australian stocks are now
commanding on the London market is
an index of considerable moment at such
an opportune time, and will do much to
pave the way to a successful conversion
of our external indebtedness, which T
regard as a vital matter inseparably
associated with any scheme of sound
reconstruction.”

What improved our position so that our
stocks went up? What the hon. member
calls “the vicious policy of deflation.” It
is because the Governments of Australia
recognise they had to curtail expenditure
and bring it close to revenue. If we had
continued with lavish expenditure, our stocks
would have gone down and down. It is only
because the people recognise that we are
making a genuine effort to put ourselves in
a solvent condition that our stocks have
increased in value. If we deviate from that
and go in for a policy of high spending, we
shall very soon find our stocks fall again.

The only other matter of importance is the
comment on the American loans, which, of
course, is one of the most tragic episodes in
Queensland’s history.

The TREASURER: Which your party helped
to bring about.

Mr. MOORE: This party never helped to
bring it about. Members of this party and
every other sensible person in Queensland
told the Labour Government at the time
that, if they repudiated contracts made with
large sections of the community, they would
lose the confidence of the people outside and
their credit would go. Mr., Theodore thought
at that time that he was too big to take
notice of those people, and he brought in
legislation repudiating the contracts with
the pastoralists. Then he went home to
England and found that he could not get
any money. The fact remains that, but for
the action of the then Government, there
would not have been any delegation. It was
only the action of the Government that
brought about the position and forced them
to go to the United States of America, as
they said they must have funds, and the
harshest terms ever imposed on a Govern-
ment in Australia were imposed on them.
It is all part and parcel of the policy of the
Labour Party of endeavouring to hit any-
body who is making profits. That is the
policy that T find so much fault with. We
want to give encouragement to people to
come here on the understanding that they
will be free to make profit.

The bell indicated that the hon. member
had exhausted the time allowed him under
the Standing Orders.

The TREASURER (Hon. W. Forgan
Smith, Mackay) [9.30 p.m.]: During the
course of the debafe much has been said by
hon. members opposite regarding what they
call the promises of the Government. The
Government, in keeping with their prin-
ciples, will give progressive effect to their
promises as time goes on.

An interesting phase, however, is that the
Leader of the Opposition in his election
address referred to my policy speech as

Hon, W. Forgan Swmith.]



1024 Supply.

being vague and nebulous, and not contain-
ing anything definite. Later on the press
took up the cry, and endeavoured to thrust
upon me a number of promises which had
never been made by me on behalf of the
party T led. The promises and policy which
this party stands for are very clearly and
definitely’ set out in the policy speech I
delivered at Mackay; and our policy is 1n
accord with the mandate we have received.
The last people who should presume to
speak of promises are members of the pre-
sent Opposition.

The ° Melbourne Age,” in a leading
article dealing with the Moore Government
about a year ago, said that no Government
made more glowing promises to the people
than that Government; and no political
party in the history of Australia ‘had made
Tess effort to carry out those promises. They
callously and brutally betrayed the people
who trusted them. They did all those things
which they vowed on their honour they
would not do; and they failed to do the
things they promised to do. That is the
record of the Moore Government—one that
is pitiful in the extreme, viewed from the
point of view of the public interest, and
is such that members of that party should
be the last to speak about promises of any
kind.

The Budget was prepared with due regard
to the needs of the people and the financial
circumstances of the State. Even the most
bigoted member or supporter of the Tory
Party must realise that, when the present
Government took office, the State was mm a
difficult financial position, with accumulated
deficits in excess of £4,000,000, record unem-
ployment, and conditions generally such as to
disturb even the most optimistic citizen.

The estimated deficit on the basis of last
year’s expenditure was £2,750,000. No Trea-
surer worthy of the name, or with any con-
ception of his public duty, whether there
was a Premiers’ Plan or any other plan,
would budget for a £2,750,000 deficit. We
set to work, and prepared a Budget which
reduced the estimated deficit by £1,250,000.
Earnest and honest effort will be made to
keep within our Budget estimate.

Two alternatives face any Treasurer in
such a position as I. The only things which
count in a discussion of this kind are the
facts—not what one may desire, or what
one’s prejudices may lead one to hope for.
Two courses may be followed in bringing
about a reduction in the Budget deficit. The
first alternative is the one which the Govern-
ment have chosen—to effect economies wher-
ever possible and increase revenue. The
second alternative is a further attack on
wages and services. Whether they like it
or not, hon. members must accept one or
other of these alternatives; that is the
inescapable logic of the position from the
viewpoint of any honest man; consequently,
those who oppose the Budget proposals must
stand for the second alternative. No
Government desires to increase taxation
merely for the sake of so doing. It is said
that all taxation is bad; but some forms
are worse than others. We are not imposing
taxation in" excess of the requirements of
the State, and what we are imposing is
being imposed in the manner that we con-
sider least objectionable and likely to cause
the least economic disturbance.

The late Government taxed the people
very heavily. They promised definitely on
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the hustings not only that they would not
increase taxation, but also that they would
reduce it; yet in their first year of office
they amended the Income Tax Acts to bring
in 80,000 new contributors, mostly persons
who were previously exempt—lower paid
workers and the less fortunate men on the
land. Increases also took place in succes-
sion, probate, and stamp duties. The net
of the late Treasurer was of fine mesh, and
caught many persons who had hitherto been
exempt. As the hon. member for Rock-
hampton rightly pointed out, figures show
that during their period of office taxation
increased very considerably.

The proposals in the Budget do not pro-
vide for any increase in income tax until
the taxable income is in excess of £250. I
know as well as any hon. member that high
taxation is undesirable, I know also that
taxation has its repercussions in other direc-
tions; but where two alternatives have to
be chosen, either of which is effective, it iz
our duty to accept the one which is less
objectionable and harmful to the people. 1
say very definitely that further reductions of
wages and salaries would have caused greater
economic disturbance than the increases in
taxation proposed in the Budget.

Hon. members have talked about price
levels. Everyone must realise the necessity
for increasing them. The problem of the
country to-day is not a lack of capa-
city to produce wealth. I repeat what 1
have said on former occasions that produc-
tivity is greater in Australia and in the
world genecrally to-day than ever before in
history. It is not production that has broken
down, but solvent demand has diminished,
and distribution has been retarded by
a failure to observe the changing methods
of production. Obviously price levels are
based on the wages level. In a special
article which appeared in the Sydney
‘““ Morning Herald” and in the Melbourne
newspapers on 27th June, 1832, dealing with
the position of the world in its application
to Australia, Mr. J. M. Keynes, the noted
cconomist, had this to say—

“Tt is a serious mistake for any
country, in my judgment, to attempt to
complete adjustment to the price level
of wholesale prices whether ineasured
by gold or sterling.”

Again he states—

“Hvery country in the world has the
same problem as Australia in some shape
or form. TIf each attempted to solve it
by competitive wage reductions and
competitive currency depreciations no-
body would be better off. There is no
exit along that route. Indeed, the ten-
dency of wage reductions must neces-
sarily be to rivet more securely the
existing level of prices, for, in the long
run it is the wage level which mainly
determines the price level, especially
with countries not rigidly linked with
gold.”

He goes on to say—

‘There is more chance of improving
the profitableness of business by foster-
ing enterprise and measures like public
works than by further pressure on money
wages or further forcing exports.”

That is a very definite statement of the
position—one that is clear and unambiguous,
and in accord with the policy of this Govern-
ment. I say very definitely that the wages
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level in Queensland is low enough in all
conscience. It appals me to think that there
are men elected to Parliament at the present
time who, in considering a national difficulty,
immediately desire to impose further bur-
dens on people who already have but a bare
existence.

That is not the line of activity that we
are pursuing. We are pursuing the policy
enunciated in the Budget. The only alter-
native suggested by hon. members opposite
is the one that they followed for a consider-
able period; and with what result? Nothing
was more disastrous than the policy of the
Moore Government; nothing brought more
distress in its train. I saw conditions obtain
in Queensland uuder the Moore Government,
and as a result of their policy, that I never
expected to see in Australia. One must
realise that stabilised conditions must coni-
mence somewhere. One of the reasons why
purchases are not made on an extensive scale
is that buyers wait in the hope that prices
will fall still further; but, as Mr. Keynes
points out, in the last analysis the wages
level determines the price level, If the
wages level can be stabilised, and people can
be reasonably assured of permanent employ-
ment, then there is a starting point, from
which gradual progress can be made. In
that direction the Labour Government can
at least claim that they have stopped the
rot that was going on during the time the
Moore Government were in power.

The hon, member for Kennedy made a
speech on this Budget that has been referred
to by the Leader of the Opposition, and
extensively quoted in the daily press. That
speech is based on a report made by an
accountant, and made from the accountant’s
point of view; but it bears a striking family
resemblance to a memorandum prepared by
a Government servant for the ex-Treasurer
in 1928. Tn 1929 a public servant aspired to
become the financial adviser to the Moore
Government. He made a number of sug-
gestions to them, and then submitted a
memorandum to the then Treasurer in which
the figures quoted are in entire accord with
the figures used by the hon. member for
Kennedy. As the calculations were based
on a given figure arrived at empirically, it
would appear that one of two things hap-
pened. Kither the ex-Treasurer with a
desire to have a jest at the expense of one
of his colleagues, handed him that memo-
randum which he failed to use himself, or,
by collaboration on the part of the indi-
vidual, the advice rejected by the ex-Trea-
surer was made use of in another direction.
Be that as it may, the extent of the value
of the memorandum is indicated by the fact
that the then Treasurer would have nothing
to do with it, and tock no action whatever
upon 1it; therefore, the public servant
referred to had to find another gramophone
on which to play his record.

The form of presenting accounts is natu-
rally valuable and interesting, The public
accounts should be presented to Parliament
with the information in a clear and concise
manner. As the Leader of the Opposition in
his saner moments will admit, the real test
is not the manner in which the figures are
presented, but what is the amount of the
national wealth? How is it being distri-
buted? What steps can be taken to increase
it; or, failing that, what steps can be taken
to see that it is not further diminished?
There are all kinds of methods that can be
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adopted in presenting accounts. Any account-
ant can suggest different methods which
might be adopted, just as the hon. member
for Toowong in his more expansive moments
might entertain hon. members, and more
learnedly, as to a new method of decorating
this Chamber. The real point has been lost
sight of ; and the test, I repeat, is what the

figures represent, and what the position
generally of the State is.
Mr. MaxweLL: It is an easier job for

you to paint the clouds with sunshine.

The TREASURER: I do not know what
the hon, member for Toowong said. He has
probably indulged in moonshine in his time,
and, judging by his remark, he should not
wander abroad during the period of the
fullness of the moon; but I will not be led
astray by any asinine interjections from hon.
members sitting on the back Opposition
bench. I will proceed with my speech in
my own way. There are some hon, members
who desire information, and it is to them
that T address my remarks. I am not con-
cerned about the hon. member for Toowong
or anybody else, but I am concerned with
the position of Queensland, and it is my duty
as well as my desire to give the facts to the
people of this State,

Reference has been made to the public
debt of Queensland, and it has been said
in acid terms that that debt is unproductive
inasmuch as only a portion of it shows a
return of interest on the amount expended.
Let me examine that for a moment. The
public debt is represénted by many things.
For example, it 1s represented by railways,
land development, road construction, bridges,
school buildings, workers’ dwellings, and
every other form of activity that 1s neces-
sary in the development of a State. It is
foolish in the exlreme to take one Govern-
ment account and criticise it singly, without
regard to all the other Government accounts.
That is what the Secretary for Public In-
struction meant when te said that the public
accounts of a State cannot be regarded as in
the same category as the accounts of a
grocer or storekeeper. The expenditure of
public funds has promoted development.
Taken by themselves, the railways certainly
show a debit balance; and it is that debit
balance that causes Treasurers very much
difficulty; but, if the railway accounts are
regarded without reference to other factors,
an entirely wrong impression may be gained.
Side by side with railway revenue must he
considered land and other revenues of the
State, because the building of railways
enables land to be settled, produce to be
marketed, and trade and commerce carried
on. The same principle holds good with
regard to every other form of developmental
expenditure. To follow the idea of the hon.
mermber for Kennedy to its logical conclu-
sion, we should charge interest and redemp-
tion on certain activities. For example, the
parliamentary appropriation ought to be
charged with 10 per cent. of the cost of this
building in the form of rent. TUnless used
by trading concerns, no Government build-
ing pays rent to the Treasury; but to follow
the ideas of our critics we should charge
a rent to all Government departments for
the office space they occupy. We know that
would merely be placing a debit on one
side of the ledger and a credit on the other
side, and, in the final analysis, would not
affect the general position of the State.

Hon. W. Forgan Smith.]
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With regard to indebtedness generally, hon.
members opposite have alleged that the
position of Queensland to-day is due to the
borrowing policy of a Labour Government;
and it has been suggested that money was
borrowed wantonly and spent foolishly, Those
hon. members ought to try to grapple with
the facts. Even the dullest wit on the
Opposition benches cannot seriously believe
that the existing difficulty is due to any past
policy of a Government, but rather is due
to economic causes that are within the con-
trol of mankind if they are only brave
enough and intelligent enough to tackle
them. The following figures show the public
debt increases for all thc States from 1915
to 1929 : —

i 1 Percent-

1P11b110 Debt; | Percent-| age

age increase
increased by increase. per

State.

capita.
! £ Per cent. Per cent-
Queensland . 49,871,160 80-24 3535
New South Wa.les 142 240 478 | 111-36 62:14
Victoria .. 221, 621 | 108-63 69-00
South Australia . 59,175,046 168-69 | 106-22
West Australia .. | 33,110,038

89-43 1 47-88

These figures reflect the fact that Queens-
land under a Labour Government handled
its_{inancial resources in a much more favour-
able manner than any other State in the
Commonwealth. The percentage increase in
the indebtedness was the lowest of all the
Governments in the Commonwealth. and the
percentage increase in debt per head of the
population was also the lowest.

With regard to the interest on the public
debt, the same principle applies. When we
took office in 1915, the average rate for all
States combined was £3 13s. 9d. per cent.,
and the average rate for Queensland was
£3 16s. 7d. per cent. At 30th June, 1929,
the average rate of interest for all States
combined was £4 18s. 11d., whereas the
average rate for Queensland was £4 16s. 2d.
When Labour took office in 1915 after the
defeat of the Denham Government, Queens-
land was paying the highest average rate
of interest of all the States on its public
debt, and this rate was 2s. 10d. per cent. in
excess of the average of all the other States
combined. In 1929, however, when Labour
handed over econtrol to the Moore Govern-
ment, the position was reversed. This State
and Tasmania then paid the lowest average
rate of interest, being 2s. 9d. per cent. less
than the average rate of all States com-
bined. These figures dispose entirely of the
false statements that are made from time
to time by critics of the Labour Government.
They indicate very clearly that the increase
in the public debt was less in Queensland
than in any other State, and that, when we
took office, the rates of interest were higher,
and, when we left office, our average rate
of interest was the lowest.

The question of the external debt of
Queensland and Australia is a pressing pro-
blem for all Governments at the present
time. We have been able to convert the
internal debt of Australia, and thereby effect
a saving in the interest barden. The interest

rate must be progressively reduced if indus-
try is to be effectively and properly restored.
The inflation of interest rates that took
place during the war period cannot be
regarded as permanent without serious dis-
location and loss to the general community.
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In addition to the problem of the external
debt, there is also the problem of exchange.
T take the view that the external debt is
something that should be tackled at the
carliest possible moment. The embargo on
loan issues for Dominions in London has
been removed so far as conversions are con-
cerned; but it has not been removed so far
as optional conversions are concerned. If
that were done, it would be possible for
Queensland to go on the market and con-
vert several of her loans at a lower rate of
interest than is now being paid. No con
version of a Queensland loan falls due for a
considerable period; but some of our loans
contain optional provisions which give the
Government the right to rtedeem at their
will at certain given periods, and, if we
could get access to the market, that phase
of the question should be dealt with.

In addition to that, I take the view that
Governments should not continue indefinitely
paying an addition to the interest bill by
means of the adverse exchange. I pointed
out yesterday, and_ other speakers touched
on the question, that it is very doubtful
whether the high exchange rate has justi-
fied itself. A straight-out bounty on exports
would be a much more honest method of
dealing with the matter. The difficulty,
however, with regard to that would be that,
if a bountv were given on political ragher
than on economic grounds, our second state
might be worse than the first; nevertheless
I believe that action can and should be
taken in order to meet the exchange position
overseas. It is quite apparent that money
is available on short dated loans in London
at the present time and at low rates of
interest, The suggestion I am making is
that, instead of spending £7,500,000 in
transfelung money to London on behalf of
the various Governments, a loan should be
raised in London in order to pay the interest
and thereby save the adverse exchange that
is now being paid. Revenues could be
charged with a fairly heavy redemption
fund on such a loan, and the Australian
Governments be enabled to save a consider-
able amount of money. As a matter of fact,
when we were in office prior to the blight
of the Moore Government, we had an
arrangement with the Bank of England for
an overdraft of £2,000,000. That agreement
was first made by Mr. Denham when he
visited England in 1914, The Bank of
England were our bankers at that time, and
he made overdraft arrangements amounting
to £1,000,000. TLater on, when we came
into power, that was increased to £2,000,000.
the Government of Queensland at that time
having a call on that overdraft to that
extent when money was urgently required
in London, when it was inconvenient either
to transfer money to London or to raise
further money there. That agreement, how-
ever, was cancelled by the Moore Govern-
ment linking up through the Loan Council
with the Commonwealth Bank, and the
Bank of England ceased to be our banker.

Mr. Moore: We had no option,

The TREASURER: The facts are—and
they can be verified by reference to the
Agent-General’s reports—that early in the
life of the Moore Government the Agent-
General repeatedly called atfention to cel-
tain things in reference to that agreement,
and no notice was taken until it was {00
late. That is definitely the position.
=~ Mr. MOORE: No.
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The TREASURER: The action of the
Moore Government in handing over all their
business in London to the Commonwealth
Bank automatically gave the Bank of
England the opportunity of withdrawing
from the agreement. If the Government had
realised the position, steps should have been
taken to continue the agreement with the
Bank of ¥ngland just as the Viectorian
Government and the New South Wales
Government continued their agreements with
the Westminster Bank. In the TFinancial
Statement I say—

“ By the addition of exchange, the
average rate of interest on oversea debt
is increased from 4.77 per cent. to 6.25
per cent., and the average rate of inter-
est on the whole of our debt is increased
from 4.38 per cent. to 5.32 per cent.”

Figures are also contained in the Treasurers’
Financial Statement showing that for the
year 1929-30 exchange on payments overseas
cost the State £10,630,  whereas for the
financial year just closed the amount
increased to £1,037,093, or 9.76 per cent.

In England the Government are faced with
similar difficulties. We live in a period of
rapidly fluctuating money values. Every Go-
vernment is faced with these difficulties more
or less. On 2lst April of this year the press
reported the outline of a scheme proposed
by the British Chancellor of the Exchequer,
Mr. Neville Chamberlain, in his Budget
speech for the current financial year. Te
sald—

“If they were to avoid violent and
perilous fluctuations in their currency,
especially due to speculative operations,
and if they were to enable Britain to
function effectively as the main inter-
national financial centre of the world, it
was essential for them to hold adequate
reserves of gold and foreign exchanges
in order that they might meet any sudden

withdrawal of short-dated capital, and
check and repel speculative opera-
tions.

‘“ He proposed to ask for power to bor-
row up to £150,000,000 for this account.
The details of the assets in the account
might take various forms, either gold or
sterling securities, or foreign exchanges.”

It is clear from that quotation that the
British Parliament is to be asked to give
power to the British Treasury to borrow up
to £150,000,000 from the Bank of England,
that fund to be at the disposal of the
Treasury and to be used for the purchase of
such securities as may be deemed advisable
to stabilise the internal currency of Great

Britain. Apparently, also, the securities
which will be purchased will constitute
assets of wvarious kinds, which will be

accepted by the banks of England as security
for advances made to the British Govern-
ment. That action is obviously designed to
rlace at the disposal of the British Trea-
sury a fund which will enable it to cope with
violent fluctuations in money values, so that
the Government will not have their Budget
arrangements seriously jeopardised or their
accounts seriously unbalanced.

I say that the situation here is such that,
if the high rate of exchange continues—and
that appears to be likely, having regard to
the adverse trade balance this vear—money
should be arranged for in London to form
a kind of exchange pool for the various
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Governments, in order to save them exces-
sive costs in transinitting money overseas.

Mr. Brigden dealt with this question
recently in a public address before the
Chamber of Commerce on 22nd April, the
press report of which says that his proposals
were designed to establish stability of bud-
getary, monetary, exchange, and unemploy-
ment policies. He added—

““The burden of exchange and the addi-
tional burden of overseas interest—about
half of it—should be recognised as beyond
the capacity of Australian Governments,
and some quite definite provision should
be made for meeting these items of
expenditure by loans from the Common-
wealth Bank without continual bargain-
ing.”

The following points are put forward by
him

‘1. The practicability of Governmenis
floating a loan on the English market
at current rates of interest offering for
such investments, the loan to be retained
in England, to be utilised when not
immediately required for Governnient
purposes, by way of making temporary
advances to the money miarket, and to
be drawn upon when necessary for the
payment of interest overseas.

¢ 2, Portion of the costs at present
incurred by the Governments out of
revenue for the provision of exchange
to be earmarked for redemption of such
loans within a limited period.”

I take the definite view that the adverse
exchange imposes an intolerable burden upon
the people of Australia. If it can be light-
ened in the manner I have described, then
an attempt shculd be made to do it. I shall
certainly take the opportunity of advocating

that course before the Loan Council next
week.
Mr. WIENHOLT: Would it not sound very

bad to borrow to pay interest?

The TREASURER: In normal circum-
stances it would; but it also sounds very
bad to have to pay £1,074,000 per annum
to meet the adverse exchange. I know there
are objections to that course; but during
an extraordinary period in the economic
history of Australia we are justified in
adopting measures that would not be con-
sidered in normal times. If the burden can
be relieved in the manner suggested by Mr.
Brigden and others, then the attempt should
be made.

I have also quoted from Mr. Neville
Chamberlain’s Budget speech, where he indi-
cates very clearly and definitely that the
Government of Great Britain are adopting
similar measures to prevent violent fluctua-
tions in their own budgetary position. The
real question before us, in addition to those
I have mentioned, is the restoration of
industry and the provision of normal employ-
ment. I have shown that the efforts of the
Government in that direction have already
met with constderable success. Several hon.
members opposite have continually stated
that unemployment is increasing in Queens-
land. The hon. member for Isis quoted a
passage from the report issued by the
Bureau of Fconomics and Statistics, but he
quoted a passage to suit his case. The hon.
member for Kurilpa asked him to quote the
footnote mentioned in the report, but the

Hon. W. Forgan Smith.]
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hon. member for Isis failed to do so; there-
fore he was guilty of what lawyers call dis-
honest advocacy. It is clearly stated in that
repori that the figures had been increased
because men who formerly were not eligible
for Government employment had registered
for that employment.

The most recent figures dealing with
unemployment are those prepared by Mr.
Brigden, and placed before the Industrial
Court during the recent hearing of the basic
wage case. From these figures the following
information is taken :—

‘“ For the three months ended June,
1932, the percentage of unemployment in
Queensland was 32.1 per cent.

“ For the threo months ended August,
1932, an improvement had taken place,
inasmuch that Mr. Brigden showed the
percentage of unemployment had declined
mn the intervening period to 29.6.

“Mr. Brigden also showed that the
number of males in employment between
the period mentioned--namely, June,
1932, and August, 1932—had increased
from 117,017 to 121,627, with a corres-
ponding decline in the number registered
as unemployed.”

Hon. members will see, therefore, that,
according to the latest figures available,
unemployment has not only been checked but
employment definitely increased. Our activi-
ties are being developed in that direction.
The moneys placed at the disposal of the
Government will be used in avenues which,
while productive in themselves, are calcu-
lated to give the maximum of employment
to our people. That is the line of activity
which the Government will pursue because 1%
is essential for the life of the nation. Any-
one who loves Queensland and anyone who
has regard for civilisation cannot.contem-
plate with equanimity the growing number
of our people who are unemployed, and who
are compelled to seek relief from the Govern-
ment in the way of sustenance or intermittent
relief work. We know that the world is in
a very disturbed condition, and that this
problem affects every country to-day. It is
the duty of the Government, wherever it is
humanly possible, to provide normal employ-
ment for the people or to encourage industry
in such a manner as industry will provide it.
We are not confined in our activities to any
line of expenditure or to Government expen-
diture alone. Any sound proposal or enter-
prise that the Government can assist in any
direction which provides for the develop-
ment of the State, for the extension of indus-
try, or for the provision of employment for
our people, will receive earnest and careful
consideration by the Government. Unem-
ployment is the gravest problem of the
present day. Unless it can be successfully
dealt with, civilisation as we know it will
entirely disappear. The morale of the people
is being seriously affected; and the most
tragic spectacle of all is to see our boys and
girls leaving school wheu there appears to
be no future for them, because there is no
avenue of activity open in which they can
be merged. Queensland is a rich and natur-
ally wealthy State. Sound development and
sound control will mean that a large virile
population can be maintained in it. Our
efforts are being pursued in that direction,
and the difficulties under which the people
are suffering are being removed so far as it
is possible to remove them. I repeat that
our public policy is in the direction of
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restoring normal employment to our people,
of providing work and wages for those who
now have neither; if that can be accom-
plished, all other reforms will follow in their
natural sequence.

The Leader of the Opposition boasted that
during his period of control mno treasury
bill had been issued. Some hon. members
opposite have even had the temerity to state
that there was no increase in the public
debt during their period of office. It 1s true
there was a decrease in the public debt to
some extent; but provision was made for
that by the previous Labour Government,
and the decrease was due to conditions over
which the Moore Government had no con-
trol. Under the financial agreement con-
cluded between the Comrmonwealth and the
States, certain capital obligations were taken
over by the Commonwealth Government, and
to that extent the capital indebtedness of
Queensland was relieved. In addition to
that, the Labour Government built up a
considerable trust fund for the purchase of
Queensland securities held in the United
States of America, and advantage was taken
of that fund during the Moore Government’s
term to purchase Queensland securities, to
the extent of which purchase the public
debt of Queensland was cancelled. As a
matter of fact, the position is such that the
loan moneys saved to tide Queensland over
a difficult period have been entirely dis-
sipated by the Moore Government, whose
revenuc deficits exceeded £4,000,000. With
an attempted show at righteous indignation,
the Leader of the Opposition spoke about
transferring revenue from: the main roads
fund to consolidated revenue. 1 would point
out that what the Labour Government pro-
pose to do will only be done with parlia-
mentary authority.

Mr. Moore: That does not make it any
better.

The TREASURER: As a matter of fact,
in the Bill that we are bringing down to
deal with the matter we have to validate
certain raids on that fund made by the
Moore  Government without statutory
authority of any kind. Moreover, the
Leader of the Opposition, when Premier of
this State, credited revenue last year with
£100,000 from loan fund account. His
revenue deficits are costing Queensland
£231,000 per annum, which amount 1s pro-
vided for in the Budget. The rate of interest
on that deficit is higher than that chargeable
on treasury bills to the extent of 1.32 per
cent.

The record of the Moore Government is
such that, where they are unable or unwilling
to help, they should be the last to attempt
to hinder. "No Government ever attained
office under more favourable auspices than
did the Moore Government. (Opposition
dissent.) No more glowing promises were
ever made to the people than were the pro-
mises of the Nationalist Party in 1928. Homn.
members will remem:ber the placard depict-
ing the disconsolate boy with the caption
« Change the Government and give the boy
a chance!” Then, too, the renowned pro-
mise of ‘ £2,000,000 for 10,000 jobs!” All
these and other promise were made by the
Leader of the Nationalist Party, and were
eagerly parroted by hon. members like the
hon. member for Toowong. Had the pro-
mises been carried out in their entirety, the
Moore Government would have been entitled
t» the encomiums of the people; but no
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sooner were they in office than they callously
and brutally betrayed those who had trusted
them. At the first opportunity an cuatraged
electorate huvled them into that oblivion
from which they are unlikely to emerge.

In their Budget and in their general policy
the Government are pursuing The policy of
Labour and carrying out The mandates held
in sacred trust from the people of Queens-
land. That policy is in the interests of
this State, and it will benetfit the people of
the State; and, despite the misrepresenta-
tion of the Leader of the Opposition and his
supporters, and no matter how they may
attempt to distort these things in the pub-
lic mind, the people, who know them full
well, and who suffer still fro;n the record of
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the Moore Government, will judge themm st
theiy true value; and as the Labour policy
is gradually unfolded and given effcet to
during the pc1iod we are 1 pov»‘x the
people s prosperity will be gradually restored
and their condition improved.

GOVERNMENT MunmBERS : Heéar, hear

Question—*‘ That the item Ald( (‘ -Camp
to His Iixcellency the Governor’ be agreed
io "—put and pas=ed.

The House resumed.
The CHAIRMAN reported progress.

Resumption of Committee made an Order
of the Day for to-morrow.

The Iouse adjourned at 10.26 p.m.





