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Address in Reply.

[ASSEMBLY.] Questions.

WEDNESDAY, 16 AUGUST, 1350.

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. 8. J. Brassington,
Fortitude Valley) took the chair at 11 a.m.

BIRTH OF PRINCESS.
ADDRESS TOo His MAJESTY THE KiNG.

Hon. E. M. HANLON (Ithaca—Premier),
by leave: I wish to move a motion, without
notice and without debate. I wish aiso to
inform the House that the following message
has this morning been transmitted to THis
Majesty the King through His Exeellency the
Governor :—

““On  Dbehalf of the Government, the
Legislature and the people of Queensland,
I desire to convey to Your Majesties and
to Her Royal Highness the Princess
Elizabeth and the Duke of Edinburgh
sincere congratulations on the birth of =a
daughter to Her Royal Highness.’’

I now move—

““(1) That the following Address De
presented to His Majesty the King:—

‘To the King’s most Excellent Majesty—

‘Most Gracious Sovereign—

‘We, the Members of the Legislative
Assembly, in Parliament assembled,
tender to Your Majesty and to Her
Majesty the Queen, sincere eongratula-
tions on the birth of a daughter to Her
Royal Highness the Princess Elizabeth
and the Duke of Edinburgh.

‘We desire to express the happiness
felt by the Parliament and people of
Queensland at this happy event, and ask
Your Majesty to convey their felicita-
tions to Her Royal Highness and the
Duke of BEdinburgh.’

*¢(2) That His Excellency the Governor
be requested to forward the above Address
to His Majesty the King.”’

Mr, NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader
of the Opposition): I have much pleasure in
seconding the motion.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS.

COMPULSORY VOTING, BRISBANE CITY {'OUNCIL
ELECTION.

Mr. MANN (Brisbane) asked the
Attorney-General—
‘“1. With reference to the reecent Bris-
bane City Couneil by-election, was voting
compulsory?

€“2, Tf voting was compulsory, whose
responsibility is it to take action to deal
with those persons who neglected to vote?’’

Hon. J. LARCOMBE (Rockhampton)
replied—

“¢1. Yes.

‘“2, The responsibility in the first
ingtanee rests upon the Returning Officer
of the Brishane City Council. Should the
Returning Officer require action to be taken
with regard to non-voters, he should supply
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to the Principal Electoral Officer a marked
roll showing non-voters. The Principal
Eleetoral Officer would then automatically
proceed to give effect to the compulsory
voting provisions of the law. TUnless the
Returning Officer of the Brisbane City
Couneil takes this action, the Prineipal
Electoral Officer cannot take any action, as
he is not in the position to know who did
or did not vote. To date the Principal
Electoral Officer has not received any
ingtruetion from the Returning Officer that
he wishes any action to be taken.’’ -

FEDERAL SUBSIDY FOR CALLIDE COAL.

Mr. BURROWS (Port Curtis) asked the
Secretary for Mines and Immigration—

““In view of the statements made by
Senator MeLeay and other members of the
Federal Parliament that they would much
prefer that a subsidy be paid on Callide
coal in preference to paying a subsidy on
coal imported from South Africa and India,
will he advise me whether any action has
been taken by the Federal Government to
provide a subsidy for Callide coal?’’

Hon. W. POWER (Baroona) replied—

¢“The importation of coal from South
Africa and India by the Commonwealth
Government for supply to the Southern
States of Vietoria and South Australia is
designed to make available to those States
quantities of coal which they are unable to
receive from their normal source of supply
—New South Wales—and it is understood
that it is the intention of the Common-
wealth Government to have these coals
supplied to the purchasing States at a price
equivalent to the landed cost of New South
Wales produced ecocal. In order to land
these coals, which are considerably higher
in cost than Australian produced coals, at
a competitive price, the Commonwealth
Government is .subsidising importations to
the extent of approximately £2 5s. per ton,
and according to a recently published state-
ment of the Minister for Fuel and
Shipping (Senator the Hon. G. Mecleay) it
is understood that by the end of the
present year it is intended to import from
these overseas countries 1,000,000 tons of
coal which will cost the Australian tax-
payers approximately £2,250,000. Prices of
New South Wales, South Afriean, and
Indian coals landed at Vietoria and South
Australia have not been published, but it
i believed that the former averages
approximately £4 per ton while the overseas
coald average approximately £6 10s. per
ton. Callide coal ean be landed in those
States at £5 5s. 6d. per ton. Substantial
quantities of coal could be made available
to South Australia and Vietoria from the
Callide coalfield, and the extension to this
coal of a subsidy similar to that paid on
overseas coal would enable Queensland coal
to be supplied to Southern consumers at a
price at least £1 per ton below that of the
type of New South Wales coal which was
evidently considered in arriving at the
determined rate of subsidy, and up to
£1 5s. per ton below the cost of imported
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coal after payment of the subsidy of £2 5s.
per ton. The attention of the Commonwealth
Government has been directed by this
Government to the fact that as Queensland
taxpayers are contributing to the large
amounts necessary to subsidise these
imported coals, this State is entitled to
subsidy considerations and that the grant-
ing of a subsidy of £1 5s. per ton on
Callide coal as against £2 5s. per ton on
South African and Indian coal wonld
enable Queensland coal to be purchased in
the South at a price competitive with those
of New South Wales or imported coals, and
in addition would enable the efficient
development and exploitation of the Callide
coalfield. Such econsideration of Queens-
land’s eoal would mnot only save the
Australian taxpayers nothing less than
£1,000,000 on every million tons of coal
purchased, but would retain this money in
Australia and would return to Queensland
taxpayers a proportion of the moneys they
are now paying to the Commonwealth by
way of taxation. Despite these representa-
tions, however, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment as yet has shown no willingness to
recognise Queensland’s just claims, and is
continuing  its policy of expending
Australian moneys on high subsidies on
imported coals which are enabling the
development of overseas coal mines and are
affording a measure of finaneial relief to
only a section of Australian taxpayers.
However, it is the intention of this Govern-
ment to continue to press strongly for a
recognition of Queensland’s claims and for
the purchase to the fullest extent of coals
produced in the State of Queensland before
orders are placed with overseas countries.
The matter has been diseussed with the
Right Hon. R. G. Casey, Minister for
National Development, and the Hon. the
Premier has listed it for further discussion
at the forthcoming Premiers’ Conference.’’

AccouNTs oF QUEENSLAND-BRITISH F00D
CORPORATION.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader

of the Opposition) asked the Premier—

f“Ag the yearly accounts of the Queens-
1and-British Food Corporation are closed at
31 March, before the main crops are har-
vested and sold, will he kindly arrange, in
order that this House may have up-to-date
and complete information, that the Auditor-
General’s report contain a profit and loss
account and other essential facts regarding
the results of this venture to the date at
which such erops have been sold? If that
is not practicable, will he arrange for the
jssue of a supplementary report containing
guch complete information as soon as it ig
possible to make it available?’’

Hon. E. M. HANLON (Ithaca) replied—

“‘The year ending 31 March was adopted
at the request of the Overseas Food
Corporation to conform with British
practice. The Queensland-British Food
Corporation recently strongly suggested to
the Overseas Food Corporation that the
year ending 30 September be adopted in
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lieu as such would mean that the aceounts
each year would cover the full normal cycle
of agricultural operations. This suggestion
has mow been agreed to. Accounts to
31 Mareh, 1950, have already hbeen pre-
pared and will be published shortly. It is
proposed to prepare figures for the six
months from 1 April, 1950, to 30 Septem-
ber, 1950. Thereafter future accounts will
be on the basis of a full year ending
30 September. For the information of the
hon. the Leader of the Opposition, I
might add that the accounts of the
Queensgland-British Food Corporation are
not audited by the Auditor-General and
such accounts therefore ecould mot Dhe
included in his Annual Report to Parlia-
ment. Clause 16 of ‘The Queensland
British Food Production Act of 1948’ pro-
vides that the accounts of the Corporation
shall be audited by auditors appointed
annually by the Corporation with the
approval of the Auditor-General. Auditors
have been so appointed by the Corporation,
and, in aecordance with the provisions of
the Aect, their report is transmitted by the
Corporation direct to myself as Minister.’’

RECONDITIONING OF ETHERIDGE RAILWAY.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questions.
Hon. ¢. H. DEVRIES (Gregory)
replied—
e
‘ Financial Year . Materials o
Ended— Wages. | Allowance,| ©TUsS
£ s.d] £ s.d. | £ 2
30th June, 1944.. 1163 19 3 | 11 11 10 {1756 11

30th June, 1945. .
30th June, 1946. .
30th June, 1947..
30th June, 1948, . ¢
30th June, 1949.. {230 14 10

161 110f11 7 6172 o
17911 0|11 7 6 [190 13

11 13 ¢ 1194 11
12 11 4 (221 15
13 0 10 |243 15

YOGS e

ot 2'
‘* Financial Year - Materials ST
Ended— Wages. | Allgwance UTUM

£ s d. £ s d. £ s d.
017 9118 010|253 18 7'

30th June, 1950.. |24

¢¢3. Cleaning allowance is paid on an
area basis, in terms of the Miseellancous
Workers’” Award (State Government)
gazetted 19 September, 1945.7°

DUPLICATION, YEERONGPILLY-KURABY

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader RAILWAY.
of the Opposition) asked the Minister for
Transport— Mr. KERR (Sherwood) asked the

Minjster for Trausport—

““1. What is the expenditure to date on
the reronditioning of the Etheridge rail-
way from Almaden to Mount Surprise?

€¢2. When is it anticipated that this job
will be completed so as to allow transport
of cattle?’’

Hon. J. E.
replied

1. The cost to date of the recondition-
ing, regrading work, &e., between Almaden
and Mount Surprise is £43,212.

““2. The section is now open for steam
traffic at reduced speed, and with restrieted
loads. The old eattle yards at Mount
Surprise are beyond further use, and new
yards at a new location will be provided.
This work, together with the regrading
necessary for the inereased load, will not
be completed until about May, 1951. The
only cattle yards on the line at present are
private yards at Frewhurst, and the
manager of the Mount Surprise Staticn
was_informed the department would take
stock from Frewhurst in the near future.”’

DUGGAN (Toowoomba)

CLEANING, ENOGGERA STATE SCHOOL.

Mr, MORRIS (Mt. Coot-tha) asked the
Secretary for Public Instruetion—

€¢1. What were the actual payments made
for cleaning services for the Knoggera
State School for each year from 1944 to
1949, inclusive?

¢“2. How much has been paid up to
30 June 18509

¢¢3. Was this based on area of floor space
or number of children in attendance?’’

““YWhat has heen the cost to date of the
duplication of the line from Yeerongpilly
to Kuraby and when is it expected thnt this
work will be completed?’’
E. DUGGAN

Hon. J. (Toowoomba)

replied—

“‘The cost to date of the above work
which is in progress is £113,347. 1If is pro-
posed to complete the work in threc
seetions, viz.:—(1) EKuraby-Sunnybank,
(2) Sunnybank-Rocklea, (3) Rocklea-
Yeerongpilly. It is expected the first
section will be ready for traffic by the cnd
of October, 1950, the second about June,
1951, and the third about December, 1851.7’

PricEs oF ONIONS.

Mr. KERR (Sherwood) asked the

Attorney-General—

““In view of the fact that the price of
onions to the grower is fixed at £26 per
ton by the Prices Commissioner and the
retail price in some city shops is wd. per
1b., or approximately £75 per ton, will he
investigate the position and explain the
great disparity between the grower’s
price and the price being charged to the
consumer by the aforesaid ecity shops?’’

Hon. J. LARCOMBE (Rockhampton)
replied
‘“Yes. The Prices Commissiorer has

promised to investigate the matter.”’
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ELECTORAL RETURNING OFFICERS—PLACE OF

RESIDENCE.

Mr. KERR (Sherwood)

asked
Attorney-General—

the

““Will he consider making it a rule when
appointing returning officers for both
State and municipal elections that it be
a ¢ondition of appointment that such
officers should reside in the electorate,
particularly in the case of the outer metro-
politan electorates?’’

Hon. J. LARCOMBE

. (Rockhampton)
replied-—

‘‘Returning Officers are appointed by the
Governor in Council. However, I do mnot
think it is neeessary or advisable to lay
down a rule which would require a Return-
ing Officer to reside in the Electorate to
which he may be appointed.’’

COMMONWEALTH AID TO T.OCAL AUTHORITIES.

Mr. WATSON
Treasurer—

‘1. What are the total receipts to 30
June, 1950, from the Commonwealth for the
purposes of the Commonwealth Aid Loeal
Authority Trust Fund?

¢‘2, What amount had been paid to each
local authority recipient to same date?

¢¢3. In addition to (2), what amount
had been allocated to each loecal authority
but not actually paid at same date?

“‘4, What was the credit balance of the
fund at 30 June, 1950%°’
Hon. V. C. GAIR

replied—

¢¢1. £416,750.

‘€2, and 3. I lay on the Table a state-
ment giving the information required.

‘f4, £239177.7’

PapER.~—Whereupon Mr. Gair laid upon the
Table of the House the statement referred to.

(Mulgrave) asked the

(South Brishane)

SToCck DISEASES COMPENSATION FUND.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah)
gstke% the Secretary for Agriculture and
ock—

‘“1. In reference to the Stoek Diseases
Compensation Fund, what were the details
for 1949-50 under the following headings,
viz.:—(a) Total levies, (b) endowment,
(c¢) total receipts, (d) compensation pay-
ments, (¢) payments for veterinary ser-
viees, and () total payments?

¢¢2. What was the credit balance of the
fund at 30 June, 1950%’°

Hon. A. JONES (Charters Towers—
Secretary for Labour and Industry),
for Hon. H. H. COLLINS (Tablelands)
replied—

““1. (a)£16,364 7s. 3d.; (D) £8,182 3s. 7d.;

(c) £24,546 10s. 104.; (d) £5,482 13s.;

(e) £9,621 12s. 6d.; (f) £15,104 5s. 6d.

€42, £45,441 9s. 5d.”’
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SCOPE OF QUESTIONS.

Mr. COBURN (Burdekin), having given
notice of a question,

Mr. SPEAKER: I should like to say to
the hon. member for Burdekin that there are
certain rules governing questions, oue of
which is that questions once asked and
answered cannot be asked again, I will
examine the hon. member’s question closely.
I suggest to hon. members, too, that the
expense and time involved in the compilation
of answers to questions should be borne in
mind when they are submitting them. Long
questions entailing long answers put depart-
ments to much expense and inconvenience.

Mr. Aikens: That applies, Mr. Speaker,
to sareastic and facetious replies of
Ministers, too.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
mind also.

I have that in

PAPERS.

The following paper was laid on the table

and ordered to be printed:—

Report of the Auditor-General under The
Supreme Court Funds Aect of 1895 for
the year 1949-50.

The following papers werce laid on the

table:—

Orders in Council (9 March, 20 April (2),
27 July) and Regulation (20 April)
under the Water Acts, 1926 to 1942.

Audit Inspector’s Report on the Books and
Accounts of the Queensiand Coal Board.

DEATH OF

MR. P. AIREY.

MorioN oF CONDOLENCE.

Hon. E. M. HANLON (Ithaca—Premier)
(11.26 a.aun.): by leave, without notice: I
move—

€47, That this House desires to place on
record its appreciation of the services
rendered to this State by the late Peter

Airey, BEsquire, a former Member of the

Parliament of Queensland.

¢¢2 That Mr, Speaker be requested to
convey to the relatives of the deceased
gentleman the above Resolution, together
with an expression of the sympathy and
gorrow of the Members of the Parliament
of Queensland, in the loss they have
sustained.”’

The late Mr. Airey became a member of
the 13th Parliament of Queensland as mem-
ber for Flinders at a by-election which was
held consequent on the vacation of the seat
by Charles MeDonald, who had resigned to
enter the first Commonwealth Parliament.
Elected on 13 July, 1901, he represented
Flinders until the end of the 15th Purlia-
nent in April, 1907. He was called to the
Legislative Couneil on 3 July, 1907, hut
resigned on 13 January, 1908. He came
baek into the Legislative Assembly in the
17th Parliament as member for Brisbane
South and continued as member until that
Parliament was dissolved on 31 August,
1909.
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Uuring his membership he filled various
ministerial offices. In the Morgan Ministry
he was Secretary for Mines and Secretary
for Public Works from 9 April, 1904 to 27
April, 1904, and Home Secretary from 27
April, 1904, to 19 January, 1906.

In the Kidston Ministry he was Home
Secretary from 19 July, 1906 to 3 July,
1907, and Minister without Portfolio, whilst
in the Legislative Council, from 3 July, 1907,
to 19 November, 1907.

In the second Kidston Ministry he was
Treasurer from 13 February, 1908, to 29
October, 1908. After the {first session of
1908, Kidston went to England and on his
return ecoalesced with the Opposition led by
Philp, and this led to defections from the
joint party, the most prominent being Blair,
Airey and Kerr. Mr. Alrey died 10 August,
1956, aged 85.

Mr. Airey was a very brilliant parlia-
mentarian, Mr. Speaker; and he entered a
Parliament that I think is historic in the
records of this State. In that Parliament
the. Labour Party, which was then struggling
to achieve standing in the community, took
the first opportunity of exercising some power
in the government of the State. At the
time of the coalition of the Morgan Party
and the Labour Party—the only ecoalition
the Labour Party has ever entered—Mr.
Airey was one of the leading figures. He
was then a member of the Labour Party and
one of the leading figures in bringing about
that coalition. During that Parliament the
coalition Government led by Morgan insti-
tuted very many great reforms. It was the
Parliament in which the adult franchise was
introduced; it was also during that Parlia-
ment that workers’ compensation was first
introduced; it was also during that Parlia-
ment that the Workers’ Dwellings Act was
passed; and the Shearers and Sugar
Warkers’ Accommodation Aet and measures
for the protection of women and children
were prominent in its legislation.

That was the beginning of the power of
the Labour Party in this Chamber. TIts
legislation and its debates brought home tfo
the people the fact that the ordinary work-
ing men elected to Parliament were equal to
any member of it, in either debate or adminis-
tration. Mr. Airey’s part in this achieve-
ment was very great indeed. He played a big
part in the passing of the adult franchise,
first rejected by the Upper House but later
sent back to 1t and finally carried. The
names of Peter Airey and several other
members of the Labour Party who were very
prominent in Queensland’s affairs at that
time will not be forgotten in the history
of this State. Some of these men left the
Labour Party to join the Kidston Ministry
and later they were very savagely attacked
for having seceded from the Labour Party.
However, their careers in this House were
very great indeed.

There was a constitutional erisis at a sub-
sequent period of that Ministry and Parlia-
ment was prematurely dissolved but that
doughty old Scotechman William Xidston
finally was returned and succeeded in having
the Governor withdrawn from this State.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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The first decade in this century was a
very tense period in the Queensland Parlia-.
ment and Peter Airey, as he was known to
everybody, took a very great interest in
politics and played a very great part in those
vears of our parliamentary life. I ecan
assure hon. members I appreciate the work
that Peter Airey did while he was a member
of this Parliament. :

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader
of the Opposition) (11.34 am.): We join
with the Premier in expressing regret at the
passing of a great Queenslander in Peter
Airev. We join with him also in expressing
our sympathy to his relatives. As the Premier
has said, the late Peter Airey played a
prominent part in the affairs of this State
during the time he was a member of this
Chamber, in whiech it may be said the
Assembly saw very many changes. Peter
Airey took a prominent part in all the
activities of that period. He was a good and
keen administrator. He had a keen brain and
was a man who was appreciated by all his
colleagues and all who had the privilege of
knowing him. I came in contact with him
first some 20-odd years ago in the early
organisation of the fruit industry in the
Redlands distriet, in which he took a promi-
nent part. One had only fo meet him in
conference, to come in contact with him, to
appreciate his many qualities and the keen
perception he had of any problem that had
to be tackled. Peter Airey was an unassum-
ing gentleman. He lived to the ripe old age
of 85, and right to the time of his death he
was a constant visitor to the library of this
House. He kept in constant touech with the
affairs of the State and the lives of the
workers and this State is unquestionably the
poorer by the passing of one who made a
great coutribution towards its progress and
development.

Motion agreed to, hon. members standing
in silence.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Debate resumed from 15 August (see
page 78) on Mr. McCathie’s motion for
the adoption of the Address in Reply.

Hon. J. LARCOMBE (Rockhampton—
Attorney-General) (11.35 a.m.): In the first
place, Mr. Speaker, I wish to tender my con-
gratulations to the mover of the motion; the
hon. member for Haughton, and to the
seconder, the hon. member for Windsor, both
of whom delivered speeches of good quality
and high standing, thoughfully conceived, well
reasoned, and excellently delivered. Their
speeches demonstrated tolerance and broad-
mindedness and showed that both hon. mem-
bers have a knowledge of the resources of
this State and a keen appreciation of what
is necessary to be done in the interests of
the people of Queensland.

By way of contrast I refer to the speech
delivered by the Leader of the Opposition
and to the regrettable and disappointing
nature of his speech, partieularly in view
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of the world situation. His speech was
characterised by its narrowness and its
rancour and was steeped in party polities,
bearing no indication of construectiveness or
co-operation. It was just a petty attack upon
Government  administration and poliey.
Apparently the Leader of the Opposition mis-
conceived the purpose and funection of the
Opposition. . The funetion of an Opposition is
not only to oppose but to co-operate with the
Government, particularly in a period when the
shadow of war is unfortunately so prominent
in the sky as it is today.

As Minister in charge of the administra-
tion of the Elections Act the immediate pur-
pose for which I roge was to reply to the
complaint voiced by the Leader of the
Opposition in Parliament on the Appro-
priation Bill and elsewhere concerning
the elections and their results. His com-
plaint was that the Electoral Distriets Aect
of 1949 handicapped his party and that the
party who became the Government did so
on a minority vote. But before dealing with
those aspects of his speech I should like to
refer to the speech delivered by him
yesterday.

The hon. gentleman started out with a very
broad-minded sweep of the present world
situation and the need for Australian defence
and Queensland defence in particular, but he
quickly nose-dived into party polities and
dragged in the name of General MacArthur
in his attempt to discredit Labour defence
policy. Those who were privileged to be in
the know are aware that the late John Curtin
and General MacArthur were close friends
and were closely associated officially and that
General MacArthur had the highest admira-
tion for the Labour Prime Minister of that
day and for his policy. He approved of that
policy. The highest authority we had then
in Australin was satisfied with Iabour’s
defence policy of that period.

Labour’s policy and energy at that time
helped greatly to enable the service men of
this and other countries not only to proteet
Augtralia but to vindicate the ideals of
freedom and of justiee.

But what of the Menzies-Fadden party,
the party with which the Leader of the
Opposition was, and still is, associated? It
blundered and fumbled pathetically in rela-
tion to Australia’s defence. It so disgusted
its own supporters that a section of them
joined with the Labour Party, with the result
that the Menzies-Fladden Government were
defeated. That will go down as one of
the most remarkable incidents in Australian
polities, and it  happened at probably
the most eritieal period in the history
of this nation—a section of the Menzies-
Fadden party joined with the Labour Party
and as the result, the anti-Labour Party was
defeated and Labour was put into power and
kept there for the duration of the war.
Liabour thus had the opportunity of defend-
ing this eountry and helping to carry on its
great fight for freedom and justice, and it
was not found wanting. I submit that the
Leader of the Opposition would have been
well advised to steer eclear of that question
-in the opening phase of his address.
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Mr. Sparkes: You know as well as I do
that Labour is opposed to that sort of thing
altogether.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Labour Party, as
the result of its policy, spent as much in
defenee in Queensland in one year as did the
anti-Labour Party in a decade. Those are the
faects, We cannot escape the logic of facts.
We can pick out an isolated statement by
one hon. member and eriticise it, but the
faet remains that the Labour Party did a
magnificent job in defending Australia and
in helping our allies during the war period.

Mr. Sparkes:
universal training?

Mr. LARCOMBE: I will not be deflected
and diverted from my argument by inter-
jections of that kind. T refer the hon. mem-
ber for Aubigny to the Queensland daily
Press during the period to which I have
referred. From 1939 onwards, during the
vears of anti-Labour administration, the
Brisbane ‘‘Courier-Mail’’ featured headings
such as, ¢‘Queensland on the Dole‘!” and
¢‘Queensland Neglected!’> The anti-Labour
Press and critics of Labour severely critieised
and condemned the anti-Labour Party during
that period for its dismal failure to live up
to its responsibilities and obligations; to use
a colloquialism, it was dumped by its own
supporters. The Menzies-Fadden Government
could not be trusted to earry out the duties
and obligations cast upon them.

4 Government Member: They will dump
them again, too. k

Mr. LARCOMBE: There
about that.

What was the objeet of the attack by the
Leader of the Opposition? Tt was designed,
first of all, to obseure the magnificent record
of the Labour Party during the war period
and, secondly, to divert attention from the
utter failure of the present Menzies-Fadden
sovernment. The Leader of the Oppuosition
dealt very little with State polities, but refer-
red mainly to Federal administration. He
tried to conceal the fact, for instance, that
the Menzies-Fadden Party promised to
revitalise the ecotton industry if re-clected.
The truth is that that party has done nothing.
Tt has ignored demands to re-establish the
cotton industry, notwithstanding its promise
on the eve of the election that it would take
immediate steps to reinvigorate the cotton
industry if elected.

Again, the Leader of the Opposition
probably wished to_conceal the fact that the
Menzies-Fadden Administration are import-
ing enormous quantities of coal from overseas
and subsidising .it, while at the same time
refuging to help the codl industry in this
State. That is a very serious omission on
the part of the Menzies-Fadden Administra-
tion. We hear a lot about the neecessity for
national development and for building up
this country in a time of peace so that it will
be strong in a time of war.

If that is what the anti-Labour members
believe in, let them act aecordingly. We
are not going to build Australia into a

Are you in favour of

is no doubt
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grest nation if we import emormous quan-
ti.ﬁt*% of coal from overseas and at the same
time allow our own coal-mining industry here
to languish for want of orders. ’

_The Leader of the Opposition probably
wishes to conceal also the faet that the
Menzies-Wadden Party on the eve of the
election condemned the Chifley Administra-
tion for the enormous number of Common-
weaith public servants and said that if they
were elected they would eut down the nuni-
ber by at least 23 per ecent. They said that
the Labour Party was building up a
bureaucracy, carrying out socialistic schemes,
but what has been the result of the
seven  months of administration by the
Menzies-Fadden Government? No reduction
in the number of Commonwealth public
servants but rather an increase by thousands.

The Menzies-T'adden Party promised to
reduce the cost of living and the cost of pro-
duction but contrary to their promise very
soon  after thelr eclection the anti-Labour
Government reduced the subsidies that were
paid by the Chifley Administration on food-
stuffs.  They also promised to put value
back into the pound and inerease the stand-
ard of living but they have no intention of
putting value back into the pound or of
raising the standard of living as they prom-
ised. Therefore I submit that the Leader
of the Opposition, having these things in
mind, adopted the cuttlefish tactics of col-
o;xtrmg the water so as to esecape from
attack.

The hon. gentleman complained also about

the vesults of the elections, saying that his
party had been robbed of the Treasury
henches. I suppose he will be complaining
tomorrew that his party was robbed of the
Nelvin - Grove munieipal seat, where the
Lebour Party wou the election in the same
way as the Lgbour Party has won all its
elections. The result of the municipal contest
at Kelvin Grove has the greatest possible
politieal significance because on a previous
veeasion the anti-Labour eandidate won that
clestion by 1,700 votes but last Saturday
the Labour candidate turned that big anti-
Labour majority into an absolute Labour
majority—mnot winning by the mere presence
of a third candidate, but by an absolute
majority. '

Ahmuost continuously sinece 1915 the hon.
gentleman and his colleagues—I know that
the Leader of the Opposition was not in
Purliament himselt in 1915, but his political
partvy and ecolleagues were—have been com-
plaining about the results of elections. They
bave protested against the allegedly unfair
methads  of  Labour administration—they
have blamed everybods but themselves. Thev
refuse to acknowledge the wisdom and
advica  contained in  these words Dby
Shakespeare—

*“The fault, dear Brutus, is not in our
tars but in ourselves that we are under-
ings.””’

g

The Leader of the Opposition should bear
in mind that wisdom, which is lacking in
Lis own party and his own methods and
that is responsible for the defeat of his
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own party, rather than constantly be blam-
ing the Government for the defeat of the
Opposition.  The anti-Labour Party was
defeated in 1915, 1918, 1920, 1923,
1926, 1932, 1935, 1938, 1941, 1944, 1947,
and in 1950, yet the Leader of the Opposi-
tion quite quixotically claims that his party
has not been beaten by fair methods, We
have beaten the anti-Labour Party not only
on rvedistributions that have taken place
under Labour Governments, but on redistri-
hutions under anti-Labour Governments too.
There was s redistribution of electoral seats
v an anti-Labour Government right baclk
in 1910 and under it the Labour Party was
defeated in 1912, but in 1815 the anti-
Labour forees were defeated and the Labour
Party was returned with an overwhelming
majority, The Labour Party was able to do
that under an anti-Labour redistribution of
seats, under an Aect providing for the re-
distribution of clectoral boundaries passed
v an anti-Labour Government.

We got the same result in 1932 when we
know that the Labour Party won the eleetion
under the redistribution legislation passed by
the Moore Government, that is, notwithstand-
ing the fact that the redistribution was
effected by the anti-Labour party. The
T.eader of the Opposition reminds me of a
disgruntled team in sport. In football,
cricket and in some other kinds of sport we
find the same kind of complaint. We hear
the ery, ‘“We have been beaten by unfair
tactics.’”’ We find a disgruntled football team
complaining that the field was not properly
measured, or that the ball was too small, or
that the referee was unfair——with their own
referee and ball measurements they might
have won the mateh,

Mr, Sparkes: You did not win by a great
margin even under those eonditions.

the
Cook.

Mr., LAR(COMBE: I had twice
majority of the hon. member for
(Liaughter.)

We now come to the ery of ‘‘minority
rule.”’ That has been the cry of the Leader
of the Opposition since the election. It is an
erroneous and almost impudent assumption.
In the first place that hon. gentleman over-
looks the faet that the Labour Party quite
obviously is easily the strongest individual
party that contested and won the election.
There were three major parties in the field,
the Labour Party emerged the vietor and is
therefore entitled to govern.

Let us examine the aggregate votes polled
for each party. The Labour Party polled
995,138 votes, the Liberal Party 188,331 and
the Country Party 121,199. Therefore,
Iabour polled 106,807 votes more than the
Liberal Party and 173,939 votes more than
the Country Party. Can any sensible man
argue that the Labour Government should
give way to the Liberal Party, which polled
approximately 107,000 votes less than the
I.abour Party, or hand over the reins of
government to the Country Party, which
polled approximately 174,000 votes less than
the Labour Party? What kind of absurd



Address in Reply.

fogie und ethics is contained in that propo-
sition!  That would be the worst kind of
minority rule if the Labour Party were to
surrender power in the way that is suggested.

‘“Ah,”” but the anti-Labour Party say,
‘‘the  members of the Opposition’’—
the Liberal and Country Party candidates—
‘rreceived a greater aggregate vote than the
Labour Party eandidates, therefore they are
entitled to govern.’’ That argument is based
on false premises and a fundamental fallacy.
Let us examine the absurdity of the basis of
such a statement. It assumes that had the
[iberal Party been the only party at the
polls all country voters would have voted for
Liberals as against Labour, or if the Country
Party Lad been the only party against
Liabour at the polls all Liberal voters would
bave voted for the Country Party in prefer-
vnce to the Labour Party. That is a funda-
weutal fallaey. A large percentage of the
votes cast for the Liberal Party were mno
wmore against the Labour Party than they
were against the Country Party. A large
percentage of the votes cast for the Country
Party were no more against the Labour Party
than they were against the Liberal Party.
If there had been only two parties in the
ficld thousands of voters would have voted for
Labour candidates in preference to Liberal
candidates, or alternatively, would have voted
tor the Labour Party in preference to the
Country Party.

IZ{r. Sparkes: How do you work that
Ut

Mr. LARCOMBE: That is a pertinent
question. Fortunately, I have overwhelming
evidenee in support of my contention. We
tave three distinet parties and we have to
determine how a great majority would ecast
their votes if there were only two parties in
the field. That is the test of the argument.
The Country Party has refused to merge
with the Liberal Party and in diseussing the
matter recently the president of the Country
Party, Mr. A. J. Campbell, said rank-and-
fitlc members of his party would not stand for
1T,

He added, ‘“‘Some of them would go cver
to the Labour Party.”’ There is the evidence
the hon. member for Aubigny requires, and
it comes from the Leader of the Country
Party in Queensland,

Mr. Sparkes: One man’s opinion.

Mr. LARCOMBE: I will give the hon.
member another man’s opinion in a moment,
and not a Liabour man. There we have the
remarkable admission of the leader of the
Country Party in Queensland, that if there
were only two parties, a big section of the
zountry voters would vote for Labour in
preference to the Country Party. We know
that, but it is remarkable to obtain the
admigsion of the leader of the Country Party
to confirm and buttress the argument I am
using.

Let me refer also to the statement of Mr.
G. Hudson, president of the Northern Country
Party, as reported in the ¢‘Courier-Mail’’ of
July, 1950.

Mr. Sparkes: What date was the other
onel
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Mr. LARCOMBE: The “Courier-Mail” of
§ July last.

Mr, Sparkes: No.

Mr, LARCOMBE: That is absolutely
correct. I anticipated the interjection of the
hon. member and I had the dates checked
(Government laughter.) Mr. Hudson eriti-
cised the Liberal Party, and he said, ‘‘We
are expected to grow the potatoes and the
Liberal Party eat them.’’ 1In other words,
he said that the Liberal Party were Queen
Street farmers who would farm the farmers.
We know that they do but it is remarkable
to get the admission from the leader of the
Country Party in North Queensland. He said
that he had no time for the scheming of the
parliamentary leaders, but he was conceerned
about the great Country Party in the country
and that the Liberal Party was out to farm
the farmers and that the Country Party
were expected to grow the potatoes and the
Queen Street farmers would eat them.

Mr, E. Evang, a prominent member of the
Northern Country Party and a member of
the Opposition, had something to say about
the relationship between the Country Party
and the Liberal Party, as reported in the
¢‘Courier-Mail’’ of 23 November, 1948. He
said, ‘“We will not be dictated to by vested
interests and political job-hunters.’’ There
is further evidence in support of my conten-
tion—that if there were only two yarties,
Labour would have been assured of a large
majority.

Let us proceed further. Tet us look at the
situation in Vietoria. There we find that
the Liberal Party and the Country Party ave
to use a colloquial phrase, at daggers drawn:
they hate one another politically. We know
that the Country Party, after the last election
in Vietoria, denounced the Liberal Party and
said that the latter party had invoked the aid
of the banks to bring about the partial
destruction of the Country Party. That was
a statement by the leader of the Country
Party in Vietoria, who is now the Premier
of that State, with the assistanee of the
Labour Party and in face of the bitterest
opposition of the Liberal Party.

An Opposition member interjected.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Labour Party is
supporting the party that will give the
greatest measure of advantage and protection
to the people of the State. It shows there
is a clogser relationship between the Country
Party and the Labour Party than between
the ~Liberal Party and the Country
Party. We know that in Vietoria there
is no affinity between the Country Party
and the Liberal Party at all; so we may
logically assume that if there were only two
parties at the poll at the last election,
Tiabour would have been returned with a
large majority, irrespective of whether the
Opposition was the Liberal Party or the
Country Party.

Mr, Nicklin: What majority of votes did
the Labour Party have at the last election?

Mr. LARCOMBE: I have just elaborated
my argument and it shows that leaders of the
Country Party indicated that if only two
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parties were going to the poll Labour would
have received a substantial majority over
the Country Party.

Mr. Nicklin: The numerical majority?

Mr. LARCOMBE: The numerical vote
is substantially larger than that obtained
by the Country Party. We know the
Labour Party received approximately 174,000
votes more than the Country Party;
does the Country Party contend that it
should govern this State notwithstanding
the faet its candidates received such a poor
number of votes compared with the Labour
Party?

I should like to emphasise the advice and
warning given by the hon. member for
Mirani coneerning the relationship between
the Liberal Party and the Country Party.
He emphasised the fact that there was a
cold war going on between the Country
Party and the Liberal Party. Apparently the
Liberals have laid it down that if the
Country Party does not accept the terms
dictated by the Liberal Party, funds and
asgistance will be withdrawn and they will
run their own rural eandidates at the next
election. That is the threat of the ILiberal
Party—*‘If you do not coalesce or amalga-
mate we will run our own rural candidates
when an eleetion takes place.’’

Speaking of contested seats, now let
me take the  Vietorian  election as
another test of the argument adduced by
the Leader of the Opposition, who is very
gilent on the faet that the anti-Labour
Party in Vietoria was elected on what may
be termed a minority vote. Although the
conditions in Vietoria were similar to those
in Queensland the Leader of the Opposition
said nothing about the results of the
elections in Vietoria where the Liberal-
Country Party, as distinet from the Country
Party, obtained 495,594 votes, which gave
them 25 seats, and the Labour Party with
544,924 votes obtained only 24 seats. It
will be seen that the Labour Party, although
it polled 49,330 votes more than the Liberal-
Country Party obtained fewer seats than the
Liberal-Country Party.

We find too that in South Australia the
Liberal-Country League obtained 113,673
votes, giving 13 seats, whereas Labour with
134,946 votes won only 9 seats. In that
State the Labour Party polled 21,273 votes
more than the Liberal-Country League and
won fewer seats. Lt the Leader of the
Opposition direct his adviee and attention
to the Vietorian and South Australian anti-
Labour Parties if he wishes to make some
headway in the argument he has advanced
against Labour in this State.

Mzr. Speaker, going back to 1912 we find
some very interesting information concern-
ing election results in Queensland. At the
State election in 1912 the anti-Labour Party
obtained 118,817 votes, the Labour Party
100,738 votes, the Independent Party 4,493
votes. The anti-Labour Party won 46 seats,
the Labour Party 25, and the Independent,
one. The Labour Party wom only 10,000
votes fewer than the anti-Labour Party but

[ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

won only 25 seats as against 46 seats of the
anti-Labour Party, or, to put it the other way,
the anti-Labour Party with only 10,000
more votes than the Labour Party got
almost double its representation. The mem-
bers of the anti-Labour Party in Queensland
have charged this Government with being a
minority Government but let them ecarefully
read the electoral and political history of
this State before they do so again.

There has been a wonderful change of
tune by the anti-Labour Party on theé ques-
tion of election results. Just prior to the
election the anti-Labeur parties cexpressed
strong confidence through their leaders as
to the probable result of the election; they
were certain that they would be eleeted by
a substautial majority. Immediately after
the election results were known, however,
they changed their tune and said that they
were defeated because of the Eleetoral Dis-
triets Aet and Labour’s electoral administra-
tion. In the ‘‘Courier-Mail’’ of 4 October,
1949, there is an article under the heading
¢“Liberals not protesting.’’

The Liberal Partv was not protesting
against the work of the commission. If there
was anything unfair in the work of that
commission one would have expected that the
Liberals would have protested, but Dr. Win-
ston Noble, the then president of the Liberal
Party in this-State, said that so far us he
knew no protest would be lodged by his
party.

In the ‘¢ Courier-Mail’’ of 3 October, 1949,
there was another comment to the effect that
after a week’s study of the new State elec-
toral boundaries the Opposition considered
that Labour’s prospects in 1930 had heen
reduced—not increased—by the commission’s
report.

I now proceed to the election month. Ox
26 April, 1950, Mr. Hiley gave a confident
blast. Here is the ‘‘Courier-Mail’s’’ refer-
ence—

““‘Mr. Hiley expects the
win at least three northern
combined with three northern
Party wins and one independent
would put Labour out.”’

The ‘‘Courier-Mail’’ gave further study
to the question and came to this conclusion
—¢¢‘This would give a Parliament of 359
Country-Liberal Parties, two anti-Govern-
ment Independents, and 34 Labour.”’ A few
days before the election both Messrs. Hiley
and Nicklin had the Labour Party defeated;
we had no prospect of winning and they
were cerfain of being the Government, but
after the election, when they were defeated
and we became the Government, they
changed their tunes and said that their
defeat was the result of the commission’s
work.

Liberals to
seats. This
Country
win,

Mr. Sparkes interjected.

Mr. LARCOMBE: There could be no
greater tribute to the commission’s work
than the result in  Rockhampton, to
whieh electorate the  hon. member for
Aubigny refers. In its fairness in allocating
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the clectors in the Rockhampton distriet it
was responsible for the near-defeat of a
Labour Minister. The commission in no way
assisted the Labour Party.

This change of tune by the anti-Labour
forces is signifieant and it indicates the in-
consistent and contradictory nature of their
claims because they said before the elee-
tions that there was no prospeet of their
being defeated, that they were ecertain of
victory notwithstanding the work of the
commission,

I now proceed to state what in my opinion
were the reasons for Labour’s vietory., We
had more competent leadership and without
exaggeration or flattery we had in our leader
1 of capacity and energy, with a
wanlike outlook on Queensland affairs.
[ knmow that in the Rockhampton electorate
scores «f business men voted for the Labour
Party largely beeause of the leadership of
our present Premier. hey were not Labour
men but they voted for the Labour Party
beeause of its sound, capable and exper-
ienced leadership, whieh is so important in
the government of any ecountry.

il

The Labour Party has an excellent record,
politieally, industrially and soecially. It has
developed this State, has promoted decen-
tralisation, has improved the standard of
living, and has done all those things that
are of essential importance in the govern-
ment of this country. I believe that was an
important factor in our winning the election.
In 1914, the year before Labour came into
power in this State, Queensland was the
gslave State of the Commonwealth, Industries
were backward, primary production was
languishing, the standard of living was
low, unemployment was high and wages were
low, with the result that indireet taxation
was comparatively very Theavy. Labour
changed all that. It has built Queensland
up to the finest, foremost and most attract-
ive State of the Commonwealth. The election
results sinee 1915 confirm that statement.
Many thousands of electors at every election
since. 1915 cannot be wrong. No redistribu-
tion of seats, no alteration of the Eleetoral
Distriets Act or any other act of ingenuity
could have enabled the Labour Party to
retain power if it had mnot had such a good
record of sound policy and strong leadership.
You can juggle with electoral boundaries as
mueh as you like, but if the people are
determined to change the Government they
will do so.

Another reason for Labour’s long term of
office was advanced by an anti-Labour leader
in the person of Mr. J, B. Chandler, who
was leader of the Queensland People’s Party
in this Parliament for some years. When
he was endeavouring to enter Parliament,
he was doing it not only against the Labour
Party but also against the Opposition party.
This is what he had to say: ‘‘I have waited
for years in vain for the State Opposition
to put forward a useful and constructive
policy designed to improve the social condi-
tions of Queensland.’’ That was the reason
he gave for the defeat of the Opposition.
He went on to say, ‘* Because they have not
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done that, the Opposition are in opposition.”’
Ile came into this Parliament but he beeame
so dissatisfied with the methods adopted by
the Opposition Party that he retired from
politics a  heartbrokem  Parliamentarian.
(Opposition laughter.) I repeat that politic-
ally hon. members opposite broke the heart of
the Lord Mayor of Brisbane. He was dis-
heartened and retired from leadership of his
party in the circumstances I have indicated.
He also said that he would retire from
polities if it could be shown that the anti-
Labour Party had been respongible for any
useful piece of legislation. He came into
this Parliament and said he was going to
rejuvenate and revitalise the Opposition and
wake them the Government of the State, but
he found the job too big; the handicap was
too great.

In conclosion, I should like to say a few
words about the 1929-32 period, a period of
manipulation, of gerrymandering, of politieal

jobhery and of trickery. Any other
period pales into insignificance in regard to
manipulation and gerrymandering when

compared with the period from 1929 to 1932.
At that time the anti-Labour Party
employed various methods in an endeavour
to keep the Labour Party in Opposition for
all time, TFirst of all, the Elections Act was
tampered with.  Thousands of voters in
Queensland were deprived of their votes
because it was made very difficult for them
to get om the roll and bhecome -electors.
At that time econditions were bad and
workers had to move about the State in
order to get work. There was unemployment
everywhere and in moving from electorate
to electorate in search of employment the
workers were not able to qualify for enrol-
ment and were thus deprived of the fran-
chise. They were subject to the laws of the
State, subject to taxation, but deprived of
tléeilr electoral right by the shameful Aet of
1931,

There was a redistribution scheme and the
Labour Party was handieapped by it, and
finally there was a reduction in the number
of members of Parliament. That was the
master stroke by which the anti-Labour Party
thought they eould deprive the Labour Party
of any chance at the elections. They thought
that the Labour Party could not defeat them
when the Labour Party was subject to a
reduction of so many members. There was to
be a reduction of 10 members of Parliament,
eight of them Labour members—eight
Labour seats eliminated then held by the
Labour Party. They were Balonne, Burke,
Chillagoe, Leichhardt, Mitchell, Mt. Morgan,
Paddington, and Queenton. All those seats
were cut out; Labour was not to have any
chance at all in the elections.

(Time expired.)

Mr, HILEY (Coorparoo) (12.17 p.m.):
I do not think that a single honourable mem-
ber will find any quarrel with the exact words
of the Address in Reply, but when you come
to study them—they are based on the Gover-
nor’s Speech and some of its contents—and
compare them with the performance of the
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Government you will find that there is much
cauge for disturbance in the mind of any
sensible person. Particularly do I refer to
that paragraph in His Execellency’s Speech
setting out the proposals of the Government
concerning the reintroduetion of a shipping
service on the Torres Strait route. That
statement, which is very terse, says—

¢‘My advisers plan to make it possible,
by deepening and improving our main
ports, to restore the Torres Strait’route for
mward and outward bound ships.’’

1f by some happy chance such development
became possible, it would have the pro-
toundest significance on the future develop-
ment of this State, but I am going to say
that unless the Government completely alter
their approach to these port responsibilities
not only shall we be completely barren of
development in the Torres Strait service but
our existing facilities will be in danger.

Any fair examination of the port position
in Queensland today shows three obvious
teatures. First of all, the plant maintaining
our ports is over age and insuffieient. I shall
develop that part of my argument at some
length. Secondly, the world tendency towards
bigger vessels, both interstate and overseas,
means that it is not sufficient to maintain our
ports but we must also have better ports to
handle these larger vessels. On the third
point I shall produce evidence, evidence taken
from publications by our own Harbours and
Marine Department, evidence appearing in
each case over the signature of the portmaster
of Brisbane, showing that tliere has been a
marked deeline in port standards here.

I must confess that I should have liked
time to cover suceessively the position at each
of the ports up and down the eoast of
Quecnsland, because I have always believed
in multi-port development. I still say, on the
question of Queensland development, that the
best way is not to expect Quecnsland trade to
radiate through a eceentral port, but on the
contrary the more good ports we have in
Queensland the greater will be the develop-
ment and the advantage. I am compelled
to use the Brisbane position because of limi-
tation of time, but I hope that some of my
colleagues will deal with the northern ports
in a similar way. I remark in passing that
the new Treasurer, who has just taken over
the respounsibility of handling the ports of the
State, is forced to face the result of apathy
than can be traced over a period of at least
30 years.

I want to draw attention to a question
which was asked of the Treasurer on the
first day of this Parliament by my colleague
the hon. member for Mt, Coot-tha. He asked
the hon. gentleman—

¢‘Is the mnavigable depth of the Bris-

bane River less today than it was in 1926,

and is it silting up more quickly than it is

being dredged?’’
We then had the extraordinary position that
the Minister gave an answer starting off with
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the ecategorical denial ‘“No,”’ and thea pro-
ceeding to condemn his denial and give bim-
self the lie because in his statement he went
on to say—

““Tn 1926 the navigable depth from the
bhar to Bulimba was 24 feet and from
Bulimba to Vietoria Bridge 22 fect. Iu
1950 the respective depths are 24 fect and
18 fect.”’

So that on lhis own answer he establishes
beyond any possibility of doubt that the
navigable depths of the river are less than
they were in 1926, yet he categorieally denies
the suggestion,

That is not all. There are official docu-
ments issted under the hand of the port-
master which provide convinecing evidence that
the Brisbane River is silting up more quickly
than it is being dredged. I will quote first
of all from the report of the Department of
Harbours and Marine for the year ended
30 June, 1949. It states that the Hamilton
Reach cutting is being found diffieult to
maintain at 28 feet low water, spring tides.
In a eircular issued on 31 March this year
ander the hand of the portmaster to ship-
owners for guidance in their use of the port,
that official tells us that in that rcach of
the river the available depth is now 235 feet
3 inches.

When vou e¢ome to the bar cutting the
official report of the department gives the
depth at 30 feet and 29 feet, 30 feet for
200 feet, and 29 feet for the other 200 feet
of the cutting. By 31 March this year
another cireular issued over the hand of the
portmaster shows that these depths had
declined to 28 feet and 26 feet respectively.

When vou come to the Bulimba Reach the
annual report of the Department of Harbours
and Marine tor the year ended 30 .June,
1949, shows that the minimum depth there
is 24 feet 6 inches, and by 31 March the
portmaster informs shipowners for the guid-
ance of shipping that the minimum depth is
23 feet.

In the South Brisbane reach the same
report shows that at 30 Jume last year the
depth was stable, mark you, at 22 feet. Yet
the information given in a circular over the
hand of the portmaster to shipowners shows
the available depth from Vietoria Bridge to
Story Bridge to be 19 feet. Those are chan-
nel depths.

I want the House to observe that at sonie
points of the river encroachments into the
channels over the lines of the leads are serious
indeed. For instance, at the Gardens bend
at any low tide you can see a bank forming
and growing. At Kangaroo Point, in spite
of the building of the wall there to give a
clean scour, there is evidence in the report
of the department—which anyone can see for
himself—that a big bank is growing. At
Norrey’s Point in Humbug Reach, opposite
Mowbray Park, at any low tide you can see
a substantial bank growing. At Hamilton
Reach a similar trouble is encroaching on the
swinging basin opposite the wharves. At
Bulimba bend, despite constant attempts of



Address in Reply.

the Gouvernment to prevent it, a bank is form-
ing aund growing. Further, in evidence given
in a reeent ecollision case whieh oceurred at
the bar of the Brisbane River there was
evidence of a bank toeing out into the cut-
ting. The suggestion was made that those
defeets were aflecting the safety of trans-
port in that area.

The department’s attitude to this growing
diffieulty is to do a little work in some places
and ignore others. In its own report it says
no work has been done at Garden Point, but
a safety precaution has been devised in the
liope that it will overcome the results of its
own negleet in the past. Instruetion has
been given that when a vessel proposes to
enter or leave the port there should be wire-
less contact so that an effort could be made
to avoid the meeting of two vessels in eclose
proximity in those narrow peints. In the
evidenee that was given before the Marine
Court of inquiry recently it was asked: ‘‘Had
the ships concerned sent their usual informa-
tion there sgo that the maritime traffie guide
could ao his work?’’  These things are
liappening because of negleet of these bars,
which are encroaching, not only in the main
river but in some cases ereeping out into the
channiels,

Another bank, reference to which is con-
tained in the report of the department, is at
the entranee to Cairncross dock, where
this  Stute is charged with the control
of a £1,000,000 investment, and where it
desires to attract work and business, and
there at the present time you have a 20-foot
patel at the entrance to the dock.

So I say on that evidenece—the whole of
whieh is departmental-—there is sufficient to
convict the department out of its own mouth.
The navigable depths of the Brisbane River
bave deelined aund they are not as good as the
department showed they were in 1526. I do
not blame the new Minister—he has just
taken on the cares of this department and it
will take him some time to overcome what I
think is the result of the aceumulated apathy
of almost a generation—but it is obvious
from the answer he gave to the House on
# Angust that he was being advised by the
officers along certain lines. If De is going
to acecept the categorical denial that the river
is not ¢ilting up quickly and the navigable
depth is not less today than 20 vears ago, he
iy making o grave error. If he aets wisely
he will have a careful inquiry to aseertain
the real faets in order to consider whether
the administration of the department and the
dredging policy are adequate to meet the
needs of the port.

Let us then take the state of the existing
plant. In Brisbane four dredges are regu-
larly available. The first is the Methuselah
of the fleet-—something that was built prior

» Yuln war, ig still labouring along, the
‘“Marvborough,”” a mere colt of 65 years.
The second vessel in use is another aged
eraft, the ‘‘Remora,’’ 38 years of age, in
servier before the outbreak of the first World
War; and the two relative colts are the
“‘Morwong’’ and the ‘‘Platypus,”’ aged 25
and 23 years respectively.
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The rest of the gear impresses me as a
floating museum. Some of the mud barges
and anchor tenders have been in service for
over 60 years. I venture to suggest that
they would fail lamentably in comparison
with the performance and the cost of opera-
tion of modern equipment. The cost of opera-
tion of vessels designed and engine rooms
equipped as long ago as that must be fau-
tustically high. The only ray of sunlight
is that one new suction dredge is on order
but I would suggest that by the time I have
finished developing my case on the needs of
the port of Brisbane the arrival of that sue-
tion dredge will be only a drop in the bucket
for the requirements of Brisbane alone and
will not enable any effective contribution to
be made to the needs of the morthern por-
tion of this State.

Mark you, this is brought up apropos to
a hope expressed by the Government that
the Torres Straits shipping service will be
resumed. I would remind the Government
that at the moment the channel depths in the
port of Cairns are only 20 feet. How one will
ever get a Torres Strait serviee with such
channel depths is something that defies mari-
time judgment. Although at the present I
am concentrating on the needs of Brisbane
[ make the observation that mo provision is
Lbeing made for the provision of additional
dredging for the northern ports and unless
something is done about them all the talk
about a Torres Strait service is so much
cyewash.

On the question of the changing need:
shipping statistics show that over the last
generation there has been a vast inerease in
the tonnage of the average vessel entering
this port, whether in interstate or overseas
trade. In the report tendered by the Depart-
ment of Harbours and Marine is a schedule
of arrivals and among other things I noticed
the net tonnage of vessels arriving, Some
hon, members may imagine that because the
net tonnage of the arrivals is not as heavy
today as it was 10 to 20 years ago there is
actually a falling off in the port require-
ments of Brisbane, but that is not so. When
the high figures, up to 4 million tons a year,
were set out in the table of arrivals a number
of vessels were lightly-loaded mail steamers
—passenger steamers coming into port to dis-
charge a few hundred toms of cargo in the
limited time they permitted themselves while
they carried out their principal purpose of
picking up passengers. Everyone will observe
that today the use of the port is changed
from the field of passenger to that of cargo
vessels and because of that heavily laden
large-sized eargo ships are coming to the port.
If the net tonnage using the port today is
lower than it was, the aetunal tonnage of
goods passing through the port today is at
least 50 per cent. greater than the peak of
28 vears ago.

To give hon. members an idea of the change
that has taken place over the past 20 years:
overseas vessels them were only about 450
feet in length, with a tonnage of about 6,000.
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Today the average class of vessel coming from
overseas 1s 550 feet in length and the ton-
nage 8,000 or 9,000. In the coastal field,
20 years ago, there were ‘‘X’’ class vessels
designed just after the close of the first World
‘War, such as the ‘‘Echueca’’ of about 4,800
tons. Today the traffic is being handled by
¢¢B?’ class vessels of 6,000 tons capacity and
the port is being asked to accommodate oil
tankers of 10,000 to 12,000 tons capacity,
with a 29-ft. draft when fully laden.

To give the House some idea of the swing
over from the smaller to the larger vessels
I have obtained the figures of the vessels
that have got assistance from tugs in the
port of Brisbane and have divided them into
tonnages and we find this result—

Number
¢“Tonnage. requiring tugs.
Under 1,000 tons .. oo 34
1,000 tons to 2,000 tons .. 24
2,000 toms to 2,500 tons .. 66
2,500 tons to 3,000 tons .. 22
3,000 tons to 4,000 toms .. 189
4,000 tons to 5,000 tons 937’

Now, Mr. Speaker, watch how the figures go
uh when we come to the larger vessels—

Number

“‘Tonnage. requiring tugs.
5,000 toms to 6,000 tons . 223
6,000 tons to 7,000 tons ..o111
7,000 tons to 8,000 tons 231
8,000 toms to 9.000 tons 268
9,000 tons to 10,000 tons 137
10,000 tons to 11,000 tons 108
Over 11,000 tons L2187

The average lwat needs a tug when it

arrives in port and departs from port and
when the vessel moves from one berth to
another and so it can be seen that those
figures could represent three to four handlings
of a single vessel. My point is this: that
the average size of vessels handled in the
port of Brisbane is creeping up compared
with what it was 20 years ago and unless
we recognise the growth of the demand in the
port of Brisbane and prepare for it by widen-
ing and deepening channels and by making
better provision for berthing aeccommodation,
we shall be failing to meet and keep pace with
the present demand in the port of Brisbane,
fet alone cater for the inereased demand
that will flow from the Torres Strait service.

There has been a marked variation in the

tonnages handled in the port because
shipping economy has reached the stage
at whiech owners are not willing to put

shipping to a number of ports with little
cargo for each port. The cost of tying up a
ship in port has become so heavy that ship-
owners today try to load and unload as
much eargo as they cam in a single port, the
nmost economical way to handle a large ship.
But going back 20 years ago, it was a rare
occasion when a ship would come in loaded
to full capacity. The tonnage of interstate
cargoes in those days rarely exceeded 2,000
tons a vessel, whilst overseas cargoes
commonly were under 1,000 tons. Today over-
seas vessels come into the port of Brishane
with 5,000 tons of cargo to be unloaded from
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a single vessel. Even interstate vessels eome
in with 5,000 tons to unload. Previously
those overseas vessels would come here with a
little cargo for Brisbane at the end of the
Australian journey. They would arrive in
Brisbane so lightly loaded that they would be
floating well clear of the loading marks.
Today, hecause of the tendency to load big
cargoes in a single vessel, vessels are arriv-
ing in Brisbane laden right down. It will
be seen that the position has changed.

Mr. Aikens: In the past they went out
heavily laden.

Mr. HILEY: Yes, but they are no better
off today because the vessels are larger and
need more draught and, furthermore, river
depths in many cases are less today.

Mr. Foley: How many boats are unable
to come into Brisbane?

Mr, HILEY: They come in under diffi-
culties. That is the point I wish to develop.
[t has been the change of design in ship-
building that has enabled the port of
Brishane to function with the larger vessels.
If vessels of the old type with deep draughts
were still being built, the larger tomnages
at present being used would have faced
Brishane with a real difficulty before now.

Mr, Hanlon: If they were still building
shipg of the size of the ‘‘Endeavour,’’ they
could sail right up to the site of the
Stanley River dam.

Mr. HILEY: We will leave the canoe
logic of the Premier.

The adoption of the flat-bottom biige-kee
design has enabled ships of a larger
tonnage to be used without a corresponding
inerease in draught requirements. That alone
has been the factor that has enabled us to get
away with the lack of attention that has heen
paid to the port of Brisbane.

Mr. Hanlon: Perhaps the port authori-
ties heard of that.

My, HILEY: Are the Government to rely
on that factor eternally? If they are relying
on that factor to reintroduce the Torres
Strait service, they will flnd ther arve
grievously wrong.

Mr, Hanlon: The construction of larger
ships is being abandoned. I was informed
when I was in England that the mogt profit-
able ships are those of from 10,000 ta
15,000 tons, and that concentration would be
placed on the building of them in future.

Mr. HILEY: The port of Brisbane ig not
equipped to handle with full faeility ships of
from 10,000 to 15,000 tons. They can enter
the port only on the top of the tide, and once
they get into their berths they are neaped
in there because each berth is scooped out
lower than the channel, and they can only
leave again at the top of the tide.

Mr. Hanlon: We have two tides a day.

Mr, HILEY: 1 suppose the Premier
would suggest that if it was found desirable
to shift a vessel because of a defence or a
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fire emergency, the cause of the emergency
would wait for the tide? That is the sort of
reasoning that is holding back the port of
Brisbane.

We have the extraordinary position at
present that virtually every berth along the
banks of the Brisbane River is dredged
deeper than the channel depth; they are not
dredged as deeply as some of the shipping
companies would like to have them, but they
are already dredged deeper than the channel
depth. There are two results, which affeet
the cost of shipping, for which, of course, the
public pays. First of all, whenever a large
vessel proceeds along the channel the
tendency is for it to scour the loose silt into
the berths, which, as T have pointed out, are
dredged more deeply than the channel itself.
The second result is that the towing service,
which should be available continuously
throughout the day, is restricted to a very

short period; the demand is for high-tide

towing. That inereases towing charges, and
again it is the public who pay. With a
proper port, the towing demand would be
even throughout the day. Instead of that,
however, shipowners require towing services
only at high-tide periods.

In addition to the effects I have already
mentioned, other difficulties emerge that
affect the whole of our defence viewpoint and
the whole of our maritime economy. Vessels
in the port are continually meaped in their
berths, and cannot be moved till high tide.
What would be the result if a fire hazard
arose on the river? I remind hon. members
that all the oil installations in Brisbane are
close to the river, and very real coneern
exists in our fire brigades as to what would
happen if there was an oil fire on the
Brigshane River. In such a case, a vessel that
was eaught neaped at its berth would be a
sitting duck; it could not be moved simply
because the channel is not deep enough,
except at high tide. If it so happened that
the tide was not in, God help that vessel.

Similarly, if defence requirements made it
desirable to shift a vessel when a raid or
something of the sort was imminent, its
removal would be impeded, if not impossible,
while the berthing depths were lower than
the channel depth.

It is abundant fime that these considera-
tions received very careful attention from the
Minister charged with the administration of
the port of Brisbane. What is to be done
to cure these things? Firstly, the channel
must be brought to the target laid down, and
I remind the House that the Department of
Harbours and Marine in this State has target
depths for various stretches of the river, but
its own publication suggests that it is not
nearly maintaining those depths and that on
the econtrary the depths are declining. So
vou have to bring the river channel back to
the target that has been set. Moreover, these
target depths must be revised to avoid berths
below the river bed. So long as that happens
you wijl have continual silting of the Dberths
and so vessels will be held neaped in their
berths until there is a suitable tide.
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Narrow points in the river must be dealt
with to avoid bottlenecks. It is not sufficient
to console ourselves by saying that we have
a wireless policeman trying to keep ships from
meeting at narrow points. That is not good
enough. If a single vessel sinks in the fair-
way, that is the end of the port of Brisbane.
That is the plain position and these things
must be realised and handled as a matter of
urgeney.

And now, how to do it: first of all, we have
to recognise the fact that the existing plant
can do no more than maintain; it cannot
put the port of Brisbane where it should be.
When the new dredge eventually arrives it
will merely have the effect of keeping main-
tenanee facilities at about par and will not
provide anything extra for the port of
Brisbane in keeping with modern require-
ments.  And so the suggestion I make to the
Government is that they should examine the
position to see what plant is available else-
where to Le brought here to do this work
for us., 1 learnt in the Press the other day
that there is a contractor’s plant in Mel-
bourne and that it is to be used for the Mel-
bourne port authority in bringing the Vie-
torian docks and entrances baek into modern
condition. If that plant is available in Aus-
tralia, here is an opportunity, perhaps, to
bring it to the port of Brisbane and other
ports along the coast so as to bring them to
the condition in which they should be. That
would be preferable to our ordering our own
plant and incurring the delay that usually
takes place. If we can get our ports into
proper order we can do the things that I
have visnalised. Our existing equipment will
not enable us to put the ports in proper order
and at the same time keep pace with eurrent
maintenance.

While the Treasurer is on the job, I suggest
that he should look into a practice that is
growing in Brisbane in which some of the
dredges are dropping their spoil in other parts
of the river. We realise this is a technical
problem and would require a eivil
engineering examination but I must confess
that 1 have very grave disquiet when I learn
that some dredges are dropping their spoil
in pockets of the river within sight of the
channel. Quite recently spoil was dropped
in a basin near Breakfast Creek but in
my opinion the only safe place is completely
out of the river system. If we are to con-
tinue this praetice of taking it out of the
channel and dropping it in a basin of the
river we shall continue to have embarrass-
ment-—the only safe way is to get it ont of
the river system.

‘While the Treasurer is on the job I suggest
he also look into the question of the future
development of the port of Brisbane. A
steel wharf of two berths has just been
opened, and there are other wharfing faeilities
listed for the port of Brisbane. That should
look after the immediate need. But when you
think of the future development of the port
of Brisbane, to consider what we shall need
20 or 50 years hence, I believe that if there
is not a thorough examination of our require-
ments, future generations may have cause
for regret. I notice there is reference in the



92 Adjournment.
Speeeh to examining that aspeet of the
problem. Will the committee that is men-

tioned look into the question of the estab-
lishment of wet docks? When you go to
the port of London you see a host of docks
inside the port proper. You see the London
Dock, South Dock, the Millwall Dock, the East
India Dock, the Vietoria Dock, the Royal
Albert Dock and the Tilbury Dock. The
result is that you have no berthages along
the side of the river. You have all docks
freed from tidal influences and the silting
of berthages is reduced to a minimum, while
the port authorities are able to handle ships
with facility and to cope with all require-
ments of transport. That all envisages future
development.

A Government Member: It depends on
the volume of traffic.

Mr. HILEY: It does depend on the
volume of traffic in 10, 20 or 50 years hence,
but if no provision iz made for development
future Governments will be faced with very
expensive resumptions, which may be neces-
sary for the establishment of wet docks.

On the south side of the river it will be
necessary, when envisaging future require-
ments for the port of Brisbane, to see that
provision is made for the linking of the
wharves with both the 3 foot 6 inches and
4 foot 8% inches gauge railways. That is
particularly important in order to make pro-
vision for heavy imports of timber, which
clearly will be required for the port of Bris-
hane and of which the Direetor of Forests
emphasises there will be a very real need.
When we look at the east coast of Australia
we must realise that there is no true deep-
sea port between Port Stephens and Brishane.
Grafton will never be a deep-sea port. When
we go to the immediate north of Brisbane,
the nearest approach to a deep-sea port is at
Urangan. When we consider the great wealth
of the Northern Rivers of New South Wales
and the south-western portion of Queensland,
then anyone who has the courage to look
ahead and think of the extent to whieh the
population of this country will grow, will
sec that the port of Brisbane must be
enlarged to cater for the greater require-
ments of 10, 20 or 50 years ahead. The
Government falls into the ervor of overlooking
some of their immediate and ever-present
responsibilities in their obsession with some
scheme hecause they are carried away by
its grandeur but whieh proves to bhe barren
of realisation. If only one-half the thought
given to the dismal failure of Blair Athol
was given to the port of Brisbane a great
need of the people would be provided for and
what is now only the dream of a Torres
Straits shipping service might be realised.

Debate, Mr.
adjourned.

on notion of Ingram,

ADJOURNMENT.

Homn., E. M. HANLON (Ithaca—Premier):
I move

‘“That the House do now adjourn.’’
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