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644 Questions.

TUESDAY, 13 OCTOBER, 1953.

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. J. H. Mann,
Brisbane) took the chair at 11 a.m.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Agssent to the following Bills reported by
Mr. Speaker—

Unauthorised Documents Bill.

Sheepsking (Draft Allowance Abolition)
Bill. o

Registration of Firmg Act Amendment
Bill,

DEATH OF Mr. R. M. BELL.
REPLY TO MOTION OF CONDOLENCE.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform the
House that I have received a letter from the
widow of the late Mr. R. M. Bell conveying
thanks for the motion of condolence passed
on 3 September.

QUESTIONS.
STATES’ MARGARINE QUOTAS.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-—Leader
of the Opposition) asked the Secretary for
Agriculture and Stock—

‘“What was the maximum quota for
manufacture of table margarine in each
State (a) at 30 June, 1951, and (&) at
30 September, 19539’

Hon. H. H. COLLINS
replied—

‘“(a) New South Wales, 1,248 tons;
Vietoria, 1,196 tons; Queensland, 645 tons;
South  Australia, 312 tons; Western
Australia, 364 tons; Tasmania 208 tons.
(b) New South Wales, 2,500 tons;
Vietoria, 1,196 tons; Queensland, 6,860
tons; South Australia, 468 tons; Western
Australia, 800 tons; Tasmania, 208 tons.
The manufacture of table margarine
during 1952-1953 amounted to 1% 1b. per
head of population in Queensland and
2% 1b. per head in New South Wales.
Manufacture in Queensland during 1952-
1953 showed a gain of 123 tons over the
previous year compared with an aggregate
gain of 627 tons in Vietoria, South
Australia, Western  Australia, and
Tasmania,’’

(Tablelands)

BuILDING oF WEST CARMILA ROAD.

Mr. EVANS (Mirani) asked the Minister
for Transport—
““In reference to my representations over
a period of about six years, now that ample
roads funds are available, will he give
favourable consideration to the construection
this year to the West Carmila road?’’
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Hon. J. E. DUGGAN
replied—
‘‘It is anticipated that a scheme for
works on a section of the Carmila-Carmila
West road, just under 2 miles in length,

will be released shortly.’’

(Toowoomba)

DATE FOR GOVERNMENTAL RETURNS.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR (Clayfield), for Mr.
LOW (Cooroora), asked the Premier—

““With the object of simplifying as
much as possible the preparation of
returns under various Acts and Regula-
tions, will he kindly give consideration to
making 30 June, being the last day of the
year for income-tax purposes (in most
cases), the date which applies to as many
returns (statistical and other) as is prae-
ticable? In this connection, will he give
partieular attention to stock returns and
statistical returns generally required from
primary producers?’’

Hon, V. €. GAIR (South Brisbane)
replied—

‘“With few exceptions, returns required
by Government Departments are made as
at 30 June in each year. In relation to
stock returns, it is found that the present
date for these, namely, 1 January, is the
most appropriate for the purpose in that
the stock population is then virtually
stationary. At other times of the year
large numbers of stock are on the move,
and to alter the date for the lodgment of
returns would throw the responsibility for
such returns on to the drovers rather than
the more satisfactory method of having
them submitted by the property holder
himself. As to agricultural returns required
for statistical purposes, I refer the hon.
member to a reply given by me as
Secretary for Labour and Industry, to the
hon. member, in relation to a similar
question submitted by him on 13 September,
1949.7°

PRESERVATION OF DOCUMENTS.

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS (Whitsunday),
for Mr. FLETCHER (Cunningham), asked
the Premier—

f“Will he kindly make a brief statement
for the information of hon. members as
to what is done in this State towards pre-
servation of documents of historical value
and other things of that nature; indica-
ting the associations which are actually
concerned in that work and the extent of

Government assistance respectively?’

Hon, V. (. GAIR (South Brisbhane)
replied—

‘“The Government is fully alive to the
necessity and advantage of colleeting and
preserving important documents relating to
the history and development of the State,
and for this purpose, in 1943, passed
through this Parliament an Aet which,
inter alia, provides for the preservation of
the public records of the State. Unfor-
tunately, it has not been possible to pro-
claim this portion of the Aect owing to



City of Brisbane, drc., Bill.

difficulties which have arisen, chief of
which has been the lack of suitable space
in which to store and display these
documents. In the Government’s view, it
would be necessary to house these reeords
in  a setting appropriate to their
importance, and where they could be
readily available for public inspection and
to permit of research work by interested
and competent parties. Sinee the termi-
nation of the war the Government’s build-
ing aetivities have been concentrated on
providing homes, schools, hospitals, and
other urgently required buildings, rather
than on the erection of new buildings for
administrative purposes. At the present
time all documents of a historieal nature in
the custody of the Library Board are
housed in the Oxley Memorial Library,
which is the State’s prineipal repository for
material dealing with Australian history
and sociology, with partiecular reference to
Queensland. In addition, those Depart-
ments which have been in existence for a
lengthy period of time and have in their
possession quantities of valuable records
of previous administrations, take every
precaution to ensure that these records are
preserved and that nothing of any value
ig destroyed.’’

PAPER,

The following paper was laid on the
table, and ordered to be printed—

Report of the Chief Ingpector of
Machinery, Scaffolding, and Weights and
Measures, for the year 1952-1953.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL.

INITIATION.

Hon. E. J. WALSH
Treasurer): I move—

““That the House will, at its present
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ableness of introduecing a Bill to amend
the Local Government Aects, 1936 to 1951,
in certain particulars.’’

(Bundaberg—

Motion agreed to.

CITY OF BRISBANE ACTS AND OTHER
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL,

INITIATION.

Hon. E. J. WALSH
Treasurer): I move—

‘“That the House will, at its present
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introdueing a Bill to amend the
City of Brisbane Acts, 1924 to 1952, the
City of Brisbane Improvement Act of
1916, and the Metropolitan Water Supply
and Sewerage Acts, 1909 to 1949, each in
certain particulars.’’

(Bundaberg—

Motion agreed to.
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SUPPLY.
COMMITTEE—FINANCIAL STATEMENT—
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

(The Chairman of Committees, Mr, Clark,

Fitzroy, in the Chair.)
Debate resumed from 8 October
p. 643) on Mr. Walsh’s motion—
““That there be granted to Her Majesty

for the service of the year 1953-1954 a
sum not exceeding £883 to defray the

(see

salary of the Aide-de-Camp to His
Excellency the Governor.’’
Hon. T. A. FOLEY (Belyando—

Secretary for Public Liands and Irrigation)
(11.16 am.):

At the outset I should like to congratulate
the Treasurer on the splendid statement that
he has submitted to Parliament dealing with
the public accounts. It is interesting to
note, as he points out, that in 15 successive
years the Labour Government have succeeded
in balancing their accounts in no fewer than
14. That indicates at least that Labour
Governments have given proper attention to
public expenditure and that they have acted
wisely in allocating the funds available to
them to wvarious public purposes. But
although it may be said that the Financial
Statement is a splendid record of the aectivi-
ties of the Government over a very wide
gphere, it also points to the urgent necessity
of carrying out development work at a faster
rate than we are able to do just now. It is
a matter of history now that when represen-
tatives from Queensland attended the last
two Loan Council meetings and sought funds
for the development of Queensland the
Premier returned on the first oceasion and
the Treasurer on the second with consider-
ably less money than the Loan Council had
been told the State would require to carry
cut our programme of work if Queensland
was to keep pace with the needs of a rapidly
inereasing population.

Tt is regrettable that the Central Govern-
ment should have handled public affairs in
such a way that capital for investment had
not been directed to Queensland to be used
for the development of Queensland and
Australia generally. There is no use in
talking about the need to defend Australia
against an invasion from - the teaming
millions of coloured people to the North if
we do not develop the State and the country
so as to encourage and maintain a bigger
population than we have here now. If the
wherewithal for necessary public works is not
forthecoming from the Loan Council naturally
the State Governments are hampered. How-
ever, it is to be hoped that there will be
a change in the Government at Canberra and
as a result better management of publie
affairs will make available enough loan
moneys to carry out essential development to
meet the needs of an increasing population.

It is necessary to refer to the remarks of
the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha, who in the
earlier stages of the debate ecriticised what
he alleged were defieiencies in Labour
administration in regard to war-service land
settlement. The hon. member has a habit
of using extravagant language on such
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occasions and he observed that custom on
this oceasion in an endeavour to bolster up
his case. He said that the Government failed
in regard to war-service land settlement, that
funds had been misappropriated, that
returned soldiers had been left lamenting, and
that my figures in regard thereto supplied to
the Press were basically untrue. That com-
prised the main part of his spech, except his
reference to the benefits that acerue to agent
States as against principal States and his
afitack on the Government in connection
with that matter. Let me deal with his
allegation.

. First, the Government have not failed
in the matter of war-service land settlement;
as a matter of fact, the Queensland Govern-
ment have made a better showing—and I
shall prove it as I proceed—than any other
Government in  the Commonwealth of
Australia. (Opposition interjections). No
funds have been misappropriated. There is an
allocation by the Government for war-service
land settlement from the total amount
received from the Loan Counecil, Those total
funds belong to nobody but the Queensland
Government and they can be expended as that
Government think fit and proper. The hon.
member alleged that the Loan Couneil made
a spceified allotment for war-serviee land
settlement which is not true; ther made a
bulk amount available to this State and to
the other States; and it was left to the
respeetive governments to allocate to it the
amounts they thought could be profitably
used in any financial year.

Then the hon. member said that the
returned soldiers were left lamenting. As
a matter of faet, every returned man placed
on the land will have an excellent opportunity
of making good. Up to date it is estimated
that the returns from war-serviee land settle-
ment farms were £1,117,000 for last finaneial
year, whereas previously this land returned
produce to the value of £176,000 based on
1952 values. That is the difference up to
date. I think I have demonstrated clearly
that these men have been settled on good
land and that they have every possibility of
making good. That is borne out by the
returns 1 have quoted, which indicate that
there is no prospect, except in an odd case
that these settlers will fail.

Mr. Morris: You settled only one-tenth
of these who applied.

Mr. FOLEY: It is not a question of the
percentage of those who applied; it is a
question of those who have been classified
as suitable from the many thousands of
returned men over the whole of the Common-
wealth including this State who applied to
come under war-service land settlement.
Only a percentage of these men were selected
as suitable by the eclassifieation committee
set up under the War Service Land Settle-
ment Act. A few are still being placed in
Queensland, just as in every other State of
the Commonwealth.

The third eontention, that my statements
as regards assistance to ex-service men was
basieally untrue, ean only be deseribed as
vile politieal prejudice on the part of the
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hon. member. I will prove as I proceed that
I have understated the position with regard
to the measure of aid rendered to these men
in this State. We have carried out to the
letter the conditions of the War Service
Land Settlement agreement between us and
the Commonwealth Government; in fact we
have gone much further than other States
in helping these ex-service men to establish
themselves. It is true that there has been a
lag in the past two years but that lag is
the result of the high ecosts that have
developed, placing men on suitable farms, and
insufficiency of loan funds. These things have
definitely hampered progress. Comparing the
earlier stages of war-service land settlement
and help generally to ex-service men, we find
that formerly a man could be placed on a
dairy farm for £5,000 whereas today the
figure has jumped to over £10,000; in faet,
the sum of £10,170 is required today to
bring the man’s farm to the stage of develop-
ment laid down in the agreement. Common
sense tells us that if the development of
farming land costs double what it did
less work can now be carried out with the
same amount of funds and certainly less
work can be done with the funds available
to the States today than when the scheme
was started.

The hon. member contends also that
the total figures I gave were incorrect and
that option-holders and land-holders should
not be included in them. The hon. member
should know, because he helped in the House
in passing what is known as the War Service
(Sugar Industry) Land Settlement Aet, an
Act apart altogether from the War Serviece
Land Settlement Aect that sugar-mill peaks
were increased by 3 per cent., that provision
was made that peaks could apply to sugar
lands so that landless ex-service men could
be allotted farms and men owning land with-
out assignments could also be assisted by way
of an assignment to enable them to grow cane.
The man with an option over certain lands
also came under that Act. The result has been
that the War Service Land Settlement Depart-
ment has carried out the work of the calling
for and the receiving of the necessary applica-
tions, arranging for applications to come
before the various eclassification committees
in the various towns, inspection of the land
concerned and eo-relating and assembling all
information for submission to the Central
Sugar-Cane Prices Board. This board in its
wisdom, after inspecting and studying that
information, would make the assignment if
they thought it justifiable. The result has
been that 257 ex-service men have been helped
under that Act, ie. option-holders and land-
holders and another 175 landless men, but
because they are included in the sum total of
figures the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha
quibbles over it and says that my statements
are absolutcly untrue.

Mg, Morriss Of course they are.

Mr., FOLEY: The War Service Land
Settlement staff is not very big, and it has
kad to do all this work., Further, I submit
I am justified in asserting that I have under-
stated the number of ex-service men placed
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on the land in this State. Queensland has
four systems of assistance to ex-service men
under the following headings—

1. Queensland and Commonwealth War
Service Land Settlement Act.

2. War Serviee (Sugar Industry) Land
Settlement Act.

3. Special priority of 50 per cent. to
ex-service men over grazing lands opened
for selection.

4. Advances under the Agricultural Bank
Acts to ex-serviee men free of interest
and redemption for three years either to buy
a farm or to improve farms they may have
already.

No other State in the Commonwealth has the
same facilities for settling ex-service men,

Mr, Morris: They have better.

Mr. FOLEY: If, under those different
headings, we have actually placed ex-service
men on the land, how can the hon. member
for Mt. Coot-tha dispute the fact? How can
he dispute our figures when these men are
actually on the farms? Farms that were
previously virtually non-producing—they may
have had one or two head of cattle on them
and nothing else—are mow prosperous cane
farms in the North, as a  result of our
activities under the War Service (SBugar
Industry) Land Settlement Act.

I emphasise also that the work of the War
Service Land Settlement Branch in satisfy-
ing the Central Sugar Cane Prices Board in
connection with these farms has been just as
great as it has been where we were settling
them under the War Service Land Settle-
ment Act. Our crities give very little eon-
sideration to the huge amount of work this
Branch has done. For instance, just prior to
the lifting of land-sales control, we could get
land on the Darling Downs for from £5 to
£7 an acre. We designed and had ready for
ballot and alloeation just on 100 farme, but
when land-sales controls were lifted we
found it impossible to get the land for less
than £25 an acre. With the limited amount
of finance at our disposal we could not pro-
ceed with that proposal.

Mr. Morris: You were always niggardly
with the money you allocated to war-service
land settlement.

Mr. FOLEY: In the Calliope Valley we
bad another Dbatch of farms reported
as  being suitable for this  purpose
but after thorough investigation and
survey we found that only 26 of those
farms would be suitable for ex-serviece men.
In addition, the cost of establiching a
eream-run in the distriet was so great that
no cream-carter could be induced to under-
take the work.

Let us examine the positicn from another
point of view. From the inception of the
schemes until 30 June, 1953, the ecost of
aequisition in connection with the various
types of farms has been— £ s 4
871.724 9 2
106,761 15 1

1,649 4 0

3,132 6 9

Mixed farming
Cane farms
Tobaeco farms

Miscellancous  expenses
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The total cost of aequisition to that date
was £983,267 15s.

I want to go a little further and tell the
Committee that the amount actually advanced
by the Agricultural Bank to 30 June, 1953,
was £2,230,856 5s. 2d. Advances for a greater
sum were approved of by that Bank but that
is what was actually advanced. To go further
still, no less a sum than £5,372,614 was
advanced to 3,223 ex-service men by the
Agricultural Bank under the three years’
interest- and redemption-free concession under
the Agricultural Bank Aet of 1953, and with
the £3,727,636 for acquisition and advances,
there has been a total expenditure of
£9,867,087, made up as follows:—

Acquisition and advances under

the War Service Land Settle-

ment Acts . .. £3,727,636
Advances under the Agricul-

tural Bank Aects (of which

£5,372,614 is interest and

redemption free for 3 years) £6,139,451

£9,867,087

Mr. Morris: Even Western Australia and
Tasmania can beat you.

Mr. FOLEY: The hon. member can have
Western Australia, Tasmania, South Aus-
tralia; he can have the whole lot of them, but
none of them will come up to the position in
Queensland,

Mr. Morris interjected.
The CHAIRMAN:

Mr. FOLEY: If the hon. member can
be calm and eontrel himself I will give him
the actual figures. The number of ex-service
men helped up to date is given under these
headings—

Mixed farming . 198
Tobaceco farming .. . ..o 72

Order!

Sugar farming .. .. .. 178
TLand holders and option holders
under War Service (Sugar Indns-
try) Land Settlement Aet 257
Sheep lands - .. .. 78
Cattle . - . .. 5
785

Add to that number the 3,223 ex-service men
who received advances to buy farms or to
improve farms they had, and we get a
grand total of 4,008 ex-service men
helped from the ineeption of the scheme. The
hon. member can take Tasmania, South
Australia and Western Australia and he will
not get a total of 4,000-0odd. TUnder the
various headings in Queensland we have been
able to give 4,008 returned men some measure
of help to enable them to go on the land.
The hon. member can quibble but the point is
that those men are on farms and are doing
well,

Let me deal now with the part that the
Commonwealth plays. To hear the hon.
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member for Mt. Coot-tha and Mr. Kent
Hughes speaking, one would think that the
Commonwealth Government were doing a tre-
mendous job. TFrom Press statements one
would think that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment were carrying out a tremendous task in
helping returned men, but I will give the
position as it affects Queensland and hon.
members can sum up the position,

The total figure for this State from all
sources by way of acquisition and advances
under the various headings is £9,867,087,
which is a fairly considerable sum of money.
What was the Commonwealth’s contribution?
It was a mere £318,668.

Mr. Morris: As arranged between you
and Mr. Curtin and Mr. Chifley. Those
were the arrangements you made with your
own Labour Prime Ministers.

Mr. FOLEY: We have arrangements to
help returned men that exist in no other
State. Those are the indisputable figures.
From all soureces we have rendered help to
the extent of £9,867,087, as against a miserly
£318,668 by the Commonwealth Government.

What is the use of {rying to make out
that the Commonwealth Government have
been very beneficent in helping returned
men? Those are the actual figures, If hon.
members want detailed figures I ean supply
them. If you work out those figures on a
pro-rata basis they show that this State is
contributing £31 for every £1 contributed
by the Commonwealth Government, yet hon.
members speak as though they were doing a
tremendous thing for the returned men,

The other day the hon. member for Mount
Coot-tha implied that under the agent-State
scheme operating in South Australia,
Tasmania and Western Australia, the money
provided by the Commonwealth Government
was virtually a grant, that it cost nobody
anything. It is no such thing. Those
moneys are advanced to help settlement in
those States and they are handled by the
respective State Governments as agents. The
returned men have to repay any moneys they
recelve under that system, in just the same
way as they do under the principal-State
system that has been so severely eritieised by
hon. members opposite.

Mr, Morris: You are confusing the issue

again. You say they have to pay back the
money
Mr. FOLEY: Of course they have to

pay it back. The whole scheme is based upon
advances to returned men to enable them to

get into a state of produetion so that their
success will be assured,

Mr. Morris interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the hon.

member for Mt. Coot-tha to be a little
quieter.

Mr. Morris: I would be if he was
truthful.

Mr. FOLEY: I am stating a case that
cannot be disputed by either the hon. member
for Mt. Coot-tha or any other member of
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this Committee. T am stating the bare facts
of the whole position. There is nothing
untruthful in anything I am saying today.

The hon. member tried to make out a
case that the agent States had spent 10
times more than, and settled 10 times as
many soldiers as, those operating under
prineipal-State conditions. Again he is either
lying or has been misled. I do not say he
did 1t deliberately, but wherever he got his
brief, it was incorrect. Expenditure by the
prineipal States, that is, New South Wales,
Queensland and Vietoria, has amounted to a
total of £61,353,713, whereas the amount
that has been spent by the agent States is
£24145214. In other words, instead of a
10 to 1 ratio in favour of the agent States,
it is almost 3 to 1 in favour of the prmeipal
States.

Let us go a little further. Some correspon-
dence on the agent-State proposal was quoted
by the hon. member. It is true that during
the last couple of years work in connection
with war-service land settlement has lagged.

I am not disputing that fact. I am not
trying to hide it—the whole world knows it.
However, I have given the reason for it.
When the matter was discussed in its early
stage this State thought it desirable to
retain control of its land tenure instead of
handing it over to some other authority. In
addition, the cost of plaeing an ex-service
man on the land was lower then than it is
today, and having regard to all the circum-
stances Queensland decided to accept the
prineipal-State conditions.

I want to emphasise the faet that the
report of the Rural Reconstruetion Com-
mittee, on which soldier settlement is largely
based, advocated State control of the settle-
ment scheme, with substantial financial help
from the Commonwealth. That was the whole
tenor of the discussion betWeen the Common-
wealth and the States. I have to admit that
a Labour Federal Government were in power
at the time and that they would not agree
with the desires of some of the State Govern-
ments. I repeat that in the early stages the
desire of the State to exercise control over
its own tenure instead of handing it to
someone else, which would have been neces-
sary under the agent-State scheme governed
the decision in Queensland, where 93 per
cent. of the land is held under leasehold
tenure and naturally we desire to continue
it. If we had agreed to the agent-State
prineiple we should possibly have witnessed
the conversion of our leasehold land to free-
hold at the hands of the anti-Labour Govern-
ment if in power. That was a possibility.

Mr. Walsh: And the Commonwealth
owning the land too.
Mr. FOLEY: And the Commonwealth

owning the land. That was one reason why
the Premier of this State hesitated about
coming under the agent-States provision. Of
course, there was the other factor that at
that time the cost of installing a new
selector was not as high as it is today, and
the State Premier and Treasurer realised
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then that a reasonably good job would be
done at the prevailing cost. It was then
estimated that it would cost between £4,000
and £5,000 to place a settler on the land,
and it was never expected that the figure
would rise to £10,000, as it has today. The
financial conditions were totally different in
the early stages of the seheme from what
they are now.

Perhaps some homn. members opposite
might question the cost of £10,000 to which
I have referred, but I made use of these
figures in a previous debate, and I am sure
it would be worth my while having them
recorded again now. I pointed out in a
previous debate that a speeial committee con-
sisting of Commonwealth and State repre-
sentatives—officers of the War Service Land
Settlement Department, the State Depart-
ment of Public Lands, Agricultural Bank,
and the Department of Agrieulture and
Stock—met for the purpose of arriving at the
minimum cost required to place settlers on
the land, one of them a dairyman carrying
on dairying and beef-raising in addition,
and the other a grain-grower also carrying
on beef-raising in addition to the cultivation
of grain, These are the minimum figures that
they have supplied—

Cost of Cost for
dairying Grain-
Ttem. growing
plus beef lus beef
production. | . P o
production,
£ £
Dwelling .. .. .. 1,200 1,200
Barn and machinery shed 300 300
Bails .. .. . 250
Yards (includes facilities
for hand spray for ticks) 300 300
Equipped water point . 1,500 1,600
Second water point 1,000 1,000 -
Fencing—
Boundary 5 miles,
Internal 3 miles
(about £120 per mile) 1,000 1,000

Ringbarking (area to be
brought up to 600 acres) 600 600
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Clearing for cultivation 300 1,200
(100 acres) | (400 acres)
Plant and machinery 1,480 ,500
Milking machines .. .. 420 ..
Stock .. 1,030 1,030
Refrigeration .. 300 ..
Truck .. .. .. 350 350
Miscellaneous .. .. 100 100
Totals 10,130 13,080

I point out that they are definitely on the
conservative side, and they indieate what is
happening today compared with the time
when the principal-State idea was adopted
by the Government in the earlier stages of
this scheme.

The whole tenor of the attack on the
Government by the hon. member for Mt.
Coot-tha was on the basis of principal-State
versus agent-State conditions. It is rather
interesting to notice that first of all the
hon. member culogised the advantages of the
agent-State conditions and then he -casti-
gated the Government for considering a
transfer to agent-State conditions, which we
have pointed out we are prepared to do.
The hon. member cannot have it both ways;
he must make up his mind what he wants.
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The proposal that Queensland come under
an agent-State condition originated from the
Commonwealth Government through Mr. Kent
Hughes. We were charged by Mr. Kent
Hughes, officially and publicly, with not
going fast enough and he suggested that
we take the agent-State eonditions. I will
quote his letter, which indicates the type of
man we ave dealing with. One would
imagine from his statements that he was
spending all the money available for war-
service land settlement in this State. His
letter reads as follows:—

¢‘Minister for the Interior,
¢“Canberra, A.C.T.,
¢¢14th November, 1952,

“‘PDear Mr. Minister,—

““The Commonwealth Government is
conecerned about the slowing down of
Soldier Settlement in the Principal States.
Soldier Settlement is also vital to the
expansion of the Nation’s food programme.

¢TIt has been apparent that this financial
vear your State has been unable to sustain
the former rate of settlement though the
scheme is ounly about one third completed
and the inereased flow of materials,
machinery and labour would permit an
increase in the tempo of settlement.

¢“To overcome this lag in settlement,
the Commonwealth is prepared to offer
your State the opportunity to operate as
from the next financial year on the same
basis as the States of South Australia,
Western Australia and Tasmania. I am
enclosing copy of the conditions under
which Commonwealth funds are made
available to those States and suggest the
formulation of an arrangement along
similar lines for the operation of a scheme
in your State.

““Would it be convenient for you to be
present at a conference commencing at
10 a.m. on Tuesday 25th November at
Canberra to which I am also inviting the
New South Wales and Vietorian Ministers
administering War Service Land Settle-
ment.”’

¢‘Yours sincerely,
¢“(8gd.) W. 8. Kent Hughes.”’

“‘The Honourable T. A. Foley, M.L.A,,

¢‘Minister for Lands,

Brisbane, Queensland.’’

An invitation to the conference was accepted
but owing to the illness of Mr, Kent Hughes
the conference did not take place till
31 March, 1953. Sir Philip MeBride presided.
At that conference I pointed out that we
were prepared to aceept in prineipal the
suggestion that we come under the agent-
State scheme.

My. Morris: But you made your own

conditions.

Mr. FOLEY: Of course. What is wrong
with  that? Who ecean object to the
conditions? Nobody. As a matter of faet,"
conditions we suggested are really an
advantage to the Commonwealth. They were

that we wished to retain sovereignty of our
land and complete control of our land. What
is wrong with that? To do so we do not ask,
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as other Governments do, that the Common-
wealth buy the land for war-serviee settle-
ment, We were prepared to do that ourselves.
We are still prepared to do that and, that
being so, how in the mame of God could
any Government object to having the scheme
based on our control of the land? In
Western Australia, South Australia and
Tasmania the Commonwealth Government have
to buy the land and naturally therefore have
the right to control the collections from that
land until the indebtedness is paid off. As
a matter of fact, as far as the Commonwealth
Government is coneerned, that would be in
perpetuity. The only alteration we suggested
was that we would find the land and make
it available and that we therefore retain
control of that land. What Government
could logically complain against that
condition? It was an advantage to the
Commonwealth Government, inasmuch as that
Government would not have to raise the
necessary money either from loams or
revenue, which in our case is bordering on
£1,000,000. If we can save them that outlay,
what is wrong with the proposal? That is
the only condition on which we insisted. 1
informed Sir Philip MeBride on 9 April
that Cabinet was prepared or had agreed
in principle to the agent-State econditions,
amended as I have stated in this debate. At
a later date, Sir Philip MeBride acknow-
ledged that letter and later again the Deputy
Premier of Queensland officially intimated to
the Commonwealth Government—

““My Dear Acting Prime Minister,

‘I refer to the proposal that Queensland
should transfer from principal to agent-
State status for conducting war service land

_ settlement.

‘‘My  Government has agreed in
principle that the conditions of agent-
States are acceptable, if amended to
provide that the State acquires the land,
determines the terms and conditions of the
lease and collects and retaing the rentals.

‘¢ Advice to this effeet was forwarded to
the Hon. the Aecting Minister for the
Interior on 9 April, 1953, by my colleague,
the Hon. the Minister for Lands, who
suggested that if the proposal was accept-
able in principle, officers of the Department
of the Interior, and the Department of
Public Lands should examine it in detail.

‘It will be appreciated that in planning
the developmental works of this State, it
is very necessary to know under what con-
ditions war-service land settlement will be
conducted and it would be very much
appreciated if an early decision in this
matter could be made.

Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) John E. Duggan,
Acting Premier.’’
As hon. members know, the matter was
delayed and we find that on 17 July, after
the financial year had ended, this letter was
received from Sir Arthur Fadden:—

‘I refer again to your letter of 19th
June, 1953, concerning the proposed trans-
fer of Queensland from principal to agent-
State status for conducting war-service
land settlement,
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‘‘My Government has considered the
proposals submitted on behalf of your
Government by the Minister for Lands of
your State, and has decided that, as the
Loan Council has determined the 1953-1954
allocation of loan moneys, the amendments
proposed by you should not be considered
for the year 1953-1954.°7

In other words, he was politely wiping off
our acceptance of the proposal made to us
previously.

‘We went a little further, and on 21 August,
1953, the Aecting Premier wrote again to the
Prime Minister pointing out that the fact that
loan funds had been allocated should not be
any obstacle to arriving at a definite agree-
ment. If it involved a refund of loan moneys
to the Commonwealth, it was only a matter
of having a conference to discuss the point
and arrange for the refund, if that had been
necessary, but I submit that no refund would
have been involved.

Mr. Evans: Would it not have affected
the Commonwealth Budget?

Mr. FOLEY: Of course not. If the hon.
member cares to study the Commonwealth
Treasurer’s Budget he will see what is done.
He will discover that the amoéunt of loan
money raised by the Commonwealth is
comparatively small. He will learn that the
bulk of the finance comes from revenue. In
any event, if that was the only stumbling
block, the whole position could have been
discussed at a conference and an adjustment
made very easily. The whole point is that
the proposal was first submitted by Mr. Kent
Hughes in his desire to speed up soldier settle-
ment in this and the other States. Queensland
accepted the proposal, with the simple amend-
ment I have outlined. Queensland has carried
out the agreement to the letter. We Lave now
reached the point at which costs have doubled
and it is impossible for either Queensland,
New South Wales or Vietoria to earry on the
same programmes of work as we were carrying
out when costs were lower, especially when
we remember that we now have less loan
money than we had when those costs were
much lower.

Again, it is sheer nonsense for the hon.
member for Mt. Coot-tha to suggest that
Queensland chose to be a principal State in
the first instance because this State Govern-
ment thought they would be doing better
for themselves as a principal State. We
thought that we should have eontrol of our
land, and that was the main thought prompt-
ing the decision of our Premiers.

It is also completely wrong for the hon.
member to suggest that under the agent-State
system the Commonwealth made a grant to
the settler. Let me point out here that it

" makes absolutely no difference whatever to

the returned soldier whether he is settled
under agent-State or principal-State condi-
tions.

Under any of the schemes he has to pay
back any advance made to him; there is no
gift or grant by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. As a matter of fact, when you sum
up the whole position you find that
£61,353,713 was expended by the prineipal
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States as against £24,145214 by the Com-
monwealth Government on the agent-States
basis. That shows how much the Common-
wealth gave away, and when one compares
Queensland’s expenditure one will see that
the Commonwealth did not give very much
away. As I have said, over £9,000,000 was
expended from all sources by the State Gov-
ernment in helping ex-service men to buy
farms and improve their land, as against the
miserly £318,000 from the Federal Govern-
ment. Is it any wonder that at the last two
Premiers’ conferences the States Thave
appealed to the Commonwealth for more
generous help? That Government get front-
page publicity in every newspaper in Aus-
tralia for their work for ex-service men but
when ome compares what Queensland has
expended with what the Commonwealth
Government have given one finds that it is
in the ratio of £31 expended by the State
to £1 expended by the Commonwealth.

I have dealt a little more extensively than
I proposed with that matter but I have
demonstrated that Queensland has made an
extremely good showing, especiully in the
face of the adverse circumstances of the last
two years. I had the opportunity in 1952 of
attending a Premiers’ Conference and a Loan
Couneil meeting and one found there that as
a result of a policy of reduced loan expendi-
ture and inereased taxation adopted by the
Federal Government, exactly the same story
was told by each State, and even the agent-
States were pleading for more generous help
from the Commonwealth. Why? I heard the
Leader of the Opposition say that we were
singing our song of ‘‘Gibbit.”’” Whyv is every
State pleading for more funds? It is because
of the deliberate policy laid down by the
Commonwealth Government and followed by
that Government over the last three vears,
which has resulted in a hamstringing of the
activities of the State.

Mr. Morris: You don’t spend the money
you get.

Mr., FOLEY: Don’t we.
Mr. Morris: No.

Mr. FOLEY: In 1952, when the Premier
came back from g Loan Counecil meeting, he
had approximately £21,000,000 as against
his programme of £30,000,000 and on that
occasion we had to make up the difference
between the two figures to prevent unemploy-
ment and depression in this State. Hon.
members opposite cannot argue that we
have not spent monegy. The same thing
oceurred this year, when our Treasurer and
Acting Premier returned from Canberra with
less funds for this State than they thought
desirable. Their submissions to the Loan
Council were for a greater figure than the
sum they received. Hon. members opposite
suggest that it is only a matter of waving
a hand and you ean get all the things
required to develop the State.

In conclusion, I remind hon. members that
it is expected that a conference will be con-
vened by Mr. Kent Hughes, who is in charge
of war-service land settlement under the
Commonwealth Government, and at that con-
ference the matter of agent States will be
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brought up. In response to a suggestion by
Mr. Kent Hughes, we have already offered
to come under that system. That offer will
be carried out with the slight amendment to
which I have referred, that 1is, that we,
instead of the Commonwealth, will buy the
land, we will make it available to returned
men, and the Commonwealth will find all the
other capital expenditure, as they are doing
in the case of other States. If they agree
to that proposal we shall have an opportunity
of seeing whether an improvement will take
place in contributions by the Commonwealth
Government.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader
of the Opposition) (12.11 p.m.): For the
last hour we have been listening to the Seere-
tary for Publie Lands and Irrigation endeav-
ouring to justify the terrific mess this
Government have made of soldier settlement
in thig State. Unfortunately I have not suffi-
cient time to deal with this matter adequately,
but I might say very briefly that he has
adopted exactly the same tactics as the
Treasurer does when he is endeavouring to
justify himself. He has misrepresented the
trne picture of soldier settlement in thig
State. He said that Queensland has helped
more returned soldiers than any other State
in Australia, but he cannot get away from the
fact that in assistance granted under the
War Service Land Settlement Aect, Queens-
land has the worst record of any State in the
Commonwealth. That fact cannot be contro-
verted by the misleading statements made by
the Minister this morning. He has contended
that every few pounds advanced under the
Agricultural Bank Aect to help a returned
soldier has settled a returned soldier on the
land. The real faet, however, is that those
men have settled themselves on the land as
the result of their own initiative. They got
on the land in the first place by the use of
their own eapital, and all that the Govern-
ment have done through the Agricultural
Bank has been to help them bv supplementing
their capital. The Government contend that
those men have been settled on the land as
the result of the Government’s efforts under
the War Service Land Settlement Act. That
is not so.

Mr., Walsh: The Minister did not say
anything of the sort.

Mr, NICKLIN: He implied that in every
statement he made. By misrepresenting the
help that has been given to returned soldiers
in this State, he has endeavoured to build
up a ease for his Government. Whatever
the Minister said, he cannot get away from
the fact that Queensland has made a tragic
mess of soldier settlement in this State and
has settled fewer soldiers on the land than
any other State in the Commonwealth, not-
withstanding the fact that Queensland has
greater opportunities for the settling of
soldiers on the land than any other State
in the Commonwealth.

The Government cannot, by misquoting and
mishandling figures, get away from their
real record, whick is known only too well to
those disappointed returned men who have
endeavoured unsucecessfully to get some help
from the Government under the War Service
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Land Settlement Act. I hope that something
will eome out of the pending negotiations to
give the Queensland returned soldiers the
opportunity that has been given to the
returned men in the other States.

Now let me come to a consideration of
the Finaneial Statement itself. At the
outset let me say that the Treasurer starts
off with much satisfaction at the faet that
he is able to present his second Budget
surplus to Parliament. I congratulate him
on presenting his second Budget surplus but
might I tell him that he was mighty lucky to
be able to do it and that he was able to do
it only because over the past 12 months he
has very shrewdly done some political jug-
gling of State funds with the idea of creating
a false impression for election purposes. As
a result of that political juggling of State
funds the Government gained an advantage
at the recent elections. Do not forget that
the theme at the last elections was that the
Federal Government were a great big bad
wolf that would not give this State the
money it needed to carry out developmental
work and so give employment to the workers
here. Do not forget also that in this very
Financial Statement that the Treasurer
presented to us we find that he has plenty of
money and perhaps more than he knows what
to do with. Despite the fact that 12 months
ago, when presenting the Budget to the
Committee, he said that as the result of the
wise conservation of funds there would be
plenty of money to enable the Government
to carry out their activities we now know
that in order to suit his own political
Purposes he permitted unemployment to exist
in this State, he allowed the State assets to
depreciate just to create the impression that
we were being badly treated by the Federal
Government, just to give the State Govern-
ment that theme song. That is why I say
that the Treasurer was very lucky to be able
to express so much satisfaction throughout
his Financial Statement this year. Aets such
ag those, which the Treasurer and the Govern-
ment carried out in mishandling the State’s
funds for political purposes over the past 12
months, are mno eredit either to the hon.
gentleman or to the Government themselves.

Mr. Walsh: You seem to be worried
because we have so much money.

Mr. NICKLIN: T am not worried about
what money the hon. gentleman has but I
am worried about its wise and proper
expenditure. If hon. members opposite are
satisfled at the way in which public funds
have been mishandled up to the last elections
they are easily satisfled. All they are con-
cerned about is political expediency, not
political decency in the handling of the
financial affairs of this State.

Let us have a look at the Budget. It side-
steps the real problems of the State and
sacrifices the interests of the people on the
altar of Labour propaganda. Tt is g buck-
passing Budget, without a single redeeming
feature, and without a single constructive
idea or proposal that might bring about any
real improvement or help to overcome the
gerious difficulties with which the industries
of the State are now faced. The alleged
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shortage of funds alleged by the Treasurer
from every public platform from one end of
Queensland to another 1is made to Ilook
ridiculous by the fact that despite a record
railway deficit of £4,660,550 the Government
finished the year with a total credit balance
in cash and liquid funds of £19,511,886.

The financial position, which is plain for
everyone to see, emphasises the point that
the Government did not use the finaneial
resources of this State wisely; they were
used politically for their own purposes dur-
ing the last 12 months. The Government
have made themselves absolutely ridiculous
because they prefaced the reply to every
tin-pot request with the statement, ‘‘Owing
to the shortage of loan momeys, we cannot
do this.”” Recently we had an example
when an application was made by a Govern-
ment employee for electric-light amenities
of suech a mnature that if a private
employer did not supply them he would
find himself in the Industrial Court, and the
reply of the Government was that owing
te the shortage of loan moneys they could
not spend a few bob on giving their
employees electric light, ete. They are making
themselves absolutely ridiculous by the con-
stant ery of shortage of money when they
have the large liquid funds that I have
pointed out are available to them.

Let us continue. Following on the lines
of previous Queensland Budgets, and helped
by the fact that the deplorable practice of
having one Government raising momney for
another to spend still exists, this Budget
continues the spurious attack upon the Com-
monwealth Government as the only excuse
left for its own deficiencies. TUnder the
same Commonwealth Government whom the
Treasurer wastes so muech time on con-
demning, South Australia, not with a T.abour
Government but with a Country-Liberal
Government, have ceased to be in need of
their Federal disability grant. Queensland,
after 35 years of Labour government, has
become a claimant for a special disability
grant. What a commentary on Labour
Governments in this State!

It is significant that this Budget does not
tackle the real problems that face the
people and industry of this State at the
present time. Those real problems, which
affect not only -Governments but industries

also, particularly those subjeect to com-
petition, are excessive costs, both eapital
costs and working costs. That position

would be made worse, not better, by more
Government spending or by greater supplies
of money from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment that the Treasurer and his Govern-
ment are continually advoeating. One would
have thought, in view of the seriousness of
this problem, that we should have found
something in the Budget relating to how
we should tackle this problem as it affects
vital Government finance. It vitally affects
the Railway Department, which spends a
large sum of money and whose finaneial
affairs have a vital effect on the Budget.
Yet we find mot one single econstructive
idea in the whole of the 30 pages read by
the Treasurer dealing with how to tackle
this problem if we are fo retain sound



Supply.

economic  conditions. The  outstanding
impression is that the welfare of the
people depends entirely on the amount the
Quecnsland Government have to spend, but
you do mnot find any mention by the
Treasurer of the credit that should be given
to industry for the part it plays in main-
taining the economic position of Queensland.
Do mnot let us forget that Government
expenditure is responsible for only 20 per
cent.

Mr. Walsh:

Mr. NICKLIN: Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will say it is only 19.75 per cent. and
consequently I am wrong. Private industry
is responsible for approximately 80 per cent.
of the eccnomic effort in this State but it is
not worthy of any mention in the Budget.
All one gets is the continual ery that the
prosperity of Queensland and the welfare of
the people of this State are being handi-
capped because the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has not lent enough money.

Are you sure about that?

The second impression of the Budget is
that the Commonwealth Government are a
foreign Government who get their money
from foreign sources. Reading pages and
pages of condemnation and diatribe against
the TFederal Government one gets the
impression that that Government are not
within our own Commonwealth but are some
foreign Government who have no interest or
concern in the affairs of Queensland.

The third impression is that the people
of Queensland do not contribute towards the
money that came from the Commonwealth.
Queensland makes its contributions to the
moneys that the Commonwealth Government
have to hand out to the States but one would
not think so on reading this Budget. One
gets the impression that the Commonwealth
Government did not get any money whatever
from Queensland but got it all from outside
sources and consequently should hand out
more and more to this State.

The fourth rather outstanding impression
is that the size and not the quality of Govern-
ment spending is all that matters. So long
as it is spent on a great projeet involving
tens of millions of pounds it must be worth
while. The Treasurer is not concerned with
the economies of such a scheme and what
will be the result of the expenditure of all
that money. The larger the scheme and the
larger the amount of money expended, irres-
pective of its value the more that scheme is
valued by the Treasurer and his Government.

Let us think of one large expenditure of
money that the Treasurer does not say
very much about, ie., the large expenditure
that this State has made in various housing
schemes. Is the hon. gentleman satisfied that
he is getting value £1 for £1 for the millions
of pounds invested in prefabricated houses
introduced into this State? Tt would be very
interesting if we had an inquiry into the
actual costs of the various pre-fab proposals
in this State. I think it would be found that
this State is not getting value for the money,
that the State has overspent itself when it
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advances the amount of money it has to
import these homes, many of which are not
suitable for Queensland conditions and many
not up to the standards required and all of
them to cost this State much more than
comparable buildings constructed from local
materials.

Mr. Devries: They have roofs over their
heads.

Mr. NICKLIN: They have roofs over
their heads but the roofs will not keep out
the weather. Is the hon. gentleman satis-
fied with that? And a roof that does not do
that is a mighty costly roof. One of the
reasons why emphasis is being placed on this
expenditure of large sums of money, irres-
pective of results, is that heavy expenditure
during times of national stress has created
talse ideas and sueh ideas have been fostered
sinee by the Labour Government because they
suit the interests of the Labour Party. Time
and time we see hon. members rising and
asking, ‘‘We could get money for war. Why
can we mnot get it for peace?’’ The
Treasurer knows only too well that we are
able to get these moneys in war-time because
we mortgage our very existence. He knows
that under the stress of national danger we
do things that are not expected to be done
in times of peace. But it suits hon. members
opposite to use that false idea that has been
fostered by political parties, and as a result
of this pernicious propaganda the sound
principles of economics are being increas-
ingly discarded and new fantastic notions of
easy money have taken their place. As a
result, we have found creeping into the
economic structure of Queensland a con-
dition of State Socialism that the people of
this State do not want, as has been evidenced
by their votes on many occasions. This State
Soecialism has reached formidable dimensions.

Mr. Walsh: Your own C.OD. is
guaranteed for £1,250,000 by the Government.

Mr., NICKLIN: And the Government
have valuable assets for it. If all the
business investments of the Government were
as sound as that, the Treasurer would have
no worries at all.

As a result of this propaganda people have
become puzzled. The easy money has become
a delusion and a snare and the promised gains
have proved to be illusory. They no not
realise that they have been caught in a web
of Labour propaganda. The present
deplorable condition under which one
Government are supplying money for another
Government to spend has made the
Treasurer’s job one of easy responsibility
and there has never been a more irrespon-
sible Treasurer in this State than the present
occupant of that position when it comes to
using the moneys of this State for his own

political purposes. It has also given
a semblance of truth to his spurious
propaganda.

But let us compare the present Treasurer’s
outlook on the financial affairs of this State
with the sound outlook of previous Queens-
land Treasurers, of former Labour men who
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were not bitten by the socialistic bug that is
gnawing at hon. members of the present
Government. Let us go back to the early days
of the Labour Party, and first I refer to
Mr. David Bowman, a grand old man of the
Labour Party who did much to found the
great Australian Labour Party. When speak-
ing to the Budget in 1910, he said—

““Well, speaking for myself, and I know
that a number of members agree with me,
while we are prepared to support a borrow-
ing policy for reproductive works, we
should be careful in the amount we borrow.
We should only have restrieted borrowing
. ... I think it would be a big mistake for
this Government or any other Government
to go in for borrowing indiscriminately.’’

Mr. Walsh:
Treasurer?

Mr. NICKLIN: No. I said he was one
of the grand old founders of the Labour
Party. Compare Mr. Bowman’s attitude with
that of the present Treasurer. It does not
matter how much money is given to him, he
still wants more to spend. I point out here
that the loan expenditure about which Mr.
Bowman was speaking on that occasion was
£1,995,301, of which £1,686,451 was for rail-
ways and £249,429 for loans to local bodies,
whereas the loans for 1953-1954, including
those for local bodies, totalled £43,341,000
and, according to the Treasurer, this amount
is not nearly enough, If he had twice as
much he would still want more.

In 1913 the late Mr. Theodore had this
to say—

“‘There is no doubt that the interest
burden in connection with the expenditure
of Loan moneys is borne to a large extent
by the primary producers and to an
enormous extent by the workers of the
State.’”’

Undoubtedly that is a fact, but the Treasurer
does not eome out om the political platform
and tell the workers and the primary pro-
ducers of that fact. He simply says that
he wants more money than he is getting, and
bhe does not worry as to who will pay it
back. He knows full well that it must
inevitably fall on the worker and the primary
producer of this State to pay it back.

Did you say he was a

Mr. Theodore said also—

‘‘Everyone in the community pays the
taxation, because it is passed on. The
consumers are really paying the tax; it
is passed on to them.’’

The Treasurer cannot say that those state-
ments made by the late Mr, Theodore were
not sound.

Mr. Walsh:
policy.

Mr. NICKLIN: And
MeCormack in 1926 said—

¢‘It must be admitted that, in the last
analysis, the great bulk of the people
carry the great bulk of taxation.”’

We are carrying out his

the late Mr.
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That also is true, but hon. members opposite
do not think anything about that today when
their great ery is that they have not enough
money to spend.

Mr. Walsh: This Government have not
increased taxation.

Mr, NICKLIN: Why, the Treasurer is
in the very happy position of being able to
get a considerable amount of money from
another Government who have to inerease
taxation to give him what he wants, He must
not forget that he made a very stout effort,
in putting up railway freights and fares in
order to get a few bob together.

It is interesting to compare the Budget
presented by the Treasurer with those pre-
sented in previous years in this State, and
after reading those Budgets one ean come
to only one econclusion, that a Queensland
Labour Budget has no relationship to facts,
it depends upon whether a Labour or non-
Labour Government are in office at Canberra.
The present Budget is no exception.

Let us look back to the 1949-1950 Budget
presented in this Chamber, and I ask hon,
members to note that this Budget was
delivered in the last year of the Chifley
administration. I quote these words from it—

‘“The Loan programme approved for
Queensland is £11,959,000 which is reduced
tentatively to £9,208,430, but the full sum
will be made available if it is required.
A sum of £1,250,000 is included for Queens-
land under the Commonwealth State Rental
Housing Scheme.’’

There was not one word of criticism or ecom-
plaint about the inadequacy of funds allocated
to Queensland because the Govermment in
office at Canberra were of the same political
colour as hon, members opposite.

We find also in that 1949-1950 Budget the
following in regard to income-tax reimburse-
ments—

¢¢I submit now another table showing the
increased allocations to Queensland in
recent years—

1945-1946 £5,821,000
1946-1947 £6,601,000
1947-1948 £7426,125
1948-1949 £8,832,622
1949-1950 . £11,535,00077
The DBudget Speech on that occasion

procecded to give much praise to the Com-
monwealth Government for sueh help to
Queensland and for giving £1,634,000 under
the Federal Aid Roads and Works Agree-
ment. Mark you, of ecourse, a Labour
Giovernment were in power in Canberra at
that time.

Now let us turn to the 1953-54 Budget.
Before contrasting statements in the present
Budget with those when the Chifley Govern-
ment were in power, let us first examine the
figures relating to allocations to Queensland.
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They make very interesting reading indeed.
The figures for 1949-1950 and 1953-1054
respectively are as follows—

— 1949-1950. | 1953-1954.
. £ £

Income Tax Reimbursement| 11,589,000 | 22,718,000

State Loan Works 7,861,000 | 18,450,000

Housing . .. .. 1,250,000 4,500,000

Semiand Local Government 8,292,000 | 20,391,000
Commonwealth Aid Road

Grants . . 1,634,000 2,995,000

Total .. 30,576,000 | 69,054,000

The figure under the heading ‘‘Semi and
Local Government’’ excludes loans and
subsidies from the State Government
totalling approximately £5,000,000.

Mr. Walsh: How would you like to
relate those figures to costs?

Mr. NICELIN: I will relate them to
costs very shortly. In the short space of
four years, most of those payments have
more than doubled and the overall increase
has been 132 per cemt.! Is any gratitude
expressed by the Treasurer for the liberal
treatment he has received from the Federal
Government ¢

Mr. Walsh: Why should it be?

Mr. NICKLIN: That is the attitude of
the Minister., Why should he be grateful to
a Government who are mnot of the same
political colour as himself? Although the
Federal Government have inereased the
amount made available to him by more than
132 per cent., he expresses no gratitude but
only abuse.

Let us keep those facts in mind and turn
now to the statements in the ecurrent Budget.
Dealing with the loan programme, the
Treasurer has said—

“‘It will be noticed that the State’s
share of publie borrowing is considerably
less than two years ago, and in such a
circumstance limitation of development
cannot be avoided.’”’

1t is the old, old story that limitation of
development is necessary hecause of the
alleged shortage of funds. In 1949-1950,
under Mr. Chifley, the amount was £9,111,000
and there was nothing but praise from hon.
members opposite. In the present year,
under an anti-Labour Government, it is
£22,950,000, yet we find nothing but abuse
coming from the Treasurer and hon. members
opposite,

Let us turn to a quotation in the previous
Budget and compare it with the quotation
under the same heading in this year’s Budget.
This is what was said under the heading of
‘“Income Tax Reimbursement’’—

‘‘Stateg have been compelled to prepare
their Budgets on tax reimbursement grants
totalling £142,450,000 or a reduction of
£28,451,000 from the figure they regarded
as necessary.’’

In 1949-1950, under Mr. Chifley, £11,500,000
was quite satisfactory to hon. members
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opposite but now, when they get £22,700,000,
it is not nearly enough, notwithstanding the
taet that in previous years they have been
unable to spend all the loan moneys allocated
to them.

Let us examine this continual squeal from
hon. members opposite in respect of loan
raisings. They forget that Queensland is a
sovereign State and it could, if it so desired,
withdraw from the existing agreement with
the other States and raise its own moneys.
I venture to say that on their present eredit-
worthiness the Queensland Government would
not be able to raise ten bob, to say nothing
of the many millions they say they need.
They give no credit whatever to the Federal
Government for their generosity towards the
State, not only in the current financial year
but in previous years. And the generosity
of the present Federal Government is much
greater even than the figures showing the
allocations made from time to time. For
instanee, from 1951 to 1954 the Common-
wealth guaranteed State loans amounting to
over £237,000,000. It was absolutely impos-
sible for that amount of money required by
the States to be raised on the money market
and the Commonwealth eame to their aid to
that extent. A benevolent Federal Govern-
ment were ready to help the States with
their development programmes, not that the
State got all that it needed but it got at
least enough to enable it to earry on its
activities,

Myr. Hilton: What would the Federal
Government have done with their execess tax
collections if they had not handed them to
the States?

Mr. NICKLIN: They would have done
what they should have done, that is, left the
States to their own resources and reduced
their own taxation. Even at the expense of
making themselves politically unpopular they
were prepared to help the States with their
rrogramme of works and in one case even
increased taxation for that deliberate pur-
pose. Yet the Secretary for Publie Works
and Housing and others condemn the Federal
Government for not giving them enough
money for their activities. They have given
them far too much money now and when the
day of reckoning comes they and their
departmental spending will be a very sorry
picture indeed.

Let us have a look at the generous treat-
ment that the Commonwealth Government
have extended to the States. In addition to
guaranteeing a loan of £74,000,000, the Com-
monwealth Government provided £152,000,000
out of their own money. In 1952-1953 they
guaranteed loans amounting to £58,700,000
and added £131,500,000 pounds from their
own money in order to meet State require-
ments. In the eurrent year they hope to raise
£105,000,000 from loan funds and to provide
£95,000,000 from their own resources to
enable State programmes to be ecarried out.
If loan raisings do not come up to expecta-
tion there is no doubt that the Federal
Government will strain their own resourceg
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still further in order to help the States. But
what thanks do they get for that? All they
get is constant abuse from the States and in
this State a chorus of abuse led by the
Treasurer. IFor the three years 1951-1952 to
1953-1954 the direct Commonwealth contribu-
tion to the works programmes of the States
is over 61 per cent. of the total. That is a
pretty stout effort and let me emphasise this
point—that never before had any Federal
Government made sueh generous contributions
to the States. These are not econtributions
from a Labour ZFederal Government; a
Labour Federal Government would not be so
generous to the States. These are contri-
butions from a non-Labour Federal Govern-
ment and what do they get in return for
them? They got nothing but political abuse
and political misrepresentation.

Mr. Walsh: Do you suggest we got our
fair share compared with the other States?

Mr. NICKLIN: What I suggest is that
the Treasurer has more money than he has
been able to spend, so he must have been
adequately treated. As I said in the previous
debate if the whole £617,300,000 that was
raised during the last three years by loan
was given to the Treasurer, he still would
not be satisfied. When we look at the many
contributions made to Queensland by the
Commonwealth Government, we realise that
they have not treated this State badly.

Mr. Walsh: Compared with other States?

Mr. NICKLIN:
treated.

Mr. Walsh: Compared with other States?

Mr. NICKLIN: Take any comparison
you like. In answer to a question that T
asked the Treasurer, he gave a list of pay-
ments received from the Commonwealth for
1952-1953, other than for loan projects, total-
ling £27,507,755, but with his usual astute-
ness he omitted to mention many other
contributions that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment have made to this State directly and
indirectly.

It has not been badly

Myr. Walsh: Through the State Treasury.

Mr. NICKLIN: Not necessarily through
the State Treasury, but some of them that
the Treasurer forgot to mention were through
the State Treasury.

Mr. Walsh:

Mr. NICKLIN: I will name them. The
Treasurer omitted to mention payments
totalling over £6,000,000 that this State
received, and instead of getting £27,500,000,
as the Treasurer has mentioned, this State
received approximately £33,500,000. Let us
have a look at some of the payments omitted
by the Treasurer. The following are estimated
figures for the year 1952-1953 and the actual
figures for 1948-1949.

Name them.

Mr. Walsh: Why not give us last year’s
figures without the estimates?
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Mr. NICKLIN: I will give you 1952-1953,
and the corresponding figure for 1948-1949.
The figures are set out in the following
table:—

1952-53

(@) 1948-49.

£ £

Imported Houses Grant 186,000 .
Price control reimbursement . . 170,000 95,037

Coal Industry, long service leave 94,000 ..

Encouragement meat production 350,000 ..
Dairy industry subsidy 3,600,000 825,280

‘Wheat subsidy (stock feed) 740,000 ..

Other assistance primary pro-
ducers—

Provision of fertilisers, etc. .. 403,600 172,635

(a) Estimates.

Mr. Walsh: Why did the other States
get more?

Mr. NICKLIN: No doubt they used
more. It is based on the quantity of butter
and wheat produced and the quantity of fer-
tiliser used. Naturally other States that used
more got more. The Treasurer knows that
the Commonwealth cannot differentiate in
the rate of payments to the States. That is
one of the prineiples of Federation and the
Treasurer knows it only too well. Excluding
loan works, the total Commonwealth con-
tributions to Queensland from the Chifley
Government for 1948-1949 were £13,554,446
and from the Menzies-Fadden Government
for 1952-1953 they were £33,532,585. That
is a substantial increase but one for which
the Treasurer will not give credit to the
present Commonwealth Government.

Mr. Collins: Why do you not relate it
to the value of money?

Mr. NICKLIN: The Minister does not
know what I was about to say. Even making
full allowance for the depreciation in the
value of the £ since 1949 and the increase
in population, the Commonwealth payments
and alloeations to Queensland for 1953-
1954 are much greater than the correspond-
ing amounts for 1948-1949 and 1949-1950
under the Chifley Government. Notwith-
standing this, the Treasurer and hon. mem-
bers opposite give praise for the generosity
of that Government and the way in which
they helped this State, and only abuse for
the Menzies-Fadden Government who have
made such a magnificent contribution to the
economic welfare of the State.

Mr. Walsh: The Snowy River scheme
and the Leigh Creek railway?

Mr. NICKLIN: The Treasurer is a past-
master in endeavouring to divert an argu-
ment to other lines. I would refer the hon.
gentleman to the speech I made on Private
Members’ Day—I have not time to repeat
it now~—when commenting on the Treasurer’s
Budget and the fact that he is not prepared
to give credit where eredit is due to the Com-
monwealth Government. Time and time
again the Treasurer complains that the
Queensiand Government have been starved of
money by the Federal Government.

Mr. Waish: That is true.
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Mr. NICKLIN: He reiterates it again
but we have these figures, which show the
Government have recelved comparably more
than they ever received—whatever meagure is
applied to the figures—from former Labour
Governments. If the Treasurer was starved
for funds we find, despite the record railway
defieit last year of £4,660,555, he finished up
with a revenue surplus of £190,897, making
to use his own words, 14 surpluses in the past
15 years and a mnet total surplus of
£1,256,630. Anybody could get a surplus by
using special funds in the way in which the
Treasurer has used them. If there had not
been such considerable transfers from one
fund to amother, Loan fund to Trust fund,
and expenditure out of Consolidated Revenue
never previously made out of Consolidated
Revenue, there would have been a very con-
siderably larger surplus than there is. One
point to which I would draw the Treasurer’s
attention to is the fact that a comnsiderable
sum of money has been expended out of
Consolidated Revenue this year for work in
the Forestry Department, which is something
that I have becn advocating because revenues
gained by the Forestry Department should go
back into its own work. We all know it goes
into Consolidated Revenue; it is now getting
for its own work a little of the money it
raises.

The Treasurer was very anxious to know
whether Queensland had been as well treated
as the other States, his interjections leading
one to imagine that Quecnsland had received
a raw deal in the allocations compared with
those other States. Looking at the income-
tax reimbursements grants for the year
1952-1953, we find that the figures per head
of population were—

£ s d.
Western Australia 18 1 1
Queensland .. 17 10 8
New South Wales 15 18 7
South  Australia 15 13 8
Tasmania .. 15 0 2
Vietoria 14 4 5

The average for all the States was
£15 15s. 10d. It will be seen, therefore, that
Queensland received £1 ids. 10d. a head
above the average for all the States.

Mr. Walsh: Why not include all the
grants?

Mr. NICKLIN: Because Commonwealth
grants were in vogue a long time before
income-tax reimbursements came into opera-
tion. The figures I have quoted do not
include the special disability grant; they are
based purely upon income-tax reimbursements,
The special disability grants have no con-
nection with the figures I have quoted, and
they came into operation long before umi-
form taxation, which was introduced in
1942-1943. The special disability grants came
into operation first in Western Australia in
1910, in Tasmania in 1912, and in South
Australia in 1923-1930. The fact that Queens-
land has become a claimant for a special
disability grant after 35 years of Labour
Government—
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Mr, Walsh:
a claimant?

Mr. NICKLIN: Is sufficient proof of its
blighting effect. It is a great commentary
on the success of Labour Government in this
State that after 35 years of it we have
reached the stage where we become a claimant
State for a special disability grant.

Who says we have become

In reply to the Treasurer’s interjection, I
point out that on page 16 of his Budget
he quotes with approval the Premier’s claim
to become ‘‘one of the so-called mendicant
States.”’ When speaking om the Appropria-
tion Bill on 8 August, 1953, the Treasurer
said—

““We have reached a stage in our deve-
lopment when the States which were sup-
posed to suffer a disability because of
Federation are now far ahead of Queensland
in industrial development.’’

The Treasurer said that they were the words
of Thomas Playford, the Liberal-Country
Party Leader in South Australia, and I point
out that sinece 1915 Queensland has had 35
years of Labour government and South Aus-
tralia only eight years. Since 1938, South
Australia has been governed continuously by
the Playford Liberal-Country Party Govern-
ment and Queensland continuously by a
Labour Government, and nobody will con-
tend that South Australia has anywhere near
the potentialities possessed by Queensland.
South Australia is a State with an arid
inland, virtually no coal and very few natural
resources of any kind, while Queensland has
the major part of the eattle industry of
Australia, a tremendous tract of good sheep
country, agrieultural, dairying, and gold and
mineral potentialities well above the Austra-
lian average, as well as abundant coal supplies
and the benefit of the great sugar industry.
Under 15 years of non-Labour government
since 1938 South Australia has gone ahead
by leaps and bounds, whereas Queensland, one
of the three major eastern States, has reached
such a deplorable condition that the Aecting
Premier, Hon. J. E. Duggan, said at the
Premiers’ Conference on 10 August last—

‘‘He would have no hesitation in recom-
mending that the Queensland Government
examine the possibility of becoming a
claimant under the States Grants Com-
mission. ”’

Mr. Walsh: You actually said that we
were a claimant State,

Mr., NICKLIN: The Premier also made

that statement during the last election
campaign.

Mr. Gair: I do not make any apology
for it.

Mr. NICKLIN: We can only accept the
irrefutable evidence of the disastrous results
of Labour government in Queensland with
which the Premier, the Acting Premier, and
the Treasurer have supplied us. Those were
their words, not mine—that Queensland has
reached the position when she might have
to make a special claim to the Commonwealth
Government.
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I move on now to another real problem
facing this State and it is that of ever-
inereasing costs, which the Government have
to tackle and which industry has to tackle.

A Government Member interjected.

Mr. NICKLIN: I am certainly blaming
the hon., member beeause his Government
made a big contribution towards this ever-
‘inereasing spiral of costs,

Mr. Walsh:

Mr. NICKLIN: No, in the first place by
‘their action in introducing the 40-hour week
‘which was the mainspring that started the
rising spiral of costs. To support my words
I quote the remarks of Labour leaders. The
late Mr. Curtin at Canberra in 1945 said—

“‘Competitively with the world, Aus-
tralia must keep costs to the absolute
minimum. This means that all elements in
costs, including wages, must have the sub-
stance of stability. It is the mnational
economy that has to be maintained, not the
particular interests of a group or
individual.’’

The late J. B. Chifley in 1948 said—
¢¢If the industrial produection of Aus-

By spending extra money.

tralia is not maintained and greatly
improved, one must expect economie
disaster . . . Costs have necessarily risen

following the 40-hour week and they will
continue to rise.’”’
The Hon. E. J. Walsh, Treasurer of this
State, said in August, 1952—

‘‘Rising costs are a problem for all
governments, all public bodies, and industry
generally and, as a matter of fact, Mr.
Turner, I think it will be agreed that the
workers have got to the stage where they
almost fear the mnext increase in the basic
wage.’’

“The Hon. J. E. Duggan in July, 1953, said—

‘‘Rising costs are striking at the very
heart of the mation’s economy . . . Our
export surplus and our production for home
consumption will keep on falling unless we
cut our costs . . . The situation has grown
so serious that we cannot as a nation afford
to pass the bueck any longer.’’

here iz no doubt, as I said at the outset
of my remarks—and I am sorry I have not
‘the time to develop my argument—that this
problem is striking at the roots of the economy
of Queensland and no real effort is being
made to solve it.

Mr. Walsh: Why do you say that
potatoes are at £108 a ton?

Mr., NICKLIN: Because of the damn-
fool attitude of the present Government and
their inability to tackle the problem in a
realistic way and give the growers the cost
of production. If they did that they would
get potatoes.

No realistic approach has been made to
this problem. It will wreck us if we dc not
take hold of it. Even the Deputy Premier
said that we could not afford to pass the
buck any longer. Who is passing the buck?
The Hon. J. E. Duggan and his Government.
He makes very fine speeches outside this
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Chamber, but when it comes to action the
Government he supports fall down on the
job completely.

Let us look for instance at the Railway
Department, which the Minister for Trans-
port controls. He says we should not pass the
buck, but the rising costs that are caused
by the inefficiency of the Railway Department
pass on the buck to the producers of this
State. From time to time railway fares and
freights are increased to the detriment of
industry generally, making a major contribu-
tion to the evergrowing burden of rising
costs. Our export industries are being priced

off the world’s markets, and when ‘thga.t
eventually happens this community will
indeed be in a very serious position. The

Government, however, regard the position as
so serious that they do not think it worth
while to mention it in the Budget! All
they can think about is worsening the rising
spiral of costs by spending more and more
money on projects from which they receive
very little return. The problem of spiralling
costs is too serious a matter to be bandied
back and forth across this Chamber; it should
be tackled by everybody in this Chamber
realistically. The Government’s contribution
towards tackling it so far has been nil. They
do not think it even worth mentioning in the
Budget. All that the Treasurer is concerned
about is blackguarding the Federal Govern-
ment for favouring this Government with
the best treatment that any Queensland Gov-
ernment have ever received from a Common-
wealth Government.

(Time expired.)

Mr. WOOD (North Toowoomba) (2.27
p.m.): The Financial Statement that is now
being discussed is not only a recitation of
the achievements of this Labour Govern-
ment, but also a demonstration of the way
in which the money coming to this State
will be spent in the ensuing year. It is a
very sound Financial Statement and one that
could be brought down only by a Govern-
ment with years of sound administrative
experience behind them, I do not suppose
there is in the world a Government who
have enjoyed the confidence of the people
for such a long period as have the Queens-
land Labour Government, and the experience
drawn from those years has helped the Treas-
urer considerably in presenting to this
Chamber a Budget that admits of no real
critieism.

The Opposition attack on the Budget, if
it could be called an attack, was delivered
by the hon. member for Coorparoo, and after
hearing the speech just eoncluded by the
Leader of the Opposition, during which he
spent most of his time in apologising for
the ging of commission or omission of the
Federal Government, we can quite easily
understand why the responsibility for the
attack was passed to the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.

The hon. member for Coorparoo, in leading
the debate from the Opposition benches, gave
us what could be considered as more or less
an academic lecture on methods of account-
aney. Everyone in this Chamber doubtless
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recognises the qualifications of the hon.
member for Coorparoo as an accountant,
but if the purpose of his hour-and-a-half
speech was to air his undoubted knowledge
of aceountancy, his speech feil into medioe-
rity. If, on the other hand, it was designed
to show where the Government of this State
have fallen down in their handling of Queens-
land’s finances, it must be counted an abject
failure. In no way did he show that the
Government or the Treasurer had mnot dis-
charged their responsibilities to the people,
and having failed to do that his attack on
the Budget must be regarded as a failure on
all counts.

Let us look at the responsibilities of a
Government in general and a Treasurer in
particular. T should say that the first duty
18 to see that the maximum use is made of
all money available but I have not heard anv
cogent argument from the Opposition to
show that either the Treasurer or the Govern-
ment have not made the fullest possible use
of the money that has been expended. The
second responsibility of a Treasurer should
be to see that the minimum burden is placed
on the people. Ag the Treasurer has pointed
out, no additional taxation was levied by the
State in the past financial year, while on the
centrary heavy additional imposts were
thrown on the people by the Canberra col-
leagues of hon. members opposite. The third
responsibility is to see always that extrava-
gance and inefficiency are avoided and again
not one concrete example has been given by
any Opposition speaker to prove that the
Government have been extravagant or waste-
ful or ineffieient in any way in their handling
of the public finance.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to
prefabricated houses, a matter mentioned by
the hon. member for Lockyer also. I can
say that the prefabricated homes being con-
structed by Pasotti at Harlaxton are a better
type of house than many that are being built
by oprivate enterprise. I do mnot know
whether the hon. member for TLockyer has
visited Harlaxton to see these houses but I
have been there at least half-a-dozen times
and T am satisfied that they are better than
quite a number now being built by private
enterprise. Surely mno-one ecan accuse the
Government of inefficiency or extravagance
because they strain every nerve to see that
their people are adequately housed? No self-
respeeting Government should thesitate to
help the people to solve their housing
problems, and that is being done. When
T was elected to Parliament in 1950 I had
a dozen people a week coming to see me
asking me to help them to get them State
houses but now the nnmber of such people
does mnot average one a month. The fact is
that the housing shortage is being solved
T repeat that the houses at present under
erection at Harlaxton compare favourablv
with most of the houses that have been built
in Toowoomba by private enterprise.

The fourth responsibility of a Treasurer
is to see that as far as possible all money
snent is used in developing the State. The
Opposition cannot give any illustration of
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how the Government have misused money
entrusted to their care. All the money raised
in this State or received from the Common-
wealth in the many forms these payments
take has been allocated, for ingtanee, to
education, to giving our children the eduea-
tion that is their birthright, to providing
hospitals, improving our railways, and for
use in many other fields of aectivity that go
towards the development of the State and
the people in it.

It appears to me that the whole gravamen
of the charges made by the hon. member for
Coorparoo is that the Treasurer budgeted for
a deficit and achieved a surplus. If the
Government had spent more money and had
finished with a deficit the eriticism against
the Budget would have been more trenchant
than it was. The fact that the Government
achieved the 14th surplus in 15 Budgets
through wise handling of our resources and
competent administration seemed to arouse
the petulance of the hon. member. The
whole basis of his attack on the State was
that there was a surplus instead of a defieit.
Members of the Opposition have mentioned
unemployment and they have made the base
and worthless charge that the Treasurer, and
through him the Government, brought about
unemployment in this State deliberately.
Members who keep in touch with the unem-
ployment position in their electorates know
that a very serious unemployment position
wag developing in Queensland, and had it not
been for prompt action on the part of the
State Government the position would have
been infinitely more serious. The fact that
Queensland is in a more favourable position
today than it was is a tribute to the way in
which the Treasurer and the Government have
handled the finances of the State.

The hon. member for Coorparoo complained
that money passed by Parliament and not
expended had been transferred to another
vote. The hon. member did not make any
charge of waste and inefficiency; in no way
did he suggest that the money moved from
one vote to another for very obvious purposes
had been wrongly expended. If the hon.
member had eriticised the Government for
waste or extravagance or inefficiency and
had provided evidemee to support his
argument we should have listened to his
eriticism with some concern, but the whole
of his eriticism was directed more to academie
methods of accountancy.

I do not suppose there is any State or
any Government in Australia whose accounts
are more scrupulously kept than the accounts
of this State. The deliberations of the
Public Accounts Committee in Canberra show
that there are very real grounds for doubt
that in all cases the accountancy methods
down there are as serupulously exact as thev
are in Queensland. I do not think this
Government have anvthing at all to hide;
their accounts have heen serupulously kept,
and every sum expended has been faithfully
applied. If any other Government in Austra-
Tia are superior to this Government in their
handling of finances. their ethical code must
be a very high one indeed.
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In passing I should like to say this: frem
my own observation I do mnot think auy
Parliament in Australia has a higher sense
of political movality than the Queensland
Parliament. Although  the  Queensland
Labour Government have been in office for
very many years they are untouched by the
breath of scandal and there are none of their
activities that will mnot bear the eclosest
serutiny. I do not think there is a Parlia-
ment in Australia whose members—and this
goes for members on both sides—ean surpass
the members of the Queensland Parliament
in their standards of political morality.

At the end of his speech the hon member
for Coorparoo made the amazing statement
that the Federal public servants were disin-
clined to let go the money-bags of Australia.
In doing so he made a very grave admission
that at least there was a strong likelihood
that the Government in Canberra were
dominated by the wishes of the publie
servants and not so mueh by Parliament
itself. (Opposition interjeections.) I am
quoting the words of the hon. member for
Coorparco—‘‘The TFederal public servant is
disinclined to let go the money-bags of
Australia.”” That bears out the contention
‘we on this side have made, that the real
seat of government is not in the Parliament
House at Canberra but in the offices of the
various publie sarvants who have set up that
type of econtrol to which hon. members
opposite have been so pleased to refer so
often as bureaucracy. There is that real
danger in Canberra today: the Government
have grown so far away from their peovle
-and their people’s needs that thev are dailv
passing more and more responsibility to the
heads of departments, and their subordinates,
so there is the real chance that authority
will ultimately pass to such a bureauracy as
the Opposition have so often eritieised.

The hon. member for Lockyer had very
little to say about the Budget. I will not
'say much about that hon. member—I honestly
do mot think the hon. member would expect
-anybody to take seriously his frequent bids for
notoriety—but there is one matter on which
I must reply to him. In one of his frequent
attacks on the railways and raillways adminis-
tration he repeated stories that were told
about what -were called foreign jobs being
«done in railway workshops, and quoted the
workshops at Ipswich. He said the story was
going the rounds that one workman had made
so many toys that he had to make a wheel-
barrow to cart them away. I do not know that
you can make a much graver reflection on a
public servant or Crown emplovee than by
repeating charges that they spend a great deal
of their time not in ecarrying out their
legitimate work but in making toys. It would
not have been so bad had the hon. member
repeated it as a story and then remarked,
“f0f course, I do not believe it.”’

Mr. Chalk:

Mr. WOOD: No, the hon. member did
not say it was facetious. His exact words
were, ‘‘That may sound facetious.”” He did
not say it was facetious. The fact that he
asked for that story to be checked shows that

I said it was facetious.
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he placed some reliance in it. Over the week-
end many men from the Willowburn work-
shops at Toowoomba discussed this charge
with me, and as railway employees of this
Government they expressed in no uncertain
terms strong resentment against a member of
Parliament who, without making a cheek him-
self, repeated such obviously false stories. T
cannot see how an hon. member has served this
Parliament or Queensland by repeating such
stories without himself first making a eheck
and in telling the story saying that it may
sound facetious, but that it should be checked.

I now wish to spend some time dealing with
educational matters as raised by the hLon.
member for Mt. Coot-tha. As usual, that hon.
member has aeted as a knocker in anything
pertaining to  Queensland, Queensland’s
welfare, or achievements. e spoke of
edueational experts, and made this amazing
statement: that experts on educational
problems had visited Queensland and that
every one of them said fearlessly that the
educational system in Queensland is the worst
in Australia and onc of the worst in the
British Empire. I would not mind the hon.
member’s speaking of these so-called educa-
tional experts if he told us who they were, but
I would say to this Committee, and say it
emphatically, that the statement that every
one of the visiting education experts said
our system was the worst in Australia is
entirely inaccurate. If I asked him to name
the education experts who have said this, I
think we should find him strangely silent.

Mr. Morris: I will name them when the
Estimates of the Department of Public
Instruction are before the Committee.

Mr. WOOD: We welcome criticism from
experts, if they are experts, not tyros, in
education, as is the hon. member who makes
these destruetive criticisms. There is no hon.
member on this side who would not appreciate
constructive criticism. Hon, members on both
sides of the Committee

Mr. Sparkes interjected.

Mr. WOOD: Never mind particularising.
Most hon. members, except the hon. member
for Aubigny, have made construetive sugges-
tions on our education system. Those sugges-
tions are weleomed, but at the same time hon.
members should mnot make obviously false
statements. Let me name some of the edueca-
tion experts who have visited Queensland in
the past few years. They are—Cramer,
Kandel, Cunningham, Llent, Jordan,
Hemming.

I have read their eriticism. Some of it was
caustic on occasions but not one of them
has said that Queensland has the worst educa-
tional system of the Commonwealth. Any
criticism they offered was directed at the
Australian educational system in general and
I objeet to the taetics of the hon. member
for Mt. Coot-tha who says that every expert
says ours is the worst system in Australia
and then negleets to name hig authority for
it. Much of the ecriticism was favourable,
Seme of it was unfavourable, but when
we invite experts here we do not expect them
to tell us that everything is rosy. I have
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made many suggestions about edueation in
this Chamber, as have hon. members opposite.
I agree that there is room for ecriticism, but
at the same time nobody can agree with the
statement by the hon. member for Mt. Coot-
tha that every educational expert has fear-
lessly said that ours is the worst system in
Australia.

On 30 October, 1949, James Hemming, a
British educationist, had this to say—

“¢If Australia was to take her place in
world leadership, education subjects and
methods must be courageously changed. In
every State I have visited I have found
confusion, and with it the apathy which
always accompanies confusion. This con-
fusion in teaching practices and policy
must be cleared if Australia is to educate
mature citizens.’’

He probably had sound grounds for his
eriticism. 1t is on a par with the eriticism
offered by visiting educationists, but they
have not set Queensland against the other
States. I have rcad what these crities have
had to say and many of them assert that
Queensland’s system is the best of all the
systems of the Australian States. As a
general rule, they ecriticise our Australian
type of education.

Let us now consider what some of those
crities have said when they have gone home.
It must not be thought for a moment that
they came out here, criticised our system and
then, upon returning home, agreed that
everything in the garden was rosy compared
with their own system. One leading
educationist, Professor C. C. MacDuftee, of
the University of Wisconsin, who gave the
1948 presidential address to the Mathematical
Association of Ameriea, is recognised as a
leading eduecationist. Although he might make
caustic comments about our system, it is
interesting to read what he says about his
own country’s system. Omne of his state-
ments was

¢¢Children are taught -citizenship and
the American way of life. I am not always
clear just what this means. Oececasionally
it seems to be football and the ecult of
the gods and godesses of Hollywood.”’

He also had this to say

‘“The only obvious way out was to water
down the contents of the courses to the
capacities of the least capable, and this
has been one of the aspects of progressive
edueation during the past ecouple of
decades.”’

Then, dealing with their secondary schools,
he said—

“‘The greatest failure of our secondary
schools is in their unsympathetic handling
of the potential scholars.’’

He spoke of the Huropean and American
sehools of 40 years ago and said that they
cultivated more ground and ploughed deeper
than most of our modern schools.

A further statement by him was—
¢¢Within the great system of our publie
schools there are many pressure groups
working for the furtherance of their own
best interests. I do not refer to anything
so erass as the teachers who struck last
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winter and tied up many schools. But
there are groups who are perpetually striv-
ing for the over-emphasis of their own
particular subjects or sideshows at the
expense of scholarly subjeets.”’

If a visiting ecritic comes here and tells us
that everything is not right with our educa-
tion system generally, do mnot immediately
fall into the trap of saying that it must make
our education system the worst in the world,
because those crities have commented as
caustically about their own systems in their
own lands.

The hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha said also
that we see nothing but retrograde steps being
taken during the last few years in this State,
but I am sure that most fair-minded members
of this Chamber will agree with me that any
hon. member who makes such an announce-
ment must be far removed from our sehools,
from our teachers, and from what is happen-
ing in our schools today. He made a broad
sweeping statement that every step we have
taken in the past few years has been a retro-
grade ome, I readily recognise that we have
not in any way attained perfection. There
are points on which I will agree with hon.
members of the Opposition. For instance, I
should like to see the raising of the school-
leaving age, a great extension of our area-
school system, the building of a modern train-
ing college, the establishment of hostels, and
the building of more teachers’ residences, I
am prepared to say that there are many things
we still need.

My, Low: What is holding you up?

Mr. WOGOD: “What is holding us up?”
says the hon. member for Cooroora. T will
tell him. If the Secretary for Public Instrue-
tion had £10,000,000 available to him this
year for sehool buildings, he could easily use
the money and would be looking for more,
just as the Seecretary for Health and Home
Affairg could use £10,000,000 for new build-
ings in the hospital service, and just as the
Minister for Transport could use £100,000,000
on the modernisation of our railways. He
could wisely and sensibly and for the benefit
of Queensland spend the whole of £100,000,000
and still be looking for more. What we must
recognise is this: if you look at edueation
generally you ecannot find any universal
panacea to solve immediately or remedy the
defects in any education system. There are
so many varieties of education and there are
so many disagreements between education
experts as to where education should lead
that we cannot, by putting a finger on one
spot in an education system in any country,
say that is the thing to solve all our
difficulties,

Education authorities tell us that before
embarking on sudden changes we must exer-
cise caution. Sweeping and revolutionary
changes have been introduced into schools
before the teachers or children were ready
for them and as a result real harm has often
been done by making sudden changes hefore
the teacher himself thoroughly understood
either the need for the change or the method
by which the change would be brought about.
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In different lands different systems of educa-
tion are necessary. The system of education
in a highly industrial area would not neces-
sarily be the same as that which would best
serve an area of scattered population. In an
agricultural country the system of education
would need to be different from the one in a
country that did not rely upon agrieulture
for its living. There is no universal system
of education and it is hard to get agreement
among edueation authorities themselves as
to the best form of education any particular
area should adopt.

But in considering any system of education
we must remember the important point that
the education of the individual must be related
to the whole life of the individual. You
cannot consider the pupil just as a child;
you must think of him first as the child he is
and then as the man he will be and so
correlate your educational system to thinking
of the child and the man to be. You train
him first of all for his voeation in life, next—
and this is equally important—in the way in
which he can best use his recreation or
leigure hours, and thirdly—equally important
again—in citizenship, which covers such an
infinite scope of usefulness to the community,
including character and morality. All those
things are embraced in the one word ¢‘citizen-
ship.”? To be effective an educational system
must have those three aims in view: the train-
ing of the child for bis vocation, training
to fill his leisure time, and training in citizen-
ship.

There is nothing fundamentally wrong with
our edueational system in Queensland. No
matter what eriticism experts in Quecns-
land, Australia or abroad may have directed
at it, there is almost unanimous agreement
that fundamentally our edueational system
is sound.

I was reading the other day ‘‘Education,
The New Horizon,’’ written by Harold Shear-
man, and this is what he says—

‘“‘Unfortunately too few of us have any
real knowledge of what the schools are
trying to do, how they are controlled and
what are their problems; and it is only
when things go wrong that most of us take
more than a fleeting interest in it.”’

I find that most of the trenchant eriticism
directed against our Queensland educational
system, such as that delivered by the hon.
member for Mt. Coot-tha, comes from men
who have very little understanding of our
edueational system and its problems. As
a rule, you find that the ecriticism coming
from a man who understands our system is
generally helpful, although it may sometimes
be caustic. No man who knew education
would make those sweeping assertions that
I quoted from the speech of the hon. member
for Mt. Coot-tha. Rather than helping the
State, the Government, the schools, and the
children, the hon. member is doing a dis-
serviee by appointing himself an expert on
education and econdemning everything that
has been done in this State.

And now for some of the things that have
been achieved in Queensland. I have seen
schools in various parts of Australia, and
wherever I have had the opportunity I have
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tried to look closely into their work and to
compare or contrast their systems with ours.
Nowhere have I found children whose sense
of initiative and self-reliance has been more
highly developed than that of children in
Queensland. There cannot be a great deal
wrong with a system that turns out a boy or
girl who goes into the world with initiative
and a feeling of self-reliance. That is the
result of our Queensland educational system.

One of these retrograde steps that the hon.
member spoke of was the greatly modified
and expanded syllabus. One result of that
syllabus has been that the system in Queens-
land schools has lost its rigidity; the emphasis

now placed more on the child than on the
teacher. Today we find that the child is not
there for the school, to belong to a school
whose tie he will be proud to wear when he
leaves it; the idea has been developed that
the sehool is there for the child. There is an
important difference between those two things.
‘When we approach our edueational problems
with the idea that the school is there for
the child, and not that the child is there
for the school, we take the first step in
approaching them from the correct attitude.
The child 1s encouraged more, year by year,
to show his self-activity and not to rely se
much on what he is taught.

I do not think there is an hon. member in
this Chamber who will dispute my statement
that one of the greatest changes we have
seen in our sehools in recent years has been
the improved relationship that erists between
the teacher and the child. Year by year
it is getting better. That is not happening
accidentally. It is because of our changing
attitude towards education, because we realise
more and more the importance of education,
It is possible, perhaps, that we have not yet
even seratched the surface. The more we
realise and emphasise the importance to be
placed on education, the more we realise that
the greatest opportunities should be given to
the ehild for the expression of his self-activity,
the more we realise the closer relationship
that should exist between the teacher, the
school, and the child, the better the educa-
tion system we must build up. No-one would
say that that was a retrograde step.

Another recent change that I do not think
anyone would say was a retrograde step was
the extension of the domestic-seience and
manual-training lessons in the school. I do
uot think that any hon. member of the Opposi-
tion would say that that wag a retrograde step
because we often hear them ask for the
extension of these services to their own areas.
Scores and scores of times I have seen valu-
able work being done by the girls in our
domestie-science rooms and by the boys in
their manual-training classes. I do not think
we should rest satisfied until these facilities
are brought within the reach of all children.
Gradually, in faet rapidly, this system is being
extended. This step eannot by any stretch
of the imagination be called a retrograde one.

One of the greatest changes in recent years
is the altered attitude towards the teacher’s
responsibilities. I have said before that
education fails unless the child develops as
we believe it should, and it would have no
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«chance of successful development without
sound teaching. One of the greatest aids,
therefore, to sound teaching is a better train-
ing system that allows a teacher to take
charge of a school with some degree of con-
fidence in his ability and with some measure
of skill. There has been a remarkable change
in the attitude of the Queensland Department
of Public Instruetion towards teacher train-
ing and each year more and more teachers
are coming out better and better trained
‘than before. Would you call that a retrograde
step?

One of the greatest changes in the last
decade has been the attitude of the child
towards its physical edueation. I suppose
there is mot an hon. member in this Chamber
who does not remember the severe Swedish drill
that they did in the name of p.t. or perhaps
Jjust straight-out drill. It had much to com-
mend it; I am not a eritic of drill. However,
there was a severity associated with it, and
a tendency for each child to regard himself
as an automaton, not as an individual. Now
the stress has been taken out of the severity
and the child is given a greater opportunity
of self-activity than in any form of physical
education before. That is just indicative of
the altered attitude of education towards the
child and it is one of the most marked changes
in the domestic life in the sehools today.

Again, agricultural projeet work in country
sehools has been greatly extended. I am
not saying that it has been extended as far
as we should like but gradually, year by
year, more schools are being brourht within
the scope of agricultural project clubs.

Road-transport services have shown a tre-
mendous advance and this year it is estimated
‘the State will spend something like £150,000

in transporting children to and from the
schools.

I have spoken at length in this Chamber
before about area schools and T do not intend
to develop that theme today. TUnder the
guidance of the Minister each year there

is a greater improvement in the road-trans-
port service.

Another marked change has been the
attitude of the district inspector towards his
teachers. I know it is not so many years
ago when a large section of teachers regarded
the distriet inspector as nothing more nor
less than a ‘‘spotter’’ who came in mnot to
amsess the merit of the work done but to find
fault and drag the teacher down. There has
been a tremendous change in the attitude of
the distriet inspeetors towards the teachers.

There has been an infinite improvement in
the furniture and equipment supplied. TlHis
applies to desks and to the much-diseussed
textbooks, which are becoming inereasingly
available. I am not in love with the text-
books and a large precentage of teachers are
of that opinion. You will find that the better
the teacher, the less use he makes of text-
books. I ecannot imagine anything more
depressing in an educational system than to
lay down a standard textbook whereby you
would know each week that every child in the
same grade in Queensland would be taught
the same subject in exactly the same way.
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Nothing eould narrow the scope of education
more than tying teachers down to textbooks.
The less use a teacher makes of a textbook,
the greater the background of his own know-
ledge and the more successful he is as a
teacher. Let us not unfairly ecriticise the
Government because every teacher has not the
textbooks in mathematics for Grade V. or in
geography for some other grade. It would
be better if we had a large number of text-
books and allowed teachers to make their
individual selection. Do mnot think that
beeause every child has a textbook that he
is going to be taught successfully.

Another change has occurred in the play-
ground improvements subsidy scheme. I do

not think there is a member in whose
electorate schools have not been helped
materially by those subsidy improvement

schemes. The fact is that a fifty-fifty subsidy
is given. It is a marked advance on the
system operating before the scheme was

introduced.

Finally, one of the advances that I have
taken at random has been the aid given to
schools with radiograms and projectors for
visual education. Today a very efficient
educational service is given by the A.B.C.
It is certainly a great help to the school to
have a radiogram installed. I know in the
larger schools they are comnected to each
classroom.

Mr., Low: It's a pity they could not be
supplied more quickly.

Mr. WOOD: It is a pity they could not
be supplied quickly. I have struck the same
trouble. I point out that it is not the
efficiency of the Government or the Minister
that is at fault. T know I have had requests
from sehools for provision of radiograms and
if the radiogram has been available it has
been supplied; and when it has not been
supplied it was because it had not been
delivered by the manufacturer. I know it is
annoying to be told that one will not be
available for another 12 months, or sometimes
two years. A radiogram has been of great
assistanee to the teacher, particularly in one-
teacher schools. The same applies to the
provision for projectors for visual education.
These are part of the forward movement that
has taken place, yet the hon. member for Mt.
Coot-tha made the wild statement that every
step the Government had taken over the past

few years has been a retrograde one. I do
not think there is one member of the
Opposition who would agree that that

statement is true.

It has been fashionable throughout the
years to attack any Government on ’ghe%r
educational policy. Personally, T think it is
a healthy sign: the greater the public aware-
ness of the need of educational reform, the
greater the certainty of getting eduecational
reform. I know that when I have taken any
requests or criticism to the Minister he has
been earnest and co-operative and I think
hon. members of the Opposition will say
they have found him the same. The greater
part of my life has been spent in the
educational system and I would say that if
anyone has any criticism to make of it, let
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him not be afraid to make it but at the
same time he should not make stupid state-
ments and have people believe there is noth-
ing right with our system. There are things
that are not right but when we weigh the
blemishes against the achievements we
must come to the econclusion that Queensland
has tremendous reasons for being proud of
its educational systems, schools, teachers, and
the way in which the children are being
educated.

(Time expired).

Mr. AIKENS (Mundingburra) (3.11
pm.): I have a couple of very important
matters to deal with this afternoon and

start by saying that anyone who has read
the memoirs of Viscount Montgomery will
clearly remember his saying that when he
went to India first as a junior military
officer he found that most of the other
military officers in India went there purely to
drink gin, play polo, and have a good time.
I am forced to the conclusion that that is
the attitude of many of the permanent mili-
tary officers in Australia today. We know
very well that attacks have been launched
on the National Training Scheme but these
attacks have been in the form of generalities.
We know also quite well that members of
the Opposition have jumped up in their places
in this Chamber and refuted in generalities
the charges laid against the military-officer
caste that has sprung up in Australia in
recent years, particularly fostered by the
Menzies-Fadden Government.

Ag is usual, T will buttress my remarks
with irrefutable facts and documents. This
is the case of a young boy. Names are avail-
able for publication in the Press. It is the
case of g young boy named Melvyn Ray
Anderson, 27 Hubert Street, South Towns-
ville, who is, or was, a National Service
trainee at Wacol, On 22 July last, while
these National Secrvice trainees were under-
going what is termed rigorous Army training,
—I understand that takes the form of an
egregious type of obstacle race; the trainees
must elimb through barbed wire, jump into
ditches, climb over big picket fences and so
on—this young boy, fully equipped, fell and
broke his thigh. It was a serious break and
he was taken to the Greenslopes Military
Hospital. His parents lived in Townsville,
at the address I have given, but the first
intimation they had of the boy’s serious
accident at Wacol was a par in the Brisbane
‘“Courier-Mail’’ 23 July written by Arthur
Richards, in which the writer extolled the
fortitude of the boy, I do not remember
the actual wording of the par but if any
hon. member cares to go to the Library he
can find it in the Brisbane ‘‘Courier-Mail’’
of that date., In the par it will be found
that the boy said, ‘*Mum will be disappointed
when she hears about this.”” Mum heard of
it on 23 July in the most fortuitous ecircum-
stances. She deces not take ‘‘The Courier-
Mail’’ but a neighbour, fortunately, does, and
the neighbour, luckily, brought ‘¢ The Courier-
Mail”?  over to the Dboy’s parents at
27 Hubert Street and said, ‘“Mrs. Anderson,
would this be young Ray who is mentioned ih
‘The Courier-Mail’ as being in Greenslopes
with a badly broken leg?’’
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Mr. H. B. Taylor: When did the accident:
happen?

Mr. AIKENS: On 22 July.
Mr. H. B. Taylor: The day before?

Mr. AYKENS: Yes. In the middle pages
of ““‘The Courier-Mail’’ also was a big news-
paper report of the training exercises that
had taken place at Wacol and details of the
accident that had occurred to young Melvyn
Ray Anderson. The mother, naturally frantic,
went down to Northern Command Head-
quarters at Sturt Street in Townsville and
asked them if they had any information
about the accident. They said, ‘‘No, we have
not got any information, Mrs. Anderson, but
we will wire and try to get some for you.’”
The mother, however, not satisfied with that,
went down to the post office herself and sent
an urgent prepaid-reply telegram to Wacol.
Tt cost her 10s. 6d. That afternoon—it
arrived in Townsville at 12.52 p.m.—she
received this telegram from Waeol—

““F Anderson
¢¢27 Hubert Street
““Townsville
‘‘Melvyn Ray Anderson admitted Green-
slopes RGH fractured thigh otherwise well
Patrick B Coy.”’

That is monstrous enough, the thought that
the mother of the injured boy had to send
an urgent prepaid-reply telegram to Wacol
to get information about her National Service
trainee son who was badly injured, but listen
to this for sheer impertinence and sheer mili-
tary upstartism: Northern Command also had
wired, probably through departmental chan-
nels, to Wacol, and got this reply that
afternoon—

€¢1,707145, Anderson Melvyn Ray, 27
Hubert Street Townsville admitted R.G.H.
Greenslopes 22 July fractured left thigh
stop—7"

It does not matter about the wrong thigh,
of course—
‘¢ Condition satisfactory. N. O. K. advised
stop’’

The ‘‘N.O.K.’? of course, are the mnext of
kin. The point is that Wacol did not have the
deecency to tell Northern Command that the
next of kin were only informed when the
mother sent an urgent prepaid-reply telegram
to them for information. That is the only
information the mother got.

The parents brought to me the telegram and
the copy of the telegram that Northern Com-
mand had received, and I wrote this letter
to the Minister for the Army on 23 July,
the same night—

‘“Hon. J, Francis,

‘“Minister for the Army,
¢¢Canberra.
‘‘Dear Mr. Francis,
¢“‘Mr. F. Anderson of 27 Hubert Street,

South Townsville, called on me this evening

and complained about the callous indif-

ference of the Army Command at Wacol

Camp to the feelings of parents and

relatives of trainees,
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‘‘Mr. Anderson said that after he had
left for work this morning, a neighbour
brought a copy of to-day’s ‘Courier-Mail’
to his wife, wherein Arthur Richards in his
‘Day-to-Day’ column had commented upon
the toughness of a Townsville trainee
named Anderson, who had broken his thigh
-during harsh training routine at Wacol;
the young trainee saying ‘‘Mum won’t like
to hear about this.”” Later, on page 6 of
the paper a report of the harsh training
and the accident to young Anderson was
also found. This was the first intimation
that Mrs. Anderson had that her son had
been injured.

¢¢Mrs, Anderson immediately went to the
Army Headquarters here, and asked them
if they had had any word of the accident
and the boy’s condition, and was told that
they had none. The anxious mother there-
upon sent an urgent prepaid-reply telegram
to Wacol at a cost of 10s. 6d. asking for
information about the acecident and her
son’s condition, and at 12.43 p.m, received
a reply as follows, ‘‘Melvyn Ray Anderson
admitted Greenslopes R.G.H. fractured
thigh otherwise well, Patrick B Coy.” 7’

“‘Later young Anderson’s sister rang
Army headquarters here and was told—
‘L/707145, Anderson Melvyn Ray, 27
Hubert Street, Townsville admitted R.G.H.
Greenslopes 22 July fractured left thigh
stop condition satisfactory, N.O.K. advised
stop.” But the N.O.K. (next of kin) were
not advised until they had sent an urgent
pre-paid-reply telegram. Apparently their
feelings in the matter are of little or no
coneern to the officers in charge at Wacol,
and, had a friend not drawn the attention
of the parents to the article in Richards’s
column in ‘The Courier-Mail’ the parents
would no doubt be gtill in ignorance of
their son’s accident.

““T would be grateful if you would
conduct a searching inquiry into this shock-
ing example of callous indifference to the
feelings of trainee’s parents exhibited by
the Wacol command, and, in addition, I
would be grateful if you would arrange
for the lad’s parents to travel to Green-
slopes to see him. Otherwise they will
probably have to spend more money to find
out how he is getting on.”’

That letter was airmailed to Mr. Franeis,
Minister for the Army, that night and a copy
was airmailed to Mr. Arthur Richards, of
‘‘The Courier-Mail’’. Mr, Arthur Richards
got his letter because T discussed it with him
when I came down to Brisbane for the open-
ing of Parliament. I had a long discussion
with Arthur Richards.

An Opposition Member:
send it to Arthur Richards?

Mr. ATKENS: Because the first article
appeared in his column in ¢‘The Courler-
Mail’’ and I thought he might comment
again in his eolumn.

Why did you

I have had previous dealings with Mr.
Franeis, the Minister for the Army, and I
found that he was a man who would acknow-
ledge promptly any letter sent to him and in
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the long run send you full and frank informa-
tion about the whole affair. I took up with
him a matter in connection with a boy called
Dagg, of Townsville, who was a conscienticus
objector, and I was pleasurably astonished
at the wealth of information Mr. Francis
eventually sent me in connection with that
case, but whilst T was pleasurably astonished
I am certain that Army Command at Waeol
was not so pleasurably astonished.

When I =sent my letter about young
Anderson to Mr. Francis T naturally expected
a prompt reply, but I did not get one. In
fact, 1 did not get an acknowledgment of
the letter, and when weeks went by

Mr. Kerr: There was a change of
secretary, you know.
Mr. AIKENS: It was not a case of

change of secretary. When the weeks went
by and I did not get a reply to my letter I
got in touch with the Federal member for
Herbert, Mr. Edmonds, and I asked him to
approach the Minister for the Army per-
sonally and ask him why he did not reply to
my letter, because his lack of reply was at a
distinet variance with the distinet courtesy
and promptness he showed in another case.
I received a letter from Mr. Edmonds telling
me that Mr. Francis assured him that no
trace of my letter could be found in Canberra.
I am foreed to the inescapable conclusion
that somebody in Mr. Francis’s office at
Canberra deliberately destroyed, withheld, or
suppressed my letter.

When Mr. Edmonds personally saw Mr.
Franeis in Canberra, as Mr. Francis had been
apprised of the shocking state of affairs with
regard to the boy

An Opposition Member: Did you give
Edmonds a copy of your letter?

Mr. AIXENS: I gave him everything in
connection with the matter.

Mr, Morris: Who posted the letter?

Mr. AIKENS: I posted them both—the
one to Mr. Franeis and the one to Arthur
Richards—on the same day or rather, the
same night. I went to the post office specially
to post them. Arthur Richards got his but
Mr. Franeis did not get his.

Mr. Low: He might have got them both.

Mr., AIKENS: One could expect such an
asinine statement, coming from the composite
secretary of the Opposition. Whether the
hon. member is secretary of the composite
Opposition or composite secretary of the
Opposition, I do not know, and if the hon.
member for Cooroora can regard facetiously
the statements I am making here and can
exhibit such callous indifference to the feel-
ings of the parents of this young boy, his
place ig in Goodna and not in this Chamber.
If the hon. member can laugh and snigger
over the facts of this case, his place is not
in this Chamber—he should be in the giggle-
house, putting little stones into bottles and
pouring them out.

Mr. Low: I should take it up with the
Minister. I fixed up one before for you.
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Mr. AIKENS: I once used the hon. mem-
ber as an ingtrument of political blackmail. He
came in very handy. He walked into a little
trap I laid. I used him as an instrument of
political blackmail and got what I was after
for my coustituents. As a matter of fact,
this matter has already been fixed up by
Mr. Edmonds.

This is the only information that the
parents of this boy ever received about his
serious aceident. He has been in Greenslopes
Hospital since 23 July, and my latest informa-
tion is that he will be there for several
months yet and may end a permanent
eripple. This is the only notification his
parents ever recceived. They received it on
2 August, 11 days after the boy was seriously
injured, and you will notice that it is an
ordinary cyclostyled document. T do not know
whether it comes under the Printers and
Newspapers Bill—it probably will—but it
is an ordinary cyeclostyled document with the
particulars filled in in ordinary typing. It
is headed ¢‘Australian Military Forces’’,
and reads as follows—

11 National Service Training
Battalion,
Wacol.

““Mrs. C. N. Anderson,

€627 Hubert Street,

‘“South Townsville, Queensland.

“‘Dear Madam,

‘I wish to inform you that your som
1/707145 Pte. ANDERSON, N. R. was
admitted to Camp Hospital YERONGA on
22 Jul 53. He is suffering from injured
thigh. The Medical Officer considers that
his condition is not serious.

““I would like to assure you that your
son is recelving the best of Medical
attention, and that his stay in Hospital
should not be very lengthy.

‘“Yours faithfully,’’

I do not know whose signature appears on
the letter. It is not the Treasurer’s signa-
ture, which is pretty hard to read at times.
The letter is signed for the adjutant, 11
N.8. Training Battalion, Lieutenant Colonel,

Commanding Officer, 11 National Service
Training Battalion.
That paltry, cheap, shoddy, ecyclostyled

piece of paper, received 11 days after the
boy’s serious accident, was the only notifica-
tion his parents received that he had been
badly injured, other than the reply to his
mother’s pre-paid reply-paid telegram.

Mr. Lows Why didn't you send your
first letter through the Federal member for
the distriet to the Minister, which is the
correct procedure?

Mr. AIKENS: I am not concerned with
correet procedures. The hon. member should
know me well enough to know that I am not
concerned with ethics, or anything of that
sort. I am eoncerned only with getting justice
for the people I represent. It has always
been my custom, when dealing with Federal
Ministers, to write to them direct. I have
always got prompt ackmowledgment in my
correspondence with every Federal Minister,
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and I received full, interesting and informa-
tive faets in the last case that I represented
to the Minister. It was only when 1 did not:
get a reply from Mr. Francis and immediately
sensed that something was wrong that 1
approached Mr. Edmonds. I immediately
had a hunch that someone in the Minister’s
office had, to use the vernacular, swiped my
letter and that consequently it would be
useless to write another one because he would
swipe it too, in the hope that he would wear
me down and that I should get tired of
writing. I therefore got hold of Mr. Edmonds.
and asked him, not to write to the Minister
but to see him personally. I did not write to
Mr. Edmonds in the first place nor did I
ask him to write to the Minister in the first:
place. I told him what I had done—1I told him
all the facts—and I said, ‘‘Will you go and
see the Minister for the Army personally
and ask him why he has not replied to my
letter concerning young Anderson?’’ Mr.
Edmonds did that and the Minister said, ‘‘I
can find no trace of Mr. Aikens’ letter.”’ I
have no doubt that the military upstarts in
the Minister’s office, knowing what the reper-
cussions would be from this serious state of
affairs, would suppress the letter or delib-
erately withhold it from the Minister in the
hope that I and the paremts would say, as
people too often say, ‘‘Oh well, it is past
and gone now; let us forget about it.”” It
is now being brought under the Minister’s
notice. The people in his office do not know
the type of man I am. They do mnot know
that when I get onto a job I never let go
until I get some satisfaction for the people
who have sought my help.

Mr. H. B. Taylor: Do you know the
staff at the Minister’s office?

Mr. ATKENS: I know that if they are
anything like the Waecol upstarts they wilk
be spending most of their time playing golf,
rlaying bridge, and lapping cocktails,

Mr. Mwuller: That is not what Mr.
Francis said. You saw him.
Mr. AIKENS: Mr. Francis is not a

military officer. He has too much intelli-

gence for that.

Mr., Muller: You said that the troops
were not well trained. The boys are well

trained.
Mr. AIKENS: I am not speaking in
generalities. I am dealing with the shocking

state of affairs in connection with a par-
tiecular boy, and if the hon, member does
not believe me, let him go and see the
boy in the Greenslopes hospital.

Mr. Muller: You said that the boys were
wasting their time and not training.

Mr. ATKXENS: I spoke about the officers
at Wacol, not about the trainees. The hon.
member has not got his hearing aid properly
adjusted. The hon. member should have
heard me say earlier in my speech that
Lord Montgomery said that men went to
India to serve as British officers with the idea
of drinking gin, playing polo, and having a
good time, I was suggesting that most of
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::he‘milita.ry officers at Wacol spent most of
their time playing golf, playing bridge,
lapping up cocktails, and having a good time,

Mr. Morris: Which isn’t true.

Mr. AIKENS: If it is not, then how can
the hon. member justify just what I have
read to the Chamber, and the faect that the
letter I wrote to the Minister for the Army
has been deliberately suppressed? Tere are
the facts available to the hon. member if he
wants to peruse them.

I have also a letter from Mrs. Anderson.
She had to make her own arrangements to
come down to Greenslopes to see her boy. In
her letter she refers to a Dr. Grant. She says
she got in toueh with Dr. Grant. The letter
is dated 7 October. Dr. Grant told her that
the lad would be in there for another three

months. He has already been in for three
months, The doecter said also that his leg
was progressing very slowly, but with a

miracle it might be better at the time when
it is due for ancther X-ray.

Mr. Pizzey: You were going to give us
Mr. Edmonds’s reply.

Mr. AIKENS: He said that he had
approached the Minister and the Minister had
told him that he could find no trace of the
letter but he would have the matter investi-
gated and would inform him in due course.
Now that the Minister knows all about it,
I am certain that he will give me complete
information on the matter, as he has done
on other matters. I have no quarrel with
him. I have always found him courteous and
particularly frank and truthful

Mr. Morris: The fault does not lie with
the officers at Wacol. Immediately he comes
under hospital control, that is where the
responsibility is.

?Mr. AIXENS: Whose responsibility is

it
Mr. Morris:

Mr. AIKENS: What a No. 1 prize
quibble that is! Here is a National Service
trainee who is injured in military exercises
at Wacol. The hon. member has the nerve
to say—I would not like a tooth with a
nerve as big as the hon. member has,
(Laughter)—that it is not the military
officers’ place to inform the parents but it
is the medical officer’s place to inform them
after the boy gets to Greenslopes.

Mr. Morris: How would the company
officer know until he had the X-ray?

Mr. ATIKENS: He would know he went
to Greenslopes.

Mr. Morris:

On the medical side.

He would not.

Mr. ATKENS: If the company officer did
not know that he went to Greenslopes why
did he reply to the mother’s telegram saying
that Anderson was admitted to Greenslopes?

Mr. Low: You are handling it pretty
badly.

Mr. AIKENS: I will say this. I know
that with the passage of years and association
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with quite a number of people in this Chamber
it is only natural that I should become some-
what cynical and callous, but I hope I never
become as callous and ecynical as the hon.
member for Cooroora apparently is, when he
could laugh as he laughed when I was reading
out those disgusting facts to the Committee.

Now I will deal with the subject nearest
and dearest to my heart, the negleet of North
Queensland, We had in ¢‘The Courier-Mail’’
the other day quite a spate of propaganda
about the suggestion that some taxation redue-
tion should be given to people who live in
North Queensland and North Australia in order
to entice people to go there and to encourage
people who are there to remain there. That
is part of our party’s policy. I put it forward
in this Chamber in mv speech on the Address
in Reply in 1947, and I am pleased to see
that ¢“The Courier-Mail’’ at last is reluctantly
swinging round to our party’s line in that
regard. I told the people of Queensland and
members of this Committee—many of whom
do not even know where North Queensland
is—that the people of North Queensland are
not more lightly taxed than the people of
other parts but they are more heavily taxed
than the people in other parts. I know that
we pay the same rate of income tax but we
pay a bigger rate of sales tax than anyone
else because sales tax is assessed not only on
the manufactured value of the article but
on the sale price of the article. Therefore
a man who lives in North Queensland who
buys a motor-car—and not too many of them
can afford to buy a motor-car—pays more
sales tax than a man in the South. If you
buy it in Brisbane for £1,000 plus £280 sales
tax the price in North Queensland is £1,000
plus railage plus sales tax, not only on the
£1,000 but on the railage also. That applies
to every article bought in North Queensland.
The people in North Queensland pay sales
tax, not only on the cost of the article but
on the cost of the transport of the article
to North Queensland.

Mr. H. B. Taylor interjected.

Mr. AIXENS: We pay sales tax on the
railage to North Queensland and on the ship-
ping freight to North Queensland. If the
hon. member for Clayfield wants to argue with
me—and I know he is ever ready to do so—
I suggest to him that he take on his old
friend in Townsville, Joe Holliday, secretary
of the Townsville Chamber of Commeree, who
sees eye to eye with our party on this matter
of the taxation imposed on the people of
North Queensland. They pay the same sales
tax on the article as the favoured Brisbane
buyer, but they pay sales tax also on the cost
of getting the article to North Queensland.

Here is another matter that I think will
interest Ministers on the front bench; it is a
question with regard to the development of
North Queensland. We have heard about the
need to develop North Queensland but we have
heard more about it during the 10 years that
I have been here than in the 50 years before
I got here. We have heard members of both
sides talking about the need to develop North
Queensland. They talk of the need of populat-
ing North Queensland but we cannot get either
the Liberal-Country Party on the one hand
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or the Labour Party on the other hand to
do much about developing and populating
North Queensland; interest in North Queens-
land begins and ends with their tongues.

Everyone knows that schools and bridges
are necessary, modernisation of railways is
necessary, hospitals and other things are
necessary, but let us stick right to facts and
realise that in order to get the people to go
to North Queensland and stay there you first
of all have to guarantee them econtinuity of
employment and a reasonably well-filled ‘pay
envelope each fortnight. It is useless to ask
people to go to North Queensland either
to take a chance on getting a job or simply
to engage in seasonal industries from which
they will either have to go on relief or take
catch-as-catch-can jobs in the slack seasom.
That is the fundamental reason why we are
losing population in the North and why the
population of Brishane is growing faster than
the population of all the rest of the State
combined. In Brisbane people can get
continuity of employment and when they can
get that and the worker can take home a
fairly well-filled pay envelope regularly every
fortnight, it will be found that the women-
folk and children come here also, and conse-

quently the drift to the big city is
accentuated.
Mr. Walsh: Why have not northern

interests contributed so much capital to the
cement works in the North?

Mr. AIKENS: Northern people them-
selves do mot have very much capital to sub-
seribe to any industrial undertaking in the
North but many big mercantile firms and
banking institutions did subseribe fairly well
but the subscriptions were made as from
their southern branches. The people of the
North as a whole are almost impoverished by
the neglectful attitude of the present Labour
Government; and you cannot get money out
of your pocket if you have no money to take
out.

Let me give the Committee an instance of
what the Government will do to establish
industry in Brisbane. We read in ‘‘The
Erisbane Telegraph’’ the other day displayed
under big black headlines—

¢‘Hamilton Site For £iM. Bitumen

Plant.

““The £500,000 bitumen refinery of
Bitumen Oil Refineries (Aust.) Ltd. will
be established at Hamilton,

¢ Announecing this in Brisbane today the
managing director, Mr. E. E. Griffen, said
the co-operation extended by the State
Government had influeneed the decision.

“¢Mr. Griffen said the speed with which
the Government had handled negotiations,
coupled with the keenness of officials to
get the project under way, had convineced
him that the Government was going out
of its way to attract private enterprise to
Queensland.’’

The remainder of the article deals with the
type of plant but I read that particular part
of it in order to emphasise the eagerness and
speed that will actuate the Government when
there is any suggestion of establishing
industry in Brisbane.
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We know the Government have paid scores:
of thousands of pounds and will spend scores
of thousands of pounds for years in order
to reclaim land at Hamilton and make it
available for the establishment of industry.

Mr. Walsh interjected.

Mr. AIKENS: We know the Government
will get a peppercorn rental. As a matter of
fact, they will give most of the land away.

Mr. Walsh: Land Court rentals.

Mr. AIKENS: We know of course this
self-same Government spent the best part of
£500,000 to acquire from the Commonwealth
Government all the works at Rocklea, which
they promptly made available at the same
peppercorn rental to all those companies that
were prepared to establish industries 1n
Brishane, but when an industry wants to
establish itself in the North what do they
get from the Government? The ’I.Treasurer
interjected a moment ago and said, ‘‘We
guaranteed £200,000 overdraft to the North
Australian Cement Co. to enable it to
establish their works at Stuart.”’ That is
the biggest laugh in North Queensland. The
main shareholders of the Northern Australian
Cement Company—even the Treasurer 18
starting to grin because he knows what I am
going to say—are Mt. Isa Mines, Darra
Cement, the Adelaide Steamship Company,
and the Howard Smith Steamship Company.
Can anyone imagine the Government of
Queensland guaranteeing a lousy £200,000
overdraft for four companies such as those,
which between the four of them, or any two
of whom, could mnot only guarantee the
Treasurer’s defieit but could also finance his
public-works programme for the year? That
ig just as ridiculous as saymng the Warrego
braneh of the ALJP, is gnaranteeing the
overdraft of B.H.P. or the C.S.R.

Mr. Walsh: We could withdraw the
guarantee, if you like.

Mr. ATKENS: It would not matter two
hoots in hell to them if the guarantee was
withdrawn ten times over. Imagine guaran-
teeing a lousy £200,000 overdraft for Mt. Isa
Mines, the Adelaide Steamship Company, or
Howard Smiths, and this is a combination
of all of them!

When we talk about the need for estab-
lishing industries in Northern Queensland, and
when we ask the Government to do some-
thing about it, this is the type of statement
we get in reply—I have heard it from several
Ministers; I am not sure I have heard it
from the Treasurer. but I have heard it from
the Seeretary for Labour and Industry, the
Premier and the Deputy Premier, and if the
Treasurer has not said it, it is only because
he has not thought to say it—

My, Walsh:
hack on it.

Mr. ATKENS: This is the statement—

¢¢We would like to see industry estab-
lished in Northern Queensland but we can-
not dompel industry to go there. We can

If 1 said it I will not go
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only ask industries to go to Northern
Queensland and if they want to establish
themselves in Brisbane we ean do nothing
about it.’’
I ask the Treasurer
that statement.

Mr. Walsh:
enough if I did.

Mr. AIKENS: The newspaper article I
have quoted shows what they are willing to
do to encourage the establishment of indus-
tries in Brisbane. They are willing to show
keenness on the part of officials, speed by
the Government in handling negotiations, they
are willing to find money for land at Hamil-
ton and to make land available for nothing,
they are willing to find the money for works
at Rocklea and provide those works for
nothing, but when they are asked to help
establish industries in Northern Queensland,
what do they do?

Mr., Walsh: We will do the same for
the northern industries.

Mr. AIKENS: I wonder why the
Treasurer, who should know me fairly well,
always walks into the little juvenile fraps I
lay for him. He says, ‘‘We will do the same
for the North.”’ I challenge him. Let him
go to the Premier’s Department or the Depart-
ment of Labour and Industry and ask to
see the files of various men who have gone
to the Government from time to time and
asked those departments to help in the estab-
lishment of industries in Northern Queens-
land. In the last 12 months I have seen the
actual letters these men have received from
the Premier, from the Secretary for Labour
and Industry, and from the Government, and
they are all of the one pattern.

The other day I went to see a man who
really wanted to establish an industry in
Northern Queensland. He did not want to
establish it in Brishane. ILet us be honest
about all this. If we allow an industry to
choose its own site, it is natural that it
will choose Brisbane. Here they have cheap
electrie power, compared with the power in
the North. Here they have a 500,000-con-
sumer market right at their doorstep. Here
they have easy freight and transport eon-
cessions and easy and short transport lines
by rail, road, or sea, so that if they are
looking for a profit immediately they start
operations, and if they are left to their own
devices and if they are not helped in any
way, T admit it is only natural that they wiil
establish themselves in Brishane. But we
have had the Director of Secondary Indus-
tries almost every year telling the Govern-
ment what we have been trying to tell them
over the years—that if they are going to get
industries to go to North Queensland and
establish themselves there the Government will
have to give some tangible form of help.
Here I will tell the Treasurer what tangible

whether he did make

No, but it would be true

help the Government will give, T have
seen not one but several of the letters
that have been written by a Minister
or the Government or the Premier or

Deputy Premier to people who have asked
the Government for aid to enable them
to establish themselves in the North. They
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did not get any speed from the Government,
they did not get any eagerness from the
Government; all they got, to use one man’s.
words, was the cold shoulder. They were
pushed about from department to department.
and if they wanted land they were told to
go and argue the matter with the Depart-
ment of Public Lands, and if they wanted to
discharge the effluent from their factories they
were told to go and argue it with the Depart-
ment of Harbours and Marine. If they
wanted railway freights they were told to
go and argue it out themselves with the
Railway Department. Actually, they were
pushed about from department to depart-
ment, cold-shouldered from Minister to.
Minister for months on end, until they became
sick, diseouraged, disheartened and dis-
gusted, and finally established their indus-
tries here in Brisbane. Every one of them
got this type of letter from the Premier or
from the Sceretary for Labour and Industry
or from somebody else who was speaking for
the Government—

““We are prepared to assist you i
and contrast this with the help the Govern-
nient have given to the establishment of
industry and the concentration of population
in Brisbhane—

“‘to the extent of guaranteeing two-thirds
of your overdraft at the bank provided
that the bank has a first mortgage on your
land, your building, your stock, your plant,
and all your assets.’”’
In effect, the Government told them that if
they can get an overdraft from the bank and
give the bank a first mortgage on their assets,
including buildings, land, stoek, plant, and
their personal belongings and everything else,
they will guarantee two-thirds of the over-
draft. Every man said to the Government,
“‘If we have enough stock, plant, land and
buildings to get an overdraft from the bank
on a first mortgage, what the hell do we want
with your two-thirds guarantee?’’ I chal-
lenge the Treasurer—the Sceretary for Public
Lands is apparently not interested—to deny
that that letter was sent out, not once but at
least a dozen times, to men who were eager
to establish industry outside of Brisbane.
Mr. Walsh: According to your story we
should not have given a guarantee to the
North Queensland Cement Company.

Mr. ATKENS: The Treasurer’s guarantee
to the North Queensland Cement Company
was not worth a roasted peanut and it would
be as futile as the Bundaberg A.L.P.
guaranteeing the overdraft of the C.S.R. or
B.H.P.

There are men—and I have spoken to them
personally over the last 12 months—who were:
desirous of establishing industries in the
north. They have become disheartened, dis-
couraged, pushed from department to depart-
ment, and cold-shouldered from department
to department, and finally in the long run
they received this facetious offer of a two-
third guarantee of their overdraft, provided
the bank held a first mortgage on land,
building, stock, and plant.

Mr. Sparkes: The guarantee would not
be worth a snap of the fingers.
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Mr. AIKENS: The guarantee would not
be worth a dumper, because if they had all
the assets to get an overdraft on a first
mortgage from the bank they would not want
the two-thirds guarantee from the Govern-
ment. The cold fact remains that whilst the
Government profess to be interested in the
development of industry in the North and
interested in attracting and holding the
population of the North, their interest begins
and ends with the tongue.

And, then again, we have cases of indus-
tries that were established in the North and
were crushed out of existence in North
Queensland by preferential rail freights given
to allow industries to become established
along the same lines in Brisbane and then the
northern industry has been crushed out of
existence. We can pick up the rail freight
schedule any day of the week and find that
this is so—and let me tell hon. members that
the same old racket in regard to speecial
freight rates has again been introduced into
the railway service. All these big Brishane
concerns, all these big Brisbane manufae-
turing industries, many of which should be
in North Queensland, enjoy this preferential
rail freight rate, through which they can
crush out any industry that is established in
North Queensland in competition with them.

There is my challenge to the Treasurer.
Tet him bring those letters forward. Let
hif lay the files on the table of the House
and he will find that in almost every case
that was the extent of the Government’s
assistance in the establishment of industry
in North Queensland.

Mr. Walsh: What is Big Business in the
North doing for itself? If they want free
enterprise and free banks, let them have
free banks.

Mr. AIKENS: Let us deal with the
openly expressed hypoerisy of the Treasurer.
He says, ‘“ What is Big Business in the North
doing for itself?’’ In other words, the Treas-
urer says, ‘‘If industry wants to establish
itself in the North, let it go north and estab-
lish itself.”” Why do not the Government
adopt that same policy with regard to industry
that wants to establish itself in Brisbane.

Mr., Walsh: We do.

Mr, AIKENS: The Government do not.
Mr. Walsh: We do.
Mr. ATIKENS: The Government do not.

‘"They give them free land at Hamilton or free
‘buildings at Rocklea. If they are not entirely

free, they are almost free.
Mr. Walsh: You are telling a deliberate
untruth. I cannot call you what I should

like to call you.

Mr. AIKENS: And I cannot call the
‘Treasurer what I should like to call him., We
are on an equal footing there.

Mr. Walsh: No free land and no free
‘buildings have been given to anyone.

Mr. AIKENS: It is given to them at a
rental so low that it ig almost free. What
is the difference?
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Mr. Walsh:
that eventually.

Mr. AIKENS: If the Treasurer says,
‘‘Let industry go to the North and establish
itself,’” why does he not say the same to
industry in Brisbane? Why do we have men
like Mr. Griffen, the managing director of
Bitumen Oil Refineries (Australia) Ltd,
saying—

“‘The speed with which the Government
had handled the negotiations, coupled with
the keenness of officials to get the project
under way, had convinced him that the
Government was going out of its way to
attract private enterprise to Queensland.’’?

What he meant to say, of course, was that
the Government were going out of their way
to attract private enterprise to Brisbane, and
so they are.

Mr. Walsh interjected.

Mr. ATKENS: If the Treasurer said Mr.
Griffen is a bigger rat-bag than I am, Mr.
Griffen will be pleased to hear it. I am sure
Mr. Griffen will be pleased to hear that the
Treasurer thinks he is a bigger rat-bag than
I am.

Mr.
to go
would

The Land Court determines

Walsh: If Mr. Griffen had wanted
to Townsville he could have, and we
have helped him to get a site.

Mr, AIKENS: I will guarantee that if
he had said to the Treasurer ‘‘I propose to
establish my bitumen industry in Towns-
ville,”” the Treasurer would have moved
heaven and earth to stop him.

Mr. Walsh: That is why we won back
two seats in the North.

Mr. ATKENS: I notice that you did not
do too well in my electorate. That is the
mildest thing I ean say.

Mr. Walsh: We
eventually.

Mr., ATKENS:
interpretation of

will get it back

It all depends on one’s
the word ‘‘eventually’’.

Mr. Sparkes: I suppose you have to die
some day.

Mr. AIKENS: I suppose I shall have to
die some day.

Now that the Treasurer has brought up the
matter, let us deal with this progressive
party in the North called the North Queens-
Iand Labour Party. I know, of course, that
Mr. Herlihy, of the State Electoral Office,
named us the ‘‘Thomas Aikens Party’’ in
the electoral records last year. We know,
too, that the sycophantic ‘‘Truth’’ and the
sycophantic A.B.C. followed his lead, but
to the credit of ‘‘The Sunday Mail’’ and
¢“The Courier-Mail’’ they gave us our correct
title.

Let us have a look at the North Queensland
Labour Party and see whether we can deter-
mine the stuff of which it is made. I do
not think any A.L.P. branch in Queensland
is as firmly rooted in the trade-union move-
ment as the North Queensland Labour Party.
Let us have a look at some of our officers

¥
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and the positions they hold in the trade-
union movement. Our president, J. J.
Abererombie, is the Townsville and Distriet
secretary of the Vehicle Builders’ Federation.
Our secretary, Mr. Gormley, is the Northern
president of the AM.IE.U. Our auditor,
Mr. Murgatroyd, is the secretary of the North
Queensland Branch of the Federated Clerks’
Union. One of our viee-presidents, Mr.
O’Brien, is the State president of the Austra-
lian Railways Union. On our committee we
have men like Ned Harris, who have given
a lifetime of' service to the Labour Movement.
Amongst the rank and file of the North
Queensland Labour Party we have men
second to none in their record of fervour
and loyalty in the trade-union movement,
apart, of course from the Australian Labour
Party. This is not a one-man show, as some
peopie would have you believe, because in
1952, which is only last year, we contested
the Townsville municipal election. In Towns-
ville we provide for the election of 10 alder-
men who are elected en bloe. Every elector
is given 10 votes, using the figures 1 to 10,
and each vote has the same value, The No, 10
vote has the same value as the No. 1 vote.
Consequently with 18,000 electors and with
a fair amount of cross voting the T.C.A.,
that is, the Liberal Party, filled first eight
places with their eight candidates, the
Independent Alderman Gill and Alderman
Parry taking the other two places.

Let us have a look at the North Queens-
land Labour Party and see how their 10
candidates fared and how the 10 candidates
of the Australian Labour Party got on.
Here are the figures for the 10 candidates
of the North Queensland Labour Party—

8,844
5,587
5,268
4,802
3,793
3,475
3,381
3,249
3,039
3,039

Total 44,477
That gives an average of 4,447 for each
candidate. The top man got 8,844,

Now let us see how the top man of the
ALP. got on. He got 3,477.” Here are the
figures for the A.L.P. candidates—

3,477
3,354
2,887
2,547
2,520
2,469
2,441
9,983
2,138
2,023

Total 26,132
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That gives an average of 2,613 for each
candidate. Yet they would have you believe-
that the A.L.P. is a power in Townsville,

Mr. Kerr:
run.

Mr. AIKENS: We have got them all on.

You have got them on the

the run. Then I come to the State elections
this year. Our candidate in Townsville
against the redoubtable George Keyatta

improved our 1950 figures by nearly 50 per
cent., despite the fact that the Labour Party
enjoyed the most tremendous swing sinece
1918. Against the firmly entrenched member-
for Haughton, Mr, McCathie, our candidate
also improved his position.

An Qpposition Member: What about the:
position in Mundingburra?

Mr., ATKENS: I will tell you what my
majority was in Mundingburra. In 1944 I
got a majority. It was just a majority, 1
just got my mnose in front of the mnext
candidate, and at mno time did I getb
an absolute majority. I was 700 in the lead
of Mr. Tomlins, the Labour candidate, in
1944, In 1947 I was 200 in the lead of
Mr. Coburn, the Independent candidate, and.
in 1950 I was 600 in the lead of the Liberal
candidate, Mr. Bracken. Despite  the
tremendous swing to Labour at the Iast
elections I was 2,200 in the lead of the
strongest Labour eandidate the Labour Party
ever had, Mr. Gleeson, and 2,700 in the lead
of the Liberal eandidate, and had an ahsolute
majority of 500 over both in an 8,000-odd
poll. Is there anyone here who can entirely
dissociate himself from either the Liberal-
Country Party or the Labour Party and get
an absolute majority over a Liberal candidate
and a Labour candidate in his electorate? I
doubt very mueh whether the hon. member
for Clayfield could do it and I throw in his -
top hat, gardenia and spats.

I suppose our bitterest political opponent
in Townsville would be ‘‘The Townsville
Daily Bulletin.”’” I use the word ‘politiecal’"
deliberately. I do mot think there is any
personal animus between the editor and the
sub-editor and me., They would like to see
me and my party swept into oblivion
to-morrow. They do not miss a trick. The
hon. member for Haughton will tell you that
sinee the Townsville show resumed in 1946
after the war ‘‘The Townsville Daily
Bulletin ’*—although the showgrounds are im
Mundingburra and I attend every day and
night of the four days and three nights of
the show—has deliberately tried for eight
vears to convinee everyone that I am the only
local member who does not go to the show.
The hon. member for Haughton has only to
go for half-an-hour and he gets half a
column. The same applies to the hon. member-
for Burdekin and the hon. member for
Townsville; and the hon. member for Hinehin-.
brook has only to make a fleeting appearance
and he gets a whole half column of
sycophantie slush. They say, ‘‘No show
would be complete without dear old Nugget,
who holds the responsible position of Govern-
ment Whip.”” (Laughter.) . Hvery other
politician gets half a column of sycophantie
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slush from ¢‘The Townsville Daily Bulletin’’
and I get not a word. I asked them ome day
why they did not mention me and they said,
““We only mention any visitors who come,
and as you are not a visitor you do not get
@ mention.”” That shows the depths to which
that paper will go in order to try to wipe us
out politically.

Even ¢‘The Townsville Daily Bulletin’’
knows and recognises that there is a North
Queensland Labour Party. I suppose we have
spent with them over the years hundreds and
hundreds of pounds in advertising propaganda.
It is no secret that our bill for the last State
election was well over £300 and when they sub-
mitted their account they received a cheque
promptly. They know the North Queensland
Labour Party’s cheques do not bounce; I
will not go any further than that-—our party
«cheques do not bounce. (Opposition laughter.)
The secret of the North Queensland
Labour Party’s success lies in its member-
ship, in the integrity and nature of its
members. The party is not split into factions
and schisms, There is no bitterness and
back-stabbing, and no personal enmity and
1o sectarian division. We have Royal Arch
Chapter masons sitting alongside members
of the Holy Name Society and men who
profess no religion; they hang their religion
‘on the peg with their hats when they come
in the door.

I know the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha
has been waiting for me to reply to him., He
came up to Mundingburra three years ago
and he addressed meetings for Bracken and
he said to ome supporter, ‘*No more for me
going to Mundingburra talking to two bloody
dogs and the trees.’’ Contrast that loyalty
and good standing of the North Queensland
Labour Party with the state of affairs in the
A.LP. in Townsville. Recently we were all
distressed to hear of the illness of George
Keyatta. I went down the street one day and
met a prominent A L.P. member in front of
the post office. He said to me, ‘‘Have you
heard how George is?’’ I said ‘‘T did not
think you would be interested.’”’ He said,
“‘Oh yes, I am interested.”’ I then said,
‘“What is that in your pocket?’’ He said,
““That is my  plebiscite nomination
form all filled in.”? (Opposition
laughter.) He had his plebiseite form filled
in waiting for George to die. That is the
loyalty you get in the A.L.P. and that is why
we have them on the run and that is why they
are diseredited. That is why they are on the
nose. (Laughter.) That is why the hon.
member for Haughton does nof have too
much to do with them. Not only have we
loyalty and mateship within the party but we
have honesty of purpose. The people know
what we stand for. They know the things
we advoeate and that when we get into
Parliament or on the publie platform we will
advocate these things. Ineidentally, T brought
with me one of the party tickets, if anyone
is interested emough to see it. It used to be
the Hermit Park Labour Party but now, of
<course, it has been ineorporated into the North
Queensland Labour Party and hon. members
would be astounded at some of the fellows
who hold these tickets. I will not make

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

suggestions about any members in this Cham-
ber but members of the Committee would be
astounded if they knew the number and
calibre of the men in North Queensland who
have these tickets in their pockets. They
know the things for which we stand. We
stand for the workers, the farmers, and the
useful people; and above all things we stand
for North Queensland.

(Time expired.)

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS (Whitsunday)
(4.11 pm.): Tt is not my intention to take up
my own or the time of this Commitice on a
general discussion of the Budget, whieh after
all is said and dome is nothing more than a
mock Budget. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, the hon. member for Coorparoo,
made a farly good job of exposing it the
other day. Confirmation of this was given by
the Leader of the Opposition this morning.
The people of Queensland are indeed fortunate
in having such a sympathetic and generous
Federal Government as the Menzies-Fadden
Government and as a result of their
generosity over the period of their adminis-
tration this Queensland State Government
have been able to show a surplug on each
occasion. Though they cry out to the high
heavens about how badly they are being
treated I know that anybody who studies
the subject ecan discern that in the last two
or three months of each year the ratio of
expenditure, compared with the other months
of the year, is terrific because they rush to
find which particular trust fund they can
dump this money into so that they will not
show too big a surplus at the end of the
year.

The matter on which I wish to toueh is
the subject of a question I asked in this
Parliament some days ago about the Mackay-
Barnes Creek Road. This is one of the main
arterial roads entering Mackay. The Nebo
Road runs in one direction and the Barnes
Creek Road in another. Although this road
is separated from the heart of Mackay only
by the Forgan Bridge, which is approximately
a quarter of a mile long, it is possibly the
worst road within 10 miles of any ecity, not
only in Queensland but in the whole of Aus-
tralia. Some time ago, after much pressure
was exerted, the Main Roads Commission
agreed on a widening and repair job amounting
to approximately £4,000. I asked a question
in this Chamber whether the job was com-
pleted and if so, whether the Main Roads
Commission was satisfied with the job. Hon.
members may remember that I got quite a
lengthy answer and reference was made
towards the finish of the reply to the faect
that it was stated by one councillor that
excessive speed was the main cause of the
difficulty. The reply continued—

““The job, although finished, is still in
the maintenance period, during which time
any slight blemishes which appear are
corrected.  That the Press campaign is
completely unfounded is amply demon-
strated by the remarks of the chairman of
the Pioneer Shire Council, as reported in
‘The Daily Mereury’ of Saturday,
3 October, 1953.7*
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On 24 September there appeared in the
Mackay ‘‘Daily Mercury’’ an item headed
¢“£4,000 spent on Barnes Creek Road.”’

‘“About £4,000 has been spent on the
Barnes Creek Road.

‘‘Pioneer Shire Couneil engineer (Mr.
H. J. Hannam) said this at the meeting
of the council yesterday.

¢“Councillors expressed disappointment at
the way the road had turned out.

‘‘Not Safe.

““Cr. M. A, McColl said he blamed
speed hogs for smashing the road. It was
not wide enough and was not safe for
women and children,

‘¢ ¢TI would rather stand on a battlefield
than stand on that road at night,’ he said.

“Cr. C. J. MeKinley: It is disappoint-
ing, but we can’t do anything about it.
The design should have been the full
width of the road.

‘Cr. A. Franettovich: I am disappointed
with it also.

““Cr. C. J. McLennan said more work had
yet to be done on the road.

‘“Mr, Hannam said the work had heen a
big improvement.’’

Then, on the 26th, two days later, we read—
‘‘Road Job Draws Attack.

‘‘Recent widening and resurfacing of
Barnes Creek road was seyerely criticised
by Harbour Board members yesterday.

¢¢City Counecil Alderman J. C. M, Chata-
way said he thought the board should have
something to say about the road.

‘T am not satisfied with it. It was
too limited by the specifications and costs
to make a worthwhile job,” he said.

‘¢ ‘Horrible Job.’
¢“Chairman of Pioneer Shire
Woodyard) deseribed the
‘horrible job.’

‘“The chairman (Mr. A. 8. Hamilton) :
It is a terrible job. I think the eity and
shire council should pursue the matter and
take it up with the Premier.

‘“Mr. Woodyard: The city council did
not stick to the specified mixture of bitu-
men. They later spent days and days with
experimental mixes with harbour stone. In
some cases there was insufficient tar to
cover the stone. They did arrive at a
mix which covered the stone sufficiently,
but it lifts. That is why it is patched.

‘‘Hard Worked.

‘‘Mr. J. M. Mulherin: That road does
a lot of work,

“‘Mr. Woodyard: I think the city couneil
got away with it before the Main Roads
found out.

“‘Mr. J. M. Mulherin: Evidently they
put on too much on the first mix and had
too little for the rest of the job. The
first flood will take it off.”’

Of course, that brought the Mackay City
Council in and on 29 September we find this
published—
¢‘Responsibility for Barnes Creek Road
Job Denied.

(Cr. H.
road as a

1953—v
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‘‘Mackay City Council could accept no
responsibility for the Barmes Creek Road
job.

¢“Chairman of the Works and Town
Planning Committee (Ald. J. P. Casey)
said this at last night’s council meeting.

‘¢ “The City Council appears to have
come in for a deal of eriticism over this
road job. It should be made known the
City Council had nothing to do with the
design, mnor was it the constructing
authority.

“‘Men Used.

‘0 ¢TIt was a Main Roads Department
project carried out under the supervision
of the Pioneer Shire Council. The City
Council only eame into it because our men
had been engaged on similar work in the
Nebo Road area.

““‘The men were paid by the shire
council and the work was supervised by the
shire engineer. We can accept no responsi-
bility for that road. I am afraid I must
admit it is not a 100 per cent. job,’ >’ he
added.

¢¢Ald. J. C. M. Chataway: I can go back
to the days when people came into town
in bullock drays and on horseback. Even
then there was a fenced off walk for pedes-

trians. Nowadays, with the high speed
traffic, there is no provision for
pedestrians.

¢¢¢I contend it would be -a physical
impossibility for a woman to push a pram
along the side of that road. She would
have to use the bitumen pavement, where
she is endangered by the traffic.

‘“ “That road is a disgrace. It is just
a waste of money—pure and simple waste.’

‘‘Must Refute.

““The Mayor (Ald. Binnington): We
have to refute this charge against us. It
is unfair for us to cop the crow all the
time when we are not responsible for it.

¢¢Ald. Chataway: We should protest to
the Main Roads Department about it. It
is their specifications.”’

Then on Saturday—remember I asked the
question on Thursday—we see—

““Creek Road Job Upheld.’’
Here is the Chairman of the Shire upholding
the road job. I have already read his
opinion of it on two different oceasions.

Mr. Evapns: Is he a member of the
ALP?

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: He is a member
of the A.L.P. also. Of course, as we have
seen happen only recently, a man might
express an opinion in all good faith and
then, when the whip is cracked, there is no
doubt that he has to toe the line.

There is another matter with which I wish
to deal, and it is one to which I have given
considerable thought and quite a bit of study.
Every thoughtful person throughout Queens-
land, and for that matter in Australia today,
must be greatly concerned over the
perilous position existing in the coal-mining
industry. There is not the slightest shadow
of doubt that this condition has been brought
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about by a complete lack of foresight and
business acumen on the part of the men
charged with the handling of the coal-mining
industry, without doubt the lifeblood of any
nation. It is not very many years ago when
Australia was erying out for coal produe-
tion, and it must be admitted to their eredit
that the coal-miners as a whole responded
freely to the call for increased production.
Evidence of this can be found in the figures
of production that have been presented to
this Chamber over a number of years, dealing
not only with Queensland production, but
production in  Australia.  Although the
underground production inereased consider-
ably, a big increase resulted in the open-cut
methods, and a blind man would have been
able to see that with the huge increase in
open-cut mining, it would not be long before
there was over-production, and this would
be greater in Queensland perhaps than in
other areas, because of this State’s vast coal
resources and the possibilities of her open-
cut production. It could be easily seen
that when the over-production period ecame
Queensland would have perhaps the most
severe battering of all the Australian States.
What has this State done towards meeting
the over-production problem? I should say
very, very little—nothing at all, for that
matter to my mind, and I should say to the
mind of the people of Queensland generally.

Mr. Devries: Are
mechanisation?

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: I shall deal with
mechanisation in turn; in faet, I shall deal
with several phases of the coal-mining
industry, and perhaps the hon. gentleman will
realise how far I am opposed to mechanisa-
tion or in favour of it. The public must still
remember vividly the Blair Athol fiasco, in
which an overseas organisation as devoid of
capital as a frog is of feathers was made a
grand presentation of the vast coal resources
of Blair Athol in exchange for a mere pit-
tanece of royalty and without any obligation
to open up any of the country and without
any obligation whatever to even cart one
ounce of foodstuffs or fodder or anything for
the people who might settle along the
proposed railway route.

you opposed to

Mr. Evans: Exclusively to themselves.

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: One of the
worst arrangements that could possibly have
been entered into. The devil certainly looked
after his own when this organisation
flopped and could not take advantage of
the Government’s mighty donation of the
people’s assets. As to what has happened
since, I leave it to the people to decide
what effort the Government have made

towards finding a market for Blair Athol
coal.

We might take a look at Callide, too. Some
few years ago, because of the generosity of
the Menzies-Fadden Government, a first-class
road was built between the Callide open-cut
field and its mnatural seaport, Gladstone.
‘Within some short time later, entirely for
political expedieney and in an endeavour to
appease the electors of Rockhampton and
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adjoining areas, who by some strange
coincidence had not polled too well at the
previous election, the Government decided to
go in for a railway line from this field to
link up with the Biloela line and bring this
coal to Rockhampton.

Mr. Kerr: They were Labour members.

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: There were two
of three round there who would benefit as
the result, whereas in Gladstone there was
only one poor unfortunate. The natural port
of Gladstone was to be banned to the wilds,
merely to provide some political advantage
for the Rockhampton area, That line is
almost completed—I believe it will be com-
pleted within a month or so—and I believe
the total cost will be about £500,000. There
is some talk now of some of the Callide coal’s
going down to Gladstone by rail, but of
course that is possibly another little racket
that is being worked between the various
Ministers as the result of which ‘¢There will
be something for you and I will get some-
thing out of it too.”’

We had the recent example of potatoes
from North Queensland being railed to the
border at Wallangarra and then Deing
returned to North Queensland and sold
there. It has been suggested to me that
that was nothing but a great racket between
the Minister in charge of prices and the
Minister for Transport. The Minister in
charge of prices kept the price down so_that
it would have to happen and the Railway
Department would get double freight.

Mr. A. JONES: I rise to a point of order.
T suggest that the hon. member should with-
draw his statement that Ministers have been
engaged in rackets. It is offensive to me,
and, I am sure, to other hon. members.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr.
Graham): Order! I ask the hon. member
to withdraw.

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: I have no
hesitation in withdrawing the word ‘racket’’.
I will put it this way: if it was a sqheme,
as was suggested to me, I should say it was
a very good little scheme and one that
paid ‘excellent dividends to the Railway
Department.

Mr. Devries: You know it is not true.

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: It may be true
or it may not. I am not saying It is true.
However, it has been said—and it would be
said—that the same thing will happen 1in
the case of Callide coal.

One would think that the expenditure of
£500,000 on the railway line and the
expenditure on the road would have caused
the Government to look for markets for this
coal. It appears that some sort of an agree-
ment was entered into by this State for the
sale of (Callide coal to Victoria, but some-
thing seems to have gone wrong with 1it.
This Government have mnot a very happy
record in the agreements they enter into. My
mind goes back immediately to the time when
a Queensland Premier made a couple of trips
overseas to conclude a sugar agreement.
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Certain statements appeared in the Press, and
it was not until some time later that we
learned that no agreement at all had been
entered into. The same thing could have
happened in the case of the agreement on
Callide coal between Queensland and Vie-
toria, or there must have been some flaw in
it. I did not notice any great hue and ery
or any howl and whinge when the Vietorian
Government decided not to go on with it.

Prior to the last State election, this
Government forced their understrapper, the
Brisbane City Couneil, to stockpile coal
against its wishes.

Several other Government and semi-
Government departments were required to do
likewise. While that might be a handy pro-
cedure in the face of an impending election,
what good can it eventually do? It is
only delaying the evil day. For some
years now the Government have had stockpile
coal at Gladstone, which they have fictitiously
taken into their report and balance-sheet at
a certain tonnage. The coal covers a wide
area with trees, shrubs, and .all sorts of
things growing through it. I doubt whether
it would be worth 10s. a ton today. It has
a shallow depth and through the passing of
time I think that it would be nothing more
nor less than powdered dust today. I very

mueh doubt whether the Government could
get a tender of 10s. a ton for it at
Gladstone.

Let me now travel further afield. Recently
the Bowen Consolidated Mine obtained per-
mission to start open-cut mining. This is a
privately-owned mine and the shareholders
with the controlling interests, wish to develop
the mine to the fullest extent. Virtually
the whole of the output will be used by Mt.
Isa Mines. The company has the right to
mine the coal as it sees fit and I agree
entirely with the Government’s decision on
the matter. However, there is an obligation
on the company and Government to see
that no unemployment is caused by the
adoption of open-cut methods at this mine.
I understand also that the Collinsville State
mine will be fully mechanised in the mnear
future. Indeed, that work should have been
completed by mnow. It is expected that the
output of that mine also will be inecreased
eonsiderably., I am econcerned to see that
there is continuity of employment for the
miners, even after the mine has been fully
mechanised.  This is a very important
matter. Here is a reasonably large town-
ship dependent entirely for its existemce on
the work in the coal-mines. People have
lived there for years and have reared their
families. They have sunk every penny they
possess into the building of their homes and
so it is the responsibility of the State to
see that continuity of employment is main-
tained. The only future open to boys is to
follow in their fathers’ footsteps and go
down the mine, always realising full well
the hazards involved, that they go down the
mine in the morning not knowing whether
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they will come up at night. It is the
responsibility of the Government to see that
there is continuity of employment for these
people. These safeguards must be taken if
this town is not to become the ghost town
that it could easily be if action was mnot
taken to prevent it.

I know that the Government have said
through their department that there will be
no loss of employment for the coal-miners
but how muech of the Government’s say-so
can we accept? Their record in matters such
as this is not one of which they ean be proud.
Any Government who would cut off the air
from a coal-mine while the miners were
underground on strike would not hesitate to
change their minds in regard to unemploy-
ment. I am not concerned one little bit with
the merits or the demerits of the stay-down
strike.  Personally, I believe it was very
foolish, but when the Queensland Depart-
ment of Mines—I do mnot know who
had the final say in it—eut the air off when
those men were down the mine it might have
had the effect of condemning them to death
or permanent injury. It must go down as a
very black mark in the already chequered
reeord of this Government. I will go furthe:r
and say that a blackfellow would not do it

to his dog, yet it was done by this
Government.
Mr. Gair: You are very solicitous,

aren’t you? Who compelled them to stay
down the mine?

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: I have said that
T am not concerned with the merits or demerits
of the dispute, but anybody who would switeh
off the air and cause these men to run the
risk of black damp or anything else they
might suffer because the air was eut off
and they were subjected to foul air—well,
that is mot a very good record for this
Government.

I go further and ask: what have the Govern-
ment done towards finding a market for any
surplus coal we shall have? The answer Is,
very little. Hon. members may remember
that we had a delegation in this State from
Pakistan some time ago, and there has been
some talk of exporting to China and Korea,
and I believe that some coal was actually
exported from the South recently and more
will be exported shortly. ~What have this
Government done towards finding a market?
The ordinary procedure, when you have some-
thing to sell, is to go out and find 2 market
for it. I, as well as other members, have
been a salesman over a period of years and
I have never sold anything by sitting on
my backside waiting for a buyer. There 1is
only one way to sell it and that is to go out
and find buyers. Has the sugar industry
waited at home for a market? Has the meat
industry or the butter industry waited at
home for a market to ecome to it. Of course
it hag not. Both these industries have gomne
out after a market. In the case of our coal,
that is the responsibility of the Minister
holding the portfolio of Secretary for Mines
and Immigration, During the short period
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I have been a member of this Parliament, T
have been pleased to learn that certain
Ministers went overseas. I think it is
a pgood thing because it develops ' one’s
mind and it would make a Minister more
fit to administer his department than other-
wise. I suggest that the Secretary for Mines
and Immigration should go overseas and find
a market for any surplus coal we may have.
I am not suggesting the Minister would be
anything out of the box as a salesman—pos-
sibly he might be flat out selling ice ereams
in hell—but a Minister usually has com-
petent officers with him on these visits. I
have no doubt that if there were some enter-
taining and things like that to be done he
would handle the job very well and return

with a sizeable order tucked away in his
pocket.

There is another angle from which the
coal-mining industry can be safeguarded,
probably the safer and sounder angle than
the finding of overseas markets. This is in
the development of other wuses for eoal
within our own country. I cannot think of
any better or more nationally needed avenue
than the hydrogenation of coal, in other
words the conversion of coal to oil. I do not
intend to be parochial in this matter and do
not care where the conversion is carried out,
whether at Callide, Blair Athol, Nebo, Collins-
ville or anywhere else. But I am concerned to
ensure that the hydrogenation of the Queens-
land coal is carried out in Queensland. I am a
Queenslander and I want this industry in
Queensland but unless we are wide awake and
fight hard for it now, not leaving it until a
later time, hydrogenation of coal will come
in Australia but not to Queensland. The
Premier supports me very strongly in this
matter because I read in today’s paper that
at a small gathering last night that he
addressed he said virtually the same thing.
The Press report states that Mr. Gair con-
demned any policy of ‘“We can’t do this
and we cannot do that because it is
uneconomic. Unless we do it someone else
will do it for us.’” That is the text that I
want to bring before this Committee forcibly.
At the present time the large-scale national
works ‘are being carried out in New South
Wales and to a lesser degree in Vietoria and
South Australia; very little on a national
scale is going on in Queensland.

Recently I had the opportunity of inspecting
a hydro-clectric scheme at the Snowy River.
For myself, I believe this is only the matter of
a sop to the miners. They were told that these
power-houses, 16 of them to be exact, will
generate more than 10 times the whole of
the power in Australia today, but will be
used only at peak periods of the day and
consequently will not affect consumption of
coal. I do mot believe that and I do mnot
think that very many other people believe it
but I merely mention it to bring before this
Committee the seriousness of the ecoal position
in Awustralia. In addition, we have the use
of diesel locomotives. These are now being
used in Queensland as well as other States
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and must already have curtailed the use of
coal. As time goes on, I have not the
slightest doubt, sufficient pressure will be
brought to bear to have hydrogenation of coal,
but it will be in the south and I therefore
urge on hon. members and particularly
Cabinet Ministers that now is the time to
ring the bell, not later when somebody else
has beaten us to the punch.

I should like mow to run briefly through
the history of the synthetic fuel process,
about whieh I have booklets. I have been
in touch with the United States Bureau of
Mines as well as with people in England,
America, and South Africa, trying to pl(.jk
up little bits of knowledge that I believe will
be of some use to the State. Even if the
State takes no notice of it now, it might do
so later.

Tn 1913, F. Bergius, a German chemist,
found that coal is converted to oil if treated
with hydrogen at about 800 degrees F. under
pressure of 100 atmospheres, but considerable
development was required to devise means of
perfecting this reaction continuously. Adding
0il to the coal to make a paste that can be
injected by pumps solved the problem.

Tn 1924 this process was further developed

in pilot and demonstration plants by
the Badische Anilin and Soda-fabrik at
Ludwigschafen.

The first commercial plant was built at
Leuna, Central Germany, and came ipto
operation in 1926, In this first plant, lignite,
or brown coal and lignite tars were the
basie raw materials, but later crude-oil frae-
tions, bituminous coals and coal tars were
hydrogenated. As the process advanced 12
hydrogenation plants were built in Germany,
te utilise lignite, bituminius coals, tars, shale
oil and crude oil as raw materials, and those
plants supplied at least 85 per cent. of the
German aviation fuel during World War IL
Motor gasoline, diesel fuels, jet fuels, fuel
oil, parafin wax and lubricating oils were also
produced in quantity.

The first bituminous coal hydrogenation
plant in England was put into operation_ at
Billingham in 1935 by Imperial Chemical
Industries Ltd., and shortly after two
petroleum  oil-hydrogenation plants were
built in Italy and 13 commercial plants were
built in France and Japan, and, of course,
plants have been erected in the United States.
1 emphasise that. They have been erected
in the United States, where we know there
js an abundance of oil.

Gasoline with a high aromatic content, high
octane number, and exeellent rich-mixture
performance suitable as aviation fuel or
aviation base stock is readily produced.
Diesel fuel, with a high naphthene content
and having a satisfactory octane number
and a low pour-point jet fuel can be the
principal produects.
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Phenols, benzene, toluene, xylenes and
other aromatic chemicals are easily recovered
coal-hydrogenation by-products, in addition to
which a very important item to Australian
agriculture, sulphate of ammonia.

Phenols:  Phenyl aleohol or carbolie
aecid.
Benzine: A compound of carbon and

hydrogen, the most abundant source of
which is coal tar.

Toluene:  Methyl benzene,
medicine and perfumery.

used in

Zylenes: A mixture of three hydro-
carbons used as acids and in the prepara-
tion of artificial dyes.

As a matter of fact, many of these things
are being used today in the manufacture of
such articles as nylon products.

If consideration is given to the erection
of a plant in Australia, the size will naturally
govern the econmomics of the undertaking,
because if the plant is too small it will
automatically be uneconomieal but, on the
other hand, if the plant was too big there will
be a possibility that it will be beyond our
financial resources. From research conduected
in the United States of America it has been
worked out that a plant with a ecapacity of
30,000 barrels a ecalendar day is the ideal
plant economically. It may be that it would
be a little too big for anybody to take up
here, although it would not supply Australia
with the whole of her requirements of benzine.
An American barrel contains 34.973 Imperial
gallons and 30,000 barrels would produce
1,049,190 imperial gallons,

In the example I am going to use I am
going to deal with bituminous coal as found
in Wyoming with a b.t.u. content of 13950,
which is fairly high but not higher than many
of our coals. To a degree I have selected
this as an example so that it ean be used as a
comparison with some of our own coal. As
this coal is received it has a moisture con-
tent of 29.3, a earbon content of 449,
hydrogen 3.3, nitrogen .8, sulphur .6, oxygen
13.5 and ash 7.6. Many of our coals have a
greater ash eontent.

A Government Member:

That is a high
nmoisture content.
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Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: It is particularly
high. T shall refer to something else later in
connection with it. A plant of 30,000 barrels
a day, using this coal, would have a daily
consumption of 14,800 tons of eoal, which
is certainly a big amount. The production
would be 21,660 barrels of gasoline, 7,000
gallons of liquid petroleum gas, 1,240 barrels
of phenols. The gasoline is a high-grade,
anti-knock motor gasoline, low in sulphur
content (below .01 per cent.), higher in
aromatics and B.T.U. per gallon than gaso-
line obtained from ecrude oil, T mention that
in case some people might get the idea, seeing
that we have been using the crude-oil benzine
over the years, that this might not be as good.
Actually it is a better benzine than we
know at the present time.

The phenols contain about 20 per cent.
carbolic aecid, 35 per cent. eresols and 45
per cent. xylenols. The composition of liquefied
petroleum gases is about 3 per cent, ethane,
a colourless inodorous gas called ethyl, the
base of common alcohol, ether, and acetie
aeid—~65 per cent. propane and 32 per cent.
butane. Hon. members will remember that
during the war we had ethyl benzine which
was a mixture of erude-oil benzine to give
it better anti-knock performance. I know
that figures become boring but I will run
through these in the hope of getting them
into ¢‘‘Hansard’’ and anybody interested in
the subjeet will be able to read them at his
leisure. I will endeavour to give the annual
estimated output of the Wyoming plant from
the figures that I have worked out myself.
They are naturally in dollars and cents and
for simplicity purposes I have taken each
cent to represent one penny and treated
an American dollar as being worth 8s. 4d.
That will be near enough for comparative
purposes.

Mr. Foley:
much,

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: They differ a
lot, but they differ in our favour, as I will
show later. When I deal with labour costs
they will show more than anything else how
the economics differ.

The economics differ very

The products and their annual values are
as follows—

Products. Annual Value
£

Benzene .. 11,750,000 gallons per year at 34d. a gallon 1,664,583
Toluene-Xylene .. 39,350,000 gallons per year at 29d. a gallon 4,754,791
Phenol 43,300,000 1bs. per year at 16-5d. a 1b. 3,011,250
M-P-Cresol 64,400,000 Ibs. per year at 16-5d. a 1b. 4,427,500
O-Cresol .. 6,600,000 Ibs. per year at 16-5d. a lb. 453,750
Xylenol 25,000,000 Ibs. per year at 14-5d. a lb. . 1,510,416
Motor Fuel 284,500,000 gallons per year at 11d. per gallon 13,039,588
Liq. Pet. Gas. 108,800,000 gallons per year at 4d. per gallon 1,818,883

Mr, Jesson interjected.

£30,675,206
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Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: I will give hon.
members the cost of each item individually.

The estimated capital investment,

again
using the same dollar value

previously

. Coal preparation plant

Paste preparation plant .
Liquid-phase hydrogenatlon plant
Delayed coking plant

. Vapor-phase hydrogenatlon plant
. Product distillation unit .
Tar Acid recovery

. Low Temperature separatxon
. Hydrocarbon steam cracking
. Coal Gasification unit

. Oxygen Plant

. Hy Purification and’ compressmn umt
. Tankage

. Power Plant

. Plant facilities .. .. . .. ..
. General Plant Faeilities .. .. . ..

. Aromatic extraction unit
. Water Supply

Total Plant Cost (Tax and Insurance basis)
. Interest during construction (Including cost of Flnance)

Sub-total for deprecmtlon
20. Paid up royalty ..

. Housing Fund .

22. Cost of mine development

Total fixed investment

23. Working capital

Total Tnvestment

Mr., Burrows: Where did you get these
figures—from the telephone directory?

Mr. LLOYD ROBERTS: The hon.
member would not know where to get any-

A. Raw Materials—
Coal, 14,800 tons at £1 0s. 10d per ton .

Catalyst chemlcals .
Extras

. Direct Labour—
Operating Labour 156s. per shift at 163 8d. per hou.r
Operating supervision at 15% .

. Plant Maintenance—
1,029 men at £1,666 .
Material at 50% of labour’

. Pay Roll OQverhead—
16% of Pay Roll
B. Operating Supplies—
209 of maintenance, labour and materials

Total Direct Cost

Indirect Cost—
General Administration 109 of B
Indirect operating cost at 40% o

.C. & E.
f B.C. & E.

Total Indirect Cost
Fized Costs—

Rates, Taxes and Insurance at 1% (\Tot Income Tax)
Deprecxatlon at 4% .

Cost of operation without profit and interest

Cost per gallon of product (460 million galions) .
Cost per gallon of Gasoline equivalent (670 million gﬂ llons)

Summary—
Annual Production Value ..
Operating Costs

¢ Annual Profit .

That may not be regarded as a sufficient
annual profit. It works out at about 5 per
cent, but if the owner—a private individual
or a State-—desired to do better than that
he could inerease the price of benzine by a
peuny a gallon which would amount to
another £2,000,000 in profit. The price
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referred to, works out as follows, and I
believe that the cost here will be much
lower because of the variation in labour
costs in Australia compared with those in
Ameriea—

.. .. .- .. 3, 666 666

. . .. . . .. 24,145,000
. .. .. .. .. .. 2,941,666
. .- .. .. .. 23,125,000
. . .. 15,416,666
.. .. . . .. .. 11,656,250
.. .- . .. .o .. 2,083,333
. .. . . .. . 7,500,000
£149,909,578
,750

£156,433,323

5,416,666
£164,766,660
32

.o .. .. . . s )

£173,099,992

thing. He could not even read the telephone
directory.
These figures show the operating costs,

return on investment and selling price of
gas—

Operating Costs, Return on Investment and Selling Price of Gas.

£
5,083,333
.. .. .. .. 745,833
.. .o .. .. 345,000

1,137,500
170,833

1,715,000
857,500

483,750

514,583
£11,053,332

. .. .. 439,583
.. .. . 1,758,332

£2,197,915

1,499,095
5,996,380

£7,495,475
£20,746,722
10.8d.

7.4d.

30,675,206
20,746,722

£0,028,484

quoted here is 11d. a gallon and if it was
increased to 1s. 3d. a gallon, that would
mean an additional profit of £8,000,000,
making £17,000,000 in all on an operatmg
cost of £20 OOO 000. Therefore it can be
seen that this is something well worth
while.
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If that is toe big for the Government a
plant is being erected in South Africa at the
present time that might be suitable. I wish
to read the following letter that I reeceived
from the M. W. Kellogg Company, Jersey
City, dated 3 August, 1953, so that it will
appear in ‘‘Hangard’’:—

the only major exception being the Syn-
thesis Unit itself and this step has been
operated at our research centre in large
scale pilot plants over an extended period
of operations. The coal gasification step
which we are presently using is designed
by the Lurgi Company in Germany and

“‘Dear Mr. Roberts—

‘T have recently received correspon-
dence from our Mr. J. A. Petrie in London
advising me that you are interested in
obtaining some preliminary information
with regard to the processing of coal to
produce oil in order to permit you to make
an evaluation of the possibility of an oil
from coal projeet in Australia.

‘“First of all let me take this oppor-
tunity to explain my position in the
Kellogg Company. I am at present manager
of the Synthetic Fuels Division in our
company and as such am in charge of the
design of an oil from coal project in the
Union of South Afrieca for the South
Afriean Coal Oil and Gas Corporation. You
have undoubtedly heard of this project
because of the interest you have shown in
the development of the material resources
in your own country.

¢‘The plant in South Africa is now well
into the construction stage and it is hoped
that we may be able to start preliminary
operations about the middle of mnext year.

¢‘Thig plant is converting a rather low
grade semi-bituminous eoal econtaining
approximately 30 per cent. ash to liquid
products consisting essentially of high
octane motor spirit and diesel oil. The
total liquid produets produced amount to
approximately 5,400 bbl. per day of which
approximately 4,200 bbl. per day are gaso-
line and the remainder is diesel oil, heavy
waxes, and oxygenated chemiecals such as
aleohols, aldehydes and ketones. In addi-
tion the plant produces approximately 100
tons per day of ammonium sulfate to be
used as fertilizer in the farming area of
South Africa.

“‘The essential requirements of a plant
of this type are a ready source of fuel
supply loeated fairly close to the plant site
and a source of water which ig required
for cooling purposes and steam generation
within the refinery,

‘“The coal requirements as feed to the
unit and for power generation in the case
of the South African projeet amount to
approximately 1 ton of coal per barrel of
liquid produet produced and ‘the water
requirements are approximately 1,400
Imperial gallons per day per barrel of
liquid produets.

‘‘Investment costs for the refinery itself
will probably vary between 7 to 8 thousand
dollars per barrel of liquid product pro-
viding the capacity of the plant is designed
for approximately 5,000 bbl. per day and
will become more if the capaeity is reduced
and less if the capacity is inereased.

““I would like to point out that a large
number of the process units included in
the design of .a Kellogg ocil from ecoal
plant have already been commercially tested,

I might add that a similar unit of this
type is now being erected in Australia for
city gas production. I should also mention
that it is not essential to use the Lurgi
process for gasifying coal but at the present
time we feel that this process has been
used more extensively in commercial opera-
tions than any other when starting with
coal as the raw material.

¢“We feel that our type of plant is a
major improvement over similar types of
plants used in Germany and Japan during
the seeond world war and our economie
evaluation of this process indicates that
the costs of producing gasoline by our
process are approximately half those
required for direct hydrogenation of coal.
The economies are usually extremely.good
for our process where labour costs are
relatively low and thus fuel costs are low
and where transportation costs are
relatively high. I would gather from read-
ing a copy of your letter to Mr. Petrie that
this would be the case in your location.

¢¢T realise, Mr. Roberts, that the infor-
mation I have given you herein is rather
sketechy and T am sure that you will have
many additional questions whiech are at
present unanswered. Please do not hesi-
tate to ask me for any further information
sinee this letter is more to introduce myself
than to present you with detailed facts
for making an economic evaluation of your
situation in Awustralia.

Very truly yours,

““The M. W. Kellogg Company,
““W. B. Johnson.”’

In conclusion I appeal to the Government
to do something about this—to consider it at
their Cabinet meeting. I appeal to them
to send a responsible Minister or two over-
seas to find out something about it. Take
it to Callide, Blair Athol and Nebo. There
is no reason why the small plant could not
be taken to them all.  Already there is
over-production of coal at Newcastle. I have
articles on that which I had hoped to read
to the Committee to let hon. members know
something about this matter. I appeal to
the Government to send one or two respon-
sible Ministers to South Afriea to go into
this project and see what is going on so
that we in Queensland can reap the benefit
of synthetic oils. As I said previously, if
we do not establish this industry somebody
else will.

Mr. TURBNER (Kelvin Grove) (5.1%
p.m.): I associate myself with hon. members
who have spoken and extended their con-
gratulations to the Treasurer on the presen-
tation of his second Budget. To be the
Treasurer of the State one has to have a
very extensive knowledge of finanece and I
am sure that even the hon. gentleman’s worst
enemy, political or other, will agree that he
has a great grasp of publiec finance. That
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is proven in the presentation of both his
Budgets, not only in the way in which he
delivers them to the Committee but in the
way in which he prepares them., Realise that
there are eleven departments for which the
Treasurer has to find the finance, each of
them considerably larger than an average
business in the State, and I am sure every-
one will agree that looking after the finances
of the State is mnot a small job. Examine
the Budget closely and it will be found
how the various departments have expended
the money allotted to them last year by the
Treasurer, and one realises that the hon.
gentleman must have a very thorough grasp
of every department in the Government.

For instance, take the Department of
Health and Home Affairs which is in control
of 12 sub-departments; only four sub-depart-
ments exceeded the sums allotted to them.
I should have been happier to see greater
expenditure, especially in the sub-department
in control of native affairs in which there
was an over-expenditure of approximately
£11,000. Travel the State and you will see
for yourself the extensive work that has
been and is being done by the Department
of Health and Home Affairs through this
sub-department in the encouragement of the
native people, and see also the work that
has been done by these native people, and I
think you will agree with me that an over-
expenditure of £11,000 is merely a drop in
the ocean compared with the wonderful
work that is being done to make native
people useful citizens. For many years now
and in many places, I have asked why
members of the white community should be
taxed to keep native people idling their time
away under a tree, as happened for so many
years. But it is not so now. It was nearly
time something was done to make able-bodied
native people, particularly males, self-sup-
porting and so relieve the tax on the white
people. It is to the everlasting credit of
the Department of Health and Home Affairs
that this Government have dome so much in
the Department of Native Affairs in lifting
these people out of their lazy attitude and
atmosphere with which they were surrounded
and making them useful ecitizens.

I have spoken several times about the work
of these people, those in our Government
settlements in particular. Chureh missions
have an interest in our native population
and have done a wonderful job, but here
again the curse worrying all countries of
the world at the moment, shortage of finance,
is retarding their work. When one considers
the development that is taking place in the
native populations of other ecountries one
realises that we have a long way to go before
our native people become useful citizens like
the negroes of America, who are taking their
places with the white people in every phase
of activity. Although it will be many years
before our native population is developed to
that extent, I believe that it can be done.
If money can be made available, T am con-
fident that with each generation of native
people development will increase and
eventually we shall have a useful productive
native race.
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I take the opportunity of expressing my
gratitude for the assistance rendered by the
Government through the Department of
Health and Home Affairs to the Queensland
Ambulance Transport Brigade. At the
moment  there are 94  self-governing
ambulance centres in the State, with 35 sub-
centres and over 100 honorary centres.
There are 400 honorary ambulance men in
Queensland. At every self-governing centre
there are honorary bearers who have done
and are doing wonderful work. The progress
taking place in this service certainly justifies
the support the Department of Health and
Home Affairs has given for years and is
continuing to give. Last year, although we
appropriated  £216,285  for ambulance
brigades, the Government actually gave them
£297,625. The ambulance brigades have used
this extra money to improve the service
given. With it they have added to their
equipment what are known as E. and J.
resuseitators. This machine is almost human.
Seventeen of them have been donated by
¢¢The Courier-Mail’’ through its Find-the-
Ball competition and other centres have
bought their own, paying £200 each for them.
So good are these machines that if they cost
£2,000 each they would be worth the money
to the community because already they have
been the means of saving a number of lives.
Many who would have died under the old
methods of resuscitation have been saved by
the use of the E. and J. machine, which in
addition to operating on the lung, gives
warning of any obstruetion in the throat,
thus enabling operators to remove the
trouble and so make possible the resuseita-
tion of the patient.

Hon. members will probably remember the
instance of the two young lads who were
bathing in a creek at Cash’s Crossing some
time ago, one of whom could not swim. The
two boys were playing in the water and, in
his execitement, the one who could not swim
stepped into a deep hole and sank laughing,
with his mouth open. When the ambulance
arrived he had all the appearance of being
dead. Thanks to the E. and J. resuscitator,
working 25 minutes, the lad was brought back
to life and today he is leading his usual
normal life. Tt is not only a useful machine
in cases of apparently drowning but it is
equally useful in electrocution cases. It is
one of the most wonderful machines invented
for the saving of life. A trilene cylinder
can be attached to it when patients are
seriously injured and suffering intense pain.
Ambulanee bearers are skilled in the use of
this cylinder but it can become dangerous in
unskilled hands. In ecertain cases it is not
advisable to administer trilene but skilfnlly
handled and with the right type of cases if
is the means of saving patients considerable
suffering.

We have fitted all our cars in use in Bris-
bane with an oxygen cylinder which is used
extensively. ‘Doctors have frequently called
upon the ambulance for the use of its oxygen
cylinder.

The Government have subsidised the
0O.A.T.B. to the extent of 10s. in the £ over
the last four years and I express my
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gratitude to them for that help. At present
it is difficult to raise money in Brisbane
but we are hopeful of overcoming the diffi-
eulty. If the Federal Government’s Sir
Earle Page health scheme is to be used in
its proper form, the Q.A.T.B. as well as other
ambulance brigades throughout Australia
should share in the scheme. We do not get
a penny from the Yederal Health Service
at present and I say that we do much for
the Federal Government in attending to
injured invalid and age pensioners, the trans-
port of ‘whom ecosts us thousands of pounds
a year. We give them the service they need
free. In recent years we have been foreed
to make charges to people for our serviees
but this is foreign to the principles of the
Q.A.T.B., which was established for the pur-
pose of giving free service to the people.
Changing circumstances and the lack of
finance due to the Sir Barle Page Health
Scheme has brought this about because people
think they are covered by the Common-
wealth Health Sheme for ambulance trans-
portation. Others think that while they are
contributing to the scheme they should not
contribute to the ambulance. People in
country areas are much more appreciative
of the services given by the ambulance than
Brisbane people but as chairman of the
Brishane centre of the Q.A.T.B. T express our
gratitude to the Government for the help
they have given.

We have a very modern fire brigade in
Brishane and similar brigades in the prinei-
pal towns of the State. All brigades are
endeavouring to modernise their plants and
the Government have been very generous and
have overspent their appropriation to the
extent of £1,475. This overspending demon-
strates that the Government are doing every-
thing possible to help these bodies to keep
their plants up to date for the benefit of
the people of the State.

Another very important sub-department is
the Mental Hygiene Section of the Depart-
ment of Health and Home Affairs, on which
also the Government have overspent the vote.
Nobody either in or outside this Chamber
would think of complaining about over-
expenditure in the mental hygiene services
of the State because the Government have
realised their responsibilities to the mentally
affected people and have done great deeds
in giving them both medical and accommoda-
tion help. It is to the everlasting credit of
the Government that they have cared for
the mentally sick as they have done.

I notiee in the Budget that an amount of
£6,960,017 had been expended from Trust
and Special Funds. I wondered what that
expenditure represented and on making
inquiries I was directed to page 108 of the
Estimates. I discovered there that included
in that amount was the sum of £3,073,339
that had been paid out in workers’ com-
pensation and other claims on the State
Government Insurance Office. It gives one
some idea of the mighty institution that
office must be when it is capable of paying
out in ome year such a huge amount in
claims. The requirement for this year under
the same heading is £3,519,420.
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When we find that in respeet of the two
departments I have mentioned—and this
applies to every department—the Treasurer
can allot such huge expenditure and come out
with a small surplus, we realise how
capable he is in handling the finances of
this State. Some people might say that the
surplus was only a small one, but any
Treasurer who ends the year with a large
surplus is equally as inefficient as one who
comes out with a loss. If it is too large a
surplus, it is proof that he does not know
his job, and that he is extracting from the
people more money than is necessary.

Mr., Pizzey: That is a condemnation of
your own Treasurer.

Mr. TURNER: I say it is a compliment
to him that on both the oceasions that he
has been Treasurer he has shown a small
surplus. If he had shown a loss every
member of the Opposition would have been
on his back accusing him of inefficiency, but
I repeat that if he had shown a large surplus
he would have been equally inefficient, To
show a large surplus, as Sir Arthur Fadden
kas done on two oceasions, would prove that
he was inefficient and had overtaxed the
people.

I congratulate the Treasurer on making
available for the development of North
Queensland the money that he has. It is
strange that every time I want to discuss
these matters someone has something to say
about the neglect of North Queensland by
this Government. If anything at all will
develop North Queensland it is the harnessing
of the Tully Falls and the completion of the
Burdekin scheme. When one examines the
Snowy River scheme as I have—I have here
a book containing full details of it—and
realises the amount of money it will cost to
complete compared with what the Tully Falls
and Burdekin schemes will cost, one must
come to no other conelusion thanm that any
member of the Federal Parliament, particu-
larly any Queensland member, who does not
get right behind this Government and urge
the Federal Government to make money
available for the completion of the
North Queensland schemes, is not a good
Queenslander.

Mr. Sparkes: It was a Labour Govern-
ment who started the Snowy River scheme,

Mr. TURNER: They started the Snowy
River scheme after 70 years of dilly-dallying
by anti-Labour Governments. It was mnot
until a Labour Government were returned at
Canberra that the scheme was given birth.
The Labour Government were in office for
eight years, during six of which the world
was engaged in the worst war we had ever
known. However, the Federal Labour Govern-
ment were able to finance the war and
bring it to a successful conclusion and at the
same time draw up plans for the Snowy River
irrigation scheme. Anyone who had the
opportunity, as the hon. member for
Mourilvan and I had in Mareh last, of going
over the Snowy River works and visualising
the possibilities involved must extend much
credit to the Chifley Government for their
far-sightedness in planning this scheme. If




682 Supply.

Australia and Queensland in particular are
to succeed it will be necessary to harness our
watercourses. When I was going over the
Snowy River scheme I was alarmed at the
area of useful fertile land that would be
inundated when the scheme was finished.
However, I suppose we must have the water
but on the other hand the area of arable or
useful land that will be inundated with the
Tully Falls and Burdekin River schemes is
very small, which compels us to say that
these schemes should he given preference
over the Snowy River scheme, especially as
the Snowy River scheme is one only to
augment huge schemes already in operation
in the Murray and Murrumbidgee basins.
The booklet I have on the Snowy River
scheme says that there is a sufficient rainfall
in many parts to maintain food production
without any need to harness the watercourse
but of course the water will have to be
taken to other areas where the rainfall is
insufficient and in that way we shall grow
more food for Australia and the world
generally. Water is required to produce the
food but I repeat that priority should be
given to the Queensland schemes over the
Snowy River scheme beeause of our dry
climate and frequent droughts.

There is an urgent need in this State to
conserve the water. Only the other day I
read in the paper that Mr. Gunn, president
of the United Graziers’ Association said that
he was afraid the Government would have to
declare part of the North-West of the State
a drought area and extend financial relief to
the graziers there. For the last six years the
wool-growers have been reaping the benefit
of a high price for wool without having put
a penny of it back into fodder conservation
or water conservation, even in the form of
earth tanks. As soon as they have dry
weather for a few months or an adverse
season they want relief from the Government.
This money is not supplied by the Ministers
or the back-benchers of the Government
Party; it comes from the people of
Queensland as a whole,

Mr. Sparkes: The people of Queensland
are walking on the sheep’s back.

Mr. TORNER: I am talking about the
development of Queensland for all the people
of Queensland, not only for the sheep people
and the cattle people.

Mr. Sparkes: They kept the people of
Queensland going.

Mr. TOURNER: The people of Queensland
kept the grazing industry going during that
drought period some years ago when the
graziers could not sell their wool for 9d. a
1b. and every warehouse and every woolshed
in Queensland was full of bales that could
not be sold. It was good wool too. Having
enjoyed the high prices for wool that have
reigned over the years one would have
thought they would invest some of their
money in the conservation of water. They
have not put down one earth tank on their
properties or erected ome weir for the con-
servation of water. There is only one man
on the land in Queensland who has been
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worth his salt and that is Mr. Ken Cameron.
I told hon. members previously what he had
done.

An Opposition Member: A good Labour
man.

Mr. TURNER: I thought I heard an
Opposition member say ‘‘A good Labour
man.’’ I do not know his polities, any more
than does the hon. member for Lockyer.

FEvery man who has done anything has
called for help from this Government, but
the only help Mr. Cameron asked for was in
the form of advice; he did everything on
his own initiative and that is to his ever-
lasting eredit. He showed what could be
done by other men on the land. If they are
not prepared to do it, the land should be
taken from them and given to those who are
prepared to do something in the direction I
have indicated.

The Burdekin River dam is going to be the
greatest asset to the State. (Opposition
interjections.) Anybody who does mnot
approve of water conservation is not com-
versant with the needs of this State. During
my speech on the Address in Reply, I gave
the number of weirs the Government have
completed, the number nearing completion,
and the numbers to be built in the near
future. All that work was done by the
Government, not the men on the land. I
repeat that some of them have not even put
down an earth tank. It is imperative that
we proceed with the development of our
water service or we shall perish. We have
been told by the Federal Government that
we must produce more foodstuffs. How can
we do that if we have not got the essential
water supply? We must be very careful or
we shall lose our overseas market for the
products we now export. It is essential that
we take full stock of ourselves and see
whether we cannot improve on our present
methods,

It is said that the Snowy River scheme
will be responsible for the production of
£25,000,000 worth of extra foodstuffs for
the starving people of the world. I prophesy
that one industry will get the greatest shock
it is possible for an industry to get during
the next two years. I mentioned this matter
four years ago and members opposite laughed
at me as they are laughing at me today. I
refer to the pineapple industry. An officer
of the Department of Agriculture and Stock,
Mr. Lewecock, spent much time in an
endeavour to develop pineapple produetion,
and his efforts resulted in revolutionising the
industry in this State. The farmers began
to think that they should be looking after
themselves in the same way as the dairy
farmers, and they proceeded to process their
own products. In 1929-1932 the Moore
Government gave the Queensland Cannery to
the Henry Jones combine. I say they gave
it because although they received £32,000 for
it, there was £37,000 worth of pulp and
machinery and manufactured jam on the
premises. They gave it to the Heury Jomes
combine and tried to get the pineapple-pro-
ducer to support the factory by giving them
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some shares in it. However, the pineapple-
growers were not satisfied with the treat-
ment they received from the Henry Jones
combine, and they decided to set up their
own cannery. They did so, and it is an
everlasting credit to them.

Mr, Nicklin: The growers had a half
interest in that canmery.

Mr. TURNER: I said that they sgave
them an interest in it. The Henry Jones
combine then decided not to compete with
the cannery because it knew the majority
of pineapple-growers would send their pine-
apples to their own factory, so this combine
decided they would get equal with them in
another direction. They paid Mr. Lewcock
a very handsome salary to go to South
Africa and develop pineapple-growing and
canning there. He has been very successful
and now they are canning the pineapples in
South Afrieca with very cheap native labour.
African labour is not like the labour in
Queensland or Australia. The natives are
exploited by know-alls, who by sales talk
are able to sell themselves to the native
people and direct the natives labour into the
canning industry. This direction of the South
African native to the pineapple industry
means that unless we take stock of ourselves
and reorganise our costing system in some
way or another we shall lose overseas markets
for our pineapples. What will then become
of those farmers who went into the pineapple
industry in the last 10 or 15 years? We
have to find ways and meang of reducing
costs in our production of foodstuffs if we
are to hold our overseas markets.

Some weeks ago I saw in the Brishane
¢‘Courier Mail’’ that Mr. Frazer had returned
to Australia and he condemmed the 153-year
beef contract because the British Government
had given us only 9.6 pence a pound for our
beef. He was satisfied that if we cancelled
that agreement we could sell to Ameriea for
42 pence per pound, and that is all such men
are concerned about. If we are going to hold
these markets we must find ways and means
of reducing costs. I now make a suggestion
as to how we can do that.

Mr. Sparkes:

Mr. TURNER: The hon. member will
not say ‘‘Hear, hear!’’ when he hears my
speech, which is a reversion to the scheme
instituted by the Curtin and Chifley Govern-
ment of controlling prices and pegging wages.

Hear, hear!

Mr, Sparkes:. Like your control of
potatoes.

Mr. TURNER: Despite what the hon.
member  for Aubigny has to say about

potatoes, we kept potatoes at a price at which
the householders eould buy them. Now they
cannot afford to buy them.

Mr. Chalk interjected.

Mr. TURNER: When this nincompoop
from Lockyer is finished—

Mr. SPARKES: I rise to a point of
order. The hon. member referred to the hon.
member for Lockyer as a nincompoop.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 ask the
hon. member for Kelvin Grove to withdraw
that term.

Mr. TURNER:
50,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 ask hon.
members to be a little quieter and allow the
hon. member for Kelvin Grove to make his
speech in his own way.

Mr. TURNER: He is an individual who
takes a worm’s eye view of the world and all
he sees is mud. I endeavour to take a bird’s
eye view of the world and see all the good
that there is in the world.

The only time this country made any
progress and any impression on the world’s
market was when we controlled prices and
pegged wages. It does not matter a rap
to anybody how much the basic wage I,
whether it is £10, £20 or £5 a week, so long
as it buys the necessary goods for a man,
his wife and children. If the basic wage
was reduced from £10 19s. a week to £5 a
week and the £5 a week eould buy the same
amount as the £10 19s. a week we
should be just as well off. That is the only
way in which we shall hold the world’s
markets, produce more, and sell more.

Mr. Sparkes: As long as you can stick
to price control you don’t care whether it
sends the goods over the border.

Mr., TURNER: The stupidity of that
remark is demonstrated as soon as you point
out that if the Federal Government con-
trolled prices, as they should, the price would
be the same in Vietoria and New South
Wales as in Queensland. Then no farmer
would be able to send his goods from Queens-
land to New South Wales and get any more
there than here. If we continue to go on
as we are we shall smash, and I am trying
to avert that. If we could introduce a
scheme to confrol prices and peg wages, a
scheme that would retain to the working-man
the purchasing power of his earnings, we
should be doing something for Australia.
In these matters we have to consider not
who is right but what is right, and if we do
that we shall get somewhere. The right
thing to do is control prices and peg wages.

The system could be introduced on a quar-
terly basis. The Federal Government could
tell the people of Australia that at the end of
the quarter wages and prices would be
reduced by 5 per cent. and that in the fol-
lowing three quarters these figures would be
reduced gradually to an amount deeided upon
by the authorities. I do not agree that the
figure should be arrived at by statisticians or
economists because I have no faith in them.
They have never had to battle on the basie
wage and, that being so, they are unable to
think for the basie-wage-earner.

Reverting to the Snowy River scheme, I
have a map showing the layout of the area.
I was told that when the dam at Adaminaby
was completed it would hold eight times as
much water as the Sydney Harbour. In reply
to that I pointed out that when our Burdekin

1 will quite happily do
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and Tully sehemes were completed the total
amount of water impounded would be 16
times as great as that in Sydney Harbour,
which gives hon. members some idea of what
will be available for irrigation when this
work is completed. This year the Treasurer
has made available certain moneys for carry-
ing on the Queensland +works until the
Federal Government realise their mistakes
and tell us they w3l make the necessary
money available to us.

Again, in our seheme only two tunnels have
to be constructed. They will be a little over
5,000 feet long whereas in the Smnowy River
scheme there are 11 tunnels extending over
8434 miles. I went into one tunnel driven
into solid granite. It was 30 feet in diameter
and 1,500 feet long. The water has to be
run through these tunmnels to various places.

Mr. H. B. Taylor: Which one did you
see?

Mr. TURNER: We saw several of them.
They were—

Miles.
Jindabyne-Geehi River Lo 173
Geehi-Bogong Creek .. Lo 43
Bogong Creek to Swampy Plains
River .. 7

Spencer’s Creek ’co Island Bend 8
Eucumbene River to Tumut Pond 14
Tumut Pond to Power Stations

1 and 2 on Upper Tumut .. 11
Tooma River to Tumut Pond .. 9
Tantangara Reservoir to Yar-

rangobilly Valley .. 83
Yarrangobilly Valley to Lob’

Hole .. 5

Mr. H. B. Taylor: Whlch tunnel did you
go through?

Mr., TURNER: The one at Geehi. It is
solid granite. T have a sample in my locker
downstairs if any hon. member would like to
see it.

Mr. Sparkes: They are doing a mighty
job.

Mr. TURNER: 1t is a wonderful job
but our scheme in North Queensland sur-
passes 1it.  £230,000,000 is being spent
on the Snowy River job and by the
time it is completed, as the hon. member
for Mourilyan said, it will produce ten times
more power than is produced in the whole
of Australia today. I am afraid that he
made a slight mistake, because we were told
it would produce only a little more than the
thermal power produced in Australia. The
Snowy-Murray tunnel, with ten stations, will
develop 1,700,000 kW. and the Snowy-Tumut
with seven stations will produce 1,200,000
kW. but the capacity of this hydro-electrie
undertaking will be inereased to 1,360,000
kW. bringing the total installed ecapacity
of the whole scheme to 3,060,000 kW.
There will be 17 power stations; there
is a diagram attached to this book showing
the  various  power-units taking  the
water from one point to another. When one
sees this and knows something about it one
wonders why anybody could eriticise the late
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Dr. Bradfield when he suggested that for
£30,000,000 he could make the whole of
Queensland seeure for water by harnessing
the rain arveas of North Queensland.

Mr., H. B. Taylor: I suggest you talk to
Professor Whitehouse about that.

Mr, TURNER: I leave it to the special-
ists,  When I hear a layman eriticis-
ing the late Dr. Bradfield’s scheme I think
that he has very little to do.

This watershed starts underneath Mt.
Koseiusko which is 7,313 feet above sea level.
The Snowy Mountains extend north to south
for a distance of approximately 100 miles
and they are snowcapped for flve or six
months every year. This extensive area of
land of high elevation, with its rapid fall
to low levels, together with the high annual
snowfall and rainfall provide eonditions that
are particularly favourable for the genera-
tion of hydro-electric power. We were there
in March and saw small patehes of snow.
When one sees all this undulating country
and these rugged ranges and realises that a
month after we got back people were ski-ing
over the rugged country one wonders what
sort of a place it is.

Four rivers rise in the Snowy Mountains.
Three of them, the Murray, the Murrum-
bidgee and its tributary the Tumut, flow
generally westward. These rivers will be
linked together and the scheme provides for
the diversion of part of the Upper Snowy
and its tributaries to the Murray and the
remainder to the Murrumbidgee. It involves
the construetion of seven major dams and
17 power stations, most of which will be
underground, and there will be over 400
miles of racelines or aquaducts along the
mountain sides to pick up streams and lead
their waters to reservoirs and tunmnels, shafts
ranging up to 1,100 feet in depth, and some
hundreds of miles of mountain roads.
Ultimately, the scheme will make available
nearly 2,000,000 acre-feet of water each year
for 1rr1gatlon in the Murray and Murrum-
bidgee Valleys and will provide approxi-

mately 3,000,000 kW. of power, which exceeds
the total capamty of all generating stations
operating in Australia today.

For the information of hon. members I
point out that an acre-foot of water repre-
sents approximately a quarter of a million
gallons of water. It is the amount of water
required to cover omne acre to a depth of a
foot.

Mr. H. B. Taylor:

Mr. TURNER: Thereabouts.

As the result of this scheme, an additional
£25,000,000 worth of foodstuﬁ's will be pro-
dueed That scheme alone, together with
the Burdekin scheme, Will give us the
greatest uplift we have had at any time.
I am hoping that the Government will keep
on providing money to keep the North
Queensland schemes going till we can change
the Federal Government next year, when a
new Labour Government will make available
sufficient money to complete the Tully Falls
and Burdekin schemes.

It is 276,000 gallons.



Supply.

The Burdekin dam will be capable of
holding 152,000 acre-feet of water and the
hydro-electric plant attached to it will
generate 54,000 kilowatts. Omne of the
tunnels connected with the scheme is to be
2,210 feet long and the other 3,260 feet.
There are to be three dams on the Burdekin
River, the Gorge temporary weir, the Leich-
hardt diversion dam and the Burdekin Falls
dam. Those dams will hold 6,584,000 acre-
feet and will generate 120,000 kilowatts.
That is what the farmer needs. If he is to
mechanise his farm and get the best possible
value from irrigation, he must have electricity
to drive his machinery. He will be able to
get cheap electricity from this scheme and
thus be able to work his farm much more
economically than he can today.

I commend the hon. member for Bremer
on his speecch in this debate. It was worthy
of any statesman. He dealt with his subject
from an Australian point of view rather than
from a Queensland point of view. He proved
very conclusively—as has been dome in this
Chamber previously—that the present Federal
Government have retarded Queensland’s pro-
gress by their failure to make available
money for the development of this State.
I thought I would get a ‘‘hoy’’ to that
from the hon. member for Aubigny, but
apparently he agrees with me.

In 1938-1939 the several State Govern-
ments and the Federal Government extracted
in taxation from the people of Australia the
sum of £90,374,000. Of that amount the
Federal Government took only 41.67 per cent.
for their own activities and the States took
58.33 per cent. That was in peace-time when
there 'was mno defence expenditure. From
1942 to 1944 the Federal Labour Government
extracted from the people the sum of
£540,360,000 to fight the war. From that
amount they took 81 per cent., leaving only
19 per cent. for the States. I have said
these things before, but a good thing is
worth repeating at any time and in any
place. I am sure no-one in Australia
thought of complaining to the Federal
Government for taking during the war 81
per cent. of the money ecollected from the
people of Australia.

Between 1949 and 1952 the Federal Tory
Government extracted from the people of
Australia £1,282,285,000 by way of income
tax. Of that amount, they retained 79 per
cent., giving the States only 21 per cent.
That was done during peace-time, whereas
during war-time the Federal Government
retained, as I have said, 81 per cent.
of a total taxation of £540,060,000. We
all know that during that period the
States could not do any developmental
work because every able-bodied person
was concentratine his every effort on
winning the war. Now, I might well
ask what developmental work the Federal
Government proposes finaneing out of
this huge amount of taxation they are retain-
ing. Ags each State should be responsible
for carrying out the functions of the State
and all developmental work within that State,
it is my view that the States of the Com-
monwealth should receive the greater part
of the taxation levy.
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I propose now to show how the present
Federal Government have diseriminated
against Queensland. This State of 670,500
square miles has received from the Common-
wealth Government only £17 6s. 7d. a head of
population, while Tasmania, with an area of
only 26,215 square miles—two of our State
electorates are bigger than that—received
£19 7s. 4d. a head of population, or
£2 0s. 9d. more than Queensland. South
Australia received £23 19s. 5d. or £6 12s. a
head more than Queensland while Western
Augstralia;

Mr. Sparkes: What is the area of
Western Australia?
Mr. TURNER: Western Australia

received £31 2s. 11d. or £13 16s. more than
Queensland, and the area of that State is
975,920 square miles. Although it has only
300,000 square miles more than Queensland
it received £13 16s. a head more than we
did. Although numbers of people from other
States have told us of the potentialities we
possess, of the potentialities that await
development, this Government have been
striving to develop them but without success
beecause the Federal Government have dis-
eriminated against this State Labour Govern-
ment in favour of the other States when
making money available. I am confident that
if the Federal Government would give us our
just financial dues we could complete many
of our projects, the Burdekin and Tully
schemes in particular, and thereby provide
more food for the people of not only Queens-
land and Awustralia but other parts of the
world. As we have been warned on many
occasions, if we do not develop and produee,
somebody else will come in and do it

As an indication of the productive capaeity
of the Burdékin scheme, I point out that
in the Tinaroo section on the Barron River
there are 1,180 tobacco farms and 240 agri-
cultural farms already established, and the
total area to be irrigated each year is 37,920
acres. Mr, Clark, I am sure you will agree
that that will mean great production in
Queensland.

I told the Committee earlier in my speech
what the Snowy River seheme was going to
cost. The whole of our schemes combined,
including the Burdekin, the Tully, and the
Tinaroo Falls projeets, are estimated to cost
£101,561,000. I have a vivid recollection of
observations made by Mr, Casey after he had
flown over North Queensland, when he
eulogised these schemes in Canberra.

The hon. member for Bremer pointed out
to the Committee examples of diserimination
against Queensland, but I point out that to
give effeet to our edueational requirements
we need much money and if the Federal
Government would make more money available
to Queensland for education we could pro-
vide for the transport of ehildren to school
and abolish a number of the one-teacher
schools, which are a burden to the depart-
ment because of the difficulties in getting
staff for them. Only recently I read in the
paper that the teacher at a ome-teacher school
in the country was ill and the ehildren attend-
ing the school had to go without schooling
for some time till a relief teacher could be
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sent. Such a thing could be prevented if
the Government could develop their educa-
tion scheme as they have planned over the
years and build larger schools and bring
children to the schools.

Mr. Nicholson interjected.

Mr. TURNER: The hon. member has
only been in Parliament for two Parliaments
and he is trying to make us believe that
he fostered this scheme. When the present
Secretary for Labour and Industry was
Secretary for Public Instruction he outlined
the scheme some nine or 12 years ago.

Mr. Dewar: What, still not done?

Mr. TURNER: It must be remembered
that you cannot do these things without
finance.  The present Federal Government
have the absolute right of collecting taxation
in this country and the distribution of that
money. I regret that any Federal Treasurer
would remark, as the present Federal
Treasurer did at a meeting of the Loan
Council, a meeting of State Premiers and
Treasurers, what each State would get and
said that they would get no more. I think
the majority rule should apply and it should
not be left to a Federal Treasurer to decide
what money is given to the States. If that
is the position, why go to all the trouble
and expense of calling a Loan Council meet-
ing? We are told that in British justice
a majority decision should decide and when
the Premier of each State attends a Loan
Couneil meeting the Federal Treasurer should
not tell them how mueh he will get. I hope
it is not long before this system is changed
and every State gets its fixed proportion of
the taxes collected in that State.

Mr. ADAIR (Cook) (7.40 pam.): I con-
gratulate the Treasurer on the exeellent
Budget he has presented and on his out-
standing ability in husbanding the finances
of this State. We are indeed fortunate that
we have a Treasurer of his ability.

Mr. Sparkes: You’'ll be right.

Mr. ADAIR: The hon. member for
Aubigny reminds me very much of the
faithful wife. The more she is belted and
hit, the better she loves her husband. The
more Fadden robs and fleeces the hon. mem-
ber, the more the hon. member loves him.

Opposition Members interjecting——

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 ask hon
members to give the hon. member for Cook
an opportunity to make his speech.

Mr. ADAIR: I wish also to congratulate
the Premier on the representations that he
has made on the other side of the world for
the sugar industry of this State. It now
appears as if the sugar industry in the North
has a very bright future.

I regret that I did not have an opportunity
of speaking on the motion moved by the
hon. member for Rockhampton, who eon-
demned the dogmatic attitude of the Federal
Government towards the Tully Falls hydro-
electric scheme, the Burdekin River hydro-
electric and irrigation scheme, and the
Dimbulah-Mareeba irrigation scheme.
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Opposition Members interjecting——

Mr. JESSON: I rise to a point of order.
I cannot hear what the hon. member for
Cook is saying, because of the continued
mumblings and interruptions of the Opposi-
tion. The hon. member for Cook is a new
member and I think the Opposition should
give him a fair go.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member for Cook!
Mr. ADAIR: History always repeats

itself when the defence of Australia is in
the hands of a Tory Government. In World
War I Labour had to come to the help of
this country, and again in World War II
the Menzies-Fadden Government showed their
inability to govern the country. The late
John Curtin took over the reins of govern-
ment when Australia was threatened with
invasion by the Japanese. He appealed to
America for aid and withdrew the 6th, 7th
and 9th Divisions from the Middle East. We
can thank the Curtin and Chifley Govern-
ments for the prosperity that we enjoy
today.

I am aware that the Leader of the Federal
Government was a very brilliant military
cadet and also that he had an exeellent
military training, but the outbreak of war
spoilt any possibilities he may have had in
that direction.

In the Federal election that was held in
1949, misled by the false promises of the
Menzies Government, the electors of Australia
returned those political muddlers to office.
Tn a very short space of time they had
regretted 1t. There were unemployed in their
thousands, taxation had reached an almost
prohibitive high level and the 1940 Budget
came to be regarded as a horror Budget.
While the yellow races threaten the northern
shores of this State not one finger has been
lifted by the Federal Government in the
defence of this country.

The telephone line from Coen to Portland
Roads and Wenloek, which was erected by the
Chifley Government, is now being dismantled
by the present Federal Government and thus
the people of the area are being denied the
only communication they have ever had.
The Higgins Field aerodrome at the top of
the peninsula, which was constructed for the
defence of Australia, has been abandened by
the present Federal Government but fortu-
nately the State Director of Nativé Affairs,
Mr. Con O’Leary, still helps to keep this
field in order.

It is well known that there are over
70,000,000 Indonesians waiting for the
chance to occupy Dutch New Guinea and it
is acknowledged that any race that holds the
island of New Guinea ultimately holds the
key to Australia and thus is in a position
to invade far North Queensland and Cape
York Peninsula in particular. Once they
land they can live off the country, with its
wild pig, cattle, and wild fowl. The land
is very fertile.
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The sugar and timber industries in the
Far North are in a flourishing condition.
Bitumen roads extend from Mossman to
Cairns, Kuranda, the Tableland, Atherton,
Millaa Millaa, Malanda and Ravenshoe back
along the Gillies Highway, through Innisfail
to the Palmerston Highway. All these roads
have been comstructed by the State Labour
Government. We have good graded roads,
again constructed by the Labour Government,
from the Mulligan Highway to Molloy,
Julatten to Cooktown, and from there to
Coen and out to Wenlock.

Peanut-growing is carried on very exten-
sively at Cooktown and it is my hope to have
a processing plant erected there in the near
future so that the industry ean survive and
be maintained.

On 28 August I flew to Merino Plains,
where I met the people of the Peninsula,
gathered together to witness something that
they believed would make for the advance-
ment of the eattle industry because it enabled
them to send stock by sea to Cairns. I
should say that 80 people were gathered there,
having come by trucks and other vehicles,
and on the morning of 29 August the
‘“Wewak’’ sailed into the Annie River. She
drew up alongside the ecattle yards on the
hanks of the river and the next morning at
daybreak the cattle were loaded into the
barge and transported to the works at Cairns.
I contend that this means of transport has
opened up the Peninsula country and has
given the people a serviee equal to a railway.

I have great hopes that the iron deposits
on Iron Range will be taken over by the
Government. There we have a deposit of ore
300 feet wide and 18,000 feet long that lends
itself to opem-cut mining. A bitumen roaa
runs from Portland Road to the Knob itself.
This iron lode will prove to be a big asset
for Queensland in the future. 1 hope the
Government will investigate its possibilities
with a view to speeding up the extraetion of
this valuable metal.

The Queensland Government can be proud
of their record in connection with Thursday
Island. The town of Port Kennedy, known
as Thursday Island, suffered more from the
impaet of war than any other town in
Queensland, including Townsville, Many
homes were demolished by the Army and the
owners received inadequate compensation.
The pearling fleet was broken up and the
services of the boats were taken over by the
armed forces and most of the owners received
inadequate compensation for the loss they
suffered. It therefore became incumbent on
the Queensland Government to re-establish the
town and endeavour to rehabilitate the people
and improve this area, which is one of the
outposts of the Empire and the first settle-
ment that would be open to an attack by an
enemy from the North. The Government have
not shirked their duty. They provided
finance to enable the new council to operate,
but through no fault of the Government the
reople were unable to provide a full mem-
bership of coureillors and eould not find a
mayor to preside over the council. In
June, 1952, the Government, through the
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Director of Local Government, remodelled the
power station and it is now working
efficicntly.  The water supply has been
improved to such an extent that reticulation
is possible and the people have a guaranteed
water supply till the next wet season.

The Government have arranged the neces-
sary finance for the repair of all roads in
the town and in its vieinity, thus accepting
the respousibility that should have been borne
by the Commonwealth Government or the
Army because the latter caused the deteri-
oration in the roads during the war period.
The jetty at Thursday Island at which the
Elsanna and many other small vessels berth,
is in a state of disrepair. The Queensland
Government have accepted responsibility in
this matter also and have voted sufficient
funds, approximating £35,000, to allow the
work of repairing the jetty and extending
its dimensions to proeceed. There has been
levelled at the Queensland Government on
many oecasions eritieism in respect of their
treatment of North Queensland but 1n respect
of Thursday Island these accusations ecan be
accepted as untrue and the people of
Thursday Island who are to bgneﬁt by the
improvements are loud in their praise of
what the Government have done.

‘When hostilities with Japan ceasgd, the
Queensland Government lost no time in
arranging for the rehabilitation of the
pearling industry and th;ough the Sub-
Department of Native Affairs, Torres Strait
Islanders being discharged from the Army
were provided with luggers sufficient for their
needs as employees and likewise sufficient to
re-establish the pearling industry.

Torres Strait Islanders have now_ sup-
planted the pre-war Japanese divers and with
the aid that the State gave, a training school
for divers, tenders and engine men is being
established on Thursday Island. It is very
regrettable that despite the fact that the
State Government provided finance to the
extent of £125,000 for this school the
Commonwealth Government refused to be
assoeiated in any way with the venture.
Despite requests from the State Government
the answer was always ‘‘No,”’ but this
lamentable attitude did not prevent the State
Government from going ahead with their
scheme to give tuition to the island men, 800
of whom were in the Australian Army during
the war and prepared to fight for that or any
other part of Australia., Even post-war
reconstruction rehabilitation funds or any
other funds available to soldiers were refused
the Torres Strait Islanders. Their only
avenue for tuition, therefore, remained with
the State Government and that Government
have not let them down. Of their own
volition and through their co-operative store,
known as the Island Industries Board store,
and with contributions from the private boat-
owners the neeessary funds are being made
available. The Commonwealth Government’s
short-sighted policy in this matter is felt
keenly by the Torres Strait Islanders and by
the Thursday Island people. The Islander
is prepared to work and pay taxation the
same as any other worker does. He has sup-
planted the Japanese diver and his work as
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a diver gives ample demonstration of that
ability, but while the Commonwealth Govern-
ment are negotiating with Japanese and pre-
tending to help the Australian industry, they
are not prepared in any way to help the
Torres Strait Islander finaneially.

The value of the pearling industry to
Australia ean be indicated by the fact that
produce to the value of nearly £500,000 will
be won this year by the pearling boats, and
90 per cent. of this produce goes to Ameriea,
earning dollars for Australia. That fact
has not been lost sight of by the Queensland
Government in their assistance to the pearling
industry. Seemingly, it is mnot recognised
by the Commonwealth Government.

Part of the policy of reconstruction in the
Thursday Island area after the war was the
acquisition on Cape York Peninsula of the
property known as Bamaga. This area, of
60,000 acres, has been reserved by the Queens-
land Government for Torres Strait Islanders
whose home islands do not provide the neces-
sary facilities for decent living and for
industrial expansion. Therefore the property
was bought from the Commonwealth by State
funds and over the period of four years since
work actively began on this reserve a model
township has been built.

That township provides, apart rrom decent
living conditions for the Torres Strait
Islanders and mainland aboriginals, every
scope for industrial development. Already
vegetables produced on Bamaga are being
sold in Thursday Island at prices much less
than Cairns vegetables landed by plane in
Thursday Island.

Fairly regular supplies of pork go forward
and at intervals beef is sold through the
Government store on Thursday Island.

Mr. EVANS: I rise to a point of order.
I regret having to do this, but you have
allowed the hon. member a good deal of lati-
tude. Is it mot coumtrary to Standing Orders
for an hon. member to read the whole of
his speech?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member is entitled to quote from ecopious
notes.

Mr. Walsh: The Leader of the Opposition
read nearly all his speech this morning.

Mr. Morris: Rubbish.

Mr. ADAIR: Irrigation is now beginning
to operate on the farm. Brood boars and
sows have been obtained from Gatton Col-
lege and within the next 18 months the
residents of Thursday Island can expect a
reasonable guarantee that pork from Bamaga
will be available to them as vegetables are
now. Again, within two years, Bamaga-
grown citrus fruit will be available to the
Thursday Island people. The Government
can well be proud of this settlement. It is
unique among Government settlements in
Queensland or probably Australia in that no
maintenance costs are involved. The workers
are paid the same basic wage as applies with
men on the pearling boats, and they keep
themselves on their wages and from the
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sea, which provides ample supplies of fish,
dugong, turtle, and so on, and from the
gardens attached to the houses, gardens that
they are encouraged and helped to sultivate.

When the Queensland Government acquired
the Bamaga property, it included the Higgins
Field aerodrome. In fact, that airstrip was
ineluded in the schedule of .property that the
Government obtained. Subsequently, the Com-
monwealth Government intimated to the State
Government that a mistake had been made
in the schedule listing the various properties
and demanded that the State return the
Higging Field aerodrome to them and the
State, upon receiving the assurance that the
Commonwealth Government required this
airstrip, did not hesitate to hand it back.

This airstrip, which the Commonwealth
Government had neglected, is one and three-
quarter miles long, has 30 bays and is bitu-
menized for the whole of its length. In
‘¢The Courier-Mail’’ a week ago, a statement
by a Commonwealth Minister was published
in whiech he said that it has now been decided
that the Higgins IMield airstrip, which is in
better condition than the Mareeba strip, is now
to be sold. Seeing that the strip is situated
on the native reserve of Bamaga, one might
imagine that an offer would have been made
by the Commonwealth to the State, which
purchased it originally, to hand it back but
instead the Commonwealth Government have
announced their intention of selling it. If
they decide to abandon it, the strip becomes
part of the Native Affairs Reserve, on which
it is situated, and if it is sold to a private
person he will be buying land on a native
reserve. The purpose for which any individual
in Australia would buy this strip cannot be
comprehended. Being bitumenized, nothing
ean grow on it, and there is no land adjacent
to it that can be cultivated. The idea of
selling it is fareieal but if it was handed
back to the State Government and, through
the State Government to the Department
of Native Affairs, it ecould reasonably be
expected that the department would keep
it in condition good enough to allow a plane
to land on it in an emergency. Ag a matter
of fact, the Department of Native Affairs
has kept this strip in serviceable order during
the last four years. Seemingly, despite the
fact that it was used extensively by American
and Australian aviators during the war when
fighting in New Guinea, the powers that be
now look upon it as a useless institution.
Apparently they do not appreciate the danger
that can threaten Queensland and Australia
in the years to come. Surely some person
in the Commonwealth Government has vision
enough to realise that this airstrip, which
has cost thousands of pounds of the Aus-
tralian taxpayer’s money, should be kept in
some sort of repair against the emergency the
people of Queensland know will arise, per-
hang at some date in the not very distant
future.

Furthermore, on Bamaga reserve there are
500 aboriginals whose onlv chance of contact
with civilisation is through Thursdav Island
and the Horn Island aerodrome. If in an
emergency the Flying Doetor or the Cairns
Aerial Ambulance had to go to Bamaga to
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take up a patient, is it not logical that he
should land in the centre of the reserve om
Higgins Field aerodrome, which is the most
modern and up to date in North Queensland,
even including Garbutt?

I have here a statement showing that 25
hogsheads of rum, in other words 1,500 liquid
gallons of rum, at 5s. 6d. a gallon, costs
£412 10s. The duty on 2,060 proof gallons at
66s. 64. a gallon is £6,849 10s., and the sales
tax on the same gallonage is £907 15s. This
statement shows that an article that originally
cost £412 costs by the time the Common-
wealth Government finish with it, £8,169 15s.
I have a further statement showing that 18
gallons of beer bought from the Cairns
brewery costs the publican £9 10s., and of
that sum the Federal Government get £6 in
excise duty.

I want to deal with the mining industry
and say that I was born in that industry at
Wolfram Camp and that I mined on the
Irvinebank field and have been right through
all that country. As a practieal man I elaim
to know as much as any man of tin, wolfram
and common metals, and I am willing to go
out onto a dump with a man who has served
his time in the Department of Mines and I
will take a dry or a wet sample and I ecan
tell him as near as he can tell me the accurate
proportions of tin or wolfram. In the years
between 1914 and 1918 wolfram, molybdenite
and bismuth were produced at Wolfram Camp
but we are importing molybdenite into this
country at the present time. It is a metal
that is used in Awustralia in fertilisers for
the growing of vegetables such as beetroot
and cabbage and other crops. Some soils
cannot be farmed because of the absence of
trace elements in the soil of which molybde-
num is one. This mineral is processed in
America and we import 14 tons a year. We
have that metal in quantities in the Wolfram
Camp area but we have not the plant to
erush it. It is my intention to endeavour
to get a flotation plant operating for
molybdenite at Wolfram Camp so that we
can produce our own requirements in
Australia. It has been proved that when
Herberton was producing at its peak from
about 1912 to 1915, the value of the tin,
wolfram and copper produced was more than
comparable with the production of the gold-
fields of Charters Towers and Gympie.

I desire now to quote the following state-
ment from ‘‘The Queensland Mining
Journal’’—

‘¢There is certainly a wonderful field in
this distriet for operations of any ecompany
with reasonable capital, directed by prac-
tical -tin men, in different areas, such as
the Great Northern Hill, at Herberton,
the Great Western Hill, at Watsonville
(Una have the North Australian), and
various tin centres around Irvinebank and
Coolgarra. What is needed is a company
prepared to carry on a considerable amount
of mining by up-to-date and economical
methods to prove their orve deposits before
laying out large sums of capital in treat-
ment plants and surface improvements.
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““In support, the following figures and
comparisons ean be quoted:—In the eleven
years from 1885 to 1895, the Herberton
district has produced 128,610 tons of tin
ore, yielding 18,488 tons of black tin,
which at present market value would be
worth £2,213,760.7°

This report goes back to 1930. The market
value during the war would have been three
times that. The statement continues—
£¢53,332 tons of gilver-lead and copper
worth £399,416; and 3,394 tons of stream
tin at present day value £407,520; making
a total of £3,020,696. The tin ore works
out at £17 4s. 3d. per ton and gilver-lead
and copper at £7 9s. per ton, or an average
of £14 4s. per ton. The greater part of
these metals was produced by the most
primitive methods, as it has only been .
during the last few years that the steam
or air-driven hammer drills have been
used and even now only in two mines. In
the early days engines were not available;
a whim and whip constituting the usual
winding plant—in fact, up to date very
few mines have had a steam or otherwise
driven winding plant, though recently the
modern oil engine has naturally lightened
the labour of pumping in the small wet
mines.

““It might be said the richness of the
tin deposits has retarded progress, as by
methods of the past the owners have been
able to carry on and have mnot realised
the mnecessity or economy of up-to-date
machinery.’’

That article points out that in those days
primitive mining methods were used. I ean
assure hon. members that if those mines were
worked in the correct way today they would
produce more tin than they have up to date.
It has been proved that 90 per cent. of the
tin produced from this field now comes from
the old mines. Very few new mines are
being found and worked. 1 think the time
will come when the miners will not be able
to work them, that they will not be able to
command the necessary finance and operations
will have to be undertaken by big companies.

In Thursday Island we have as the loeal-
authority administrator, Mr. Sewell. The
town of Thursday Island is progressing very
fast. There is electricity and a water supply
adequate for the needs of the people. We
hope to have bitumen roads round the island
by the end of next year. The Director of
Native Affairs, Mr. Con O’Leary, has done
an excellent job despite the unwarranted
criticism levelled against him in this Chamber
last year. T do not think that the majority
of hon. members would care to do his work.

Early this year I went to Coen and I
should like to take the hon. member for
Aubigny there to let him see how the other
half lives. Graziers there have a particularly
hard life. It is virtually impossible to use
the ordinary ear or truck in that type of
country and a Land Rover is needed. How-
ever, as time goes on, roads will be built
through the Peninsula to the top of the Cape.
They are on their way now. I should like to
conclude my speech on that note,
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Mr. LLOYD (Kedron) (8.18 p.m.): Mr.
Clark! ——

Mr. H.
Clark!

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for
Kedron, Mr. Lloyd.

Mr., H. B. TAYLOR:

to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN:. The hon. member for
Kedron was on his feet first and I gave
him the eall.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR: Mr. Clark, I rise
to a point of order. I suggest that con-
sideration should be given to those hon.
members of the Opposition when they rise
persistently to get the call while Government
members continue to speak one after the
other.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for
Kedron jumped up on the previous oceasion
and on this oceasion he was ahead of the
hon. member for Clayfield.

B. TAYLOR (Clayfield): Mr.

Mr. Clark, I rise

Mr. LLOYD: Thank you very much,
Mr. Clark.

We have just witnessed a deplor-
able display on the part of members

of the Opposition. The hon. member for
Cook was making his second speech—and it
was a very fine contribution to this debate—
and he was subjeeted to continuous inter-
jection. He knows the North and the Cape
York Peninsula better than any other
member in North Queensland, and he has
ddne mining in that area. He had not even
begun to speak when he was heckled by homn.
members opposite, and they frequently inter-
jeeted when he was endeavouring to help the
Government in their deliberations by his con-
tribution. It was indeed a deplorable dis-
play of illlmanners on the part of hon.
members opposite.

I congratulate the Treasurer on the Fin-
ancial Statement that he has presented. I
think it is one of the finest examples of a
Financial Statement ever presented to this
Committee, and it gives the people of Queens-
land a elear outline of the wise administra-
tion of the various departments ecarried out
by the Treasurer and other Ministers.

I remember very well when the Finan-
cial Statement was presented to the Com-
mittee last year that hon. members opposite,
led by the Leader of the Opposition, stated
it was a political Budget—that it was an
attempt to gain votes for the Labour Govern-
ment. It was indeed a very suceessful
attempt to gain votes for the Government
because the Budget that was presented on
that occasion gave to the people of Queens-
land such a wide comprehensive idea of the
works to be undertaken that they returned
the Government with a very handsome
majority. At that time an attempt was
made by the Leader of the Opposition and
other hon. members opposite to convinee the
people that we denuded Trust and Special
Funds and other reserves in an attempt to
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gain votes, but on this occasion we are
attacked beeause they say we have not taken
enough from Trust and Special Funds and
other funds. They are having two bob each
way as-usual.

It is very gratifying to the people of
Queensland to learn from the Financial State-
ment that during the current year the amount
of £29,749,208 will be expended by the State
Government on major developmental works.
That in itself may not seem very imvortant
but combined with the fact that the total
expenditure from Consolidated Revenue will
amount to £67,482,587 we see a very good
indication of the attempt being made by the
Govermnent to expand our natural resources
to such an extent that we can cope with the
increased population of Queensland and play
our part in the future of Australia as a
nation. It is a very important part when
we consider that almost 50 per cent. of our
total estimated expenditure this year will be
on developmental works. We can eompare
that with the expenditure entailed in the
administration of the Canberra Government,
by examining the Budget presented to the
Federal House some little time ago, which
provided for a total expenditure of approxi-
mately £700,000,000, of which major items
were: on defence, 1951-1952, £215,291,736; on
war and repatriation approximately
£119,000,000; small odd commitments
£8,500,000; loans and subsidies £25,500,000;
business undertakings £78,500,000; payments
to the States £182,891,165 and National
development £15,759,593. The last figure is
a mere pittance in the light of the fact that
on this oceasion the Treasurer of Queensland
is presenting to the people an estimated
expenditure on developmental works of
£29,749,208.

In his Budget presented to the Federal
House the Deputy Prime Minister and
Treasurcr of the Commonwealth, Sir Arthur
Fadden, gave the actual expenditure on
national development during the last financial
year at £15,759,539. That is very little, and
the people of Australia expect of any Govern-
ment that they shall give everything within
their power to develop this country to the
stage where the people of Australia will be
able to enjoy the prosperity that all peoples
of the world deserve. As a nation we eannot
afford to have any Government, irrespective
of political eolour, not attempting to develop
the resources that we have it in our power
to develop. This morning we had the admis-
sion by the Leader of the Opposition that
we have the great potential outlined in the
Financial Statement by the Treasurer but
in Canberra we have a Government who will
spend only £16,000,000 on developing the
regions of Australia.

We must go back to the real basis of our
Federation, the Constitution of Australia,
which states in its preamble, as I have men-
tioned before, that the six States of the
Commonwealth and the Commonwealth
Government shall be one indissoluble Federal
Government, in other words shall be one
Tederation, and they shall work to their
mutual benefit on behalf of the people of
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Australia. If we are to have that we must
have a Government in control of the financial
resources of Australia who will be responsible
for ensuring that the Commonwealth of
Australia will be devolped to its greatest
possible extent. Admitting that, we must
see to it that whilst the Commonwealth
Government control taxation of the people
of Australia, they must admit their responsi-
bility to either finance the States in major
devclopmental works they are planning or
establish some co-ordinating authority that
will undertake the larger developmental
works that are go vitally needed, not only in
this State but in the whole of Australia.

In the past the Commonwealth Government
undertook the Snowy River hydro-electric
scheme, a scheme that we admit was badly
needed in Vietoria and New South Wales, but
when we look at the river regions of Queens-
land we notice that from Coolangatta in the
South to Cape York in the North there are
many areas that have needed development but
because the State Government are bound to
the Commonwealth Government for their
finance, they have been unable to undertake
any essential works. Whether a Common-
wealth Government are Liberal, Country
Party or Labour, they must accept responsi-
bility for development.

Mr, Muller: Is it not a fact that the
present Commonwealth Government have pro-
vided you with more money than any other
Government in the history of this State?

Mr., LLOYD: I admit that, as do many
other hon. members on this side, but money
is as nothing these days. What counts is
the purchasing power of the money handed
to the State. ILet me show the hon. member
for Fassifern exactly what the position was
here in 1938-1939. In that year, income
taxation returned to this State Government a
net sum of £4,490,000. In addition, the
State development tax, which was introduced
by the State Government for a specific pur-
pose—development—returned £1,332,751. The
total return from income and development-
tax gources was £5,822,751, and in the Budget
presented for 1939-1940, I suppose it would
be safe to say, £11,000,000 would be the
maximum required to carry out the same
amount of publie works, developmental works,
and other mnecessary works incorporated in
Government administration that we are
required to do today with £67,482,587.
Perhaps the hon. member for Fassifern will
admit that it was only the inflationary spiral
that has taken place sinee 1951 that has
created the position that makes it neecessary
for State Governments to require that addi-
tional amount of finance from the Common-
wealth Government.

Let me help the hon. member further by
reading the following extract from page 17
of the Finanecial Statement presented by the
Treasurer—

““The following extract from the Report
of Treasury officers on the resumption of
income tax by the States is of interest as
showing that the States’ share of the
national income represented by their pro-
portion of income taxation receipts is little
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more than static whilst the Common-
wealth’s share hag considerably inereased
compared with 1938-1939.

‘Income tax by the governments has
increased from 4% per cent. of the gross
national ineome in 1938-1939 (of which
about two-thirds was raised by the
States) to 14 per cent. of the national
income in 1951-1962. As the tax reimburse-
ment grants to the States in 1951-1952
bore much the same proportion to the
gross mnational income as the States’
pre-war income tax and, as the Common-
wealth contribution to the States’ loan
programmes out of revenue in 1951-1952
was about 23 per cent. of gross national
income, the greatest proportion of the
increase was used to meet Commonwealth
commitments.’” ’’

‘“As the tax reimbursement grants to
the States in 1951-1952 bore much the
same proportion to the gross mnational
income as the States’ pre-war income tax
and, as the Commonwealth contribution to
the States’ loan programmes out of revenue
in 1951-1952 was about 23 per cent. of
gross national income, the greatest pro-
portion of the inerease was used to meet
Commonwealth commitments.’’

There is the answer to the interjeetion made
by the hon. member for Fassifern—that
inecome tax by the Governments has increased
from 4% per cent. of the gross national
income in 1938-1939 to 14 per cent. of the
national income in 1951-1952.

Mr. Heading: You will admit that they
have got greater financial responsibilty.

Mr. LLOYD: The hon. member for
Marodian says that they have greater finan-

cial responsibility, but some of the responsi-
hilities that previously rested with the State

Governments have been transferred by
referendum to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment—I refer to mnatiomal serviee, social

service and employment. That does not
affect the position because turning to the
Financial Statement presented by the
Treasurer we find that regardless of the fact
that in 1938-1939 4} per cent. of the gross
national income was received by the States
and that 43 per cent. paid for all the com-
mitments, whether by the States or by the
Commonwealth, in 1951-1952 to carry out the
same commitments it is necessary, according
to the present Commonwealth Government,
to tax the people to the extent of 14 per
cent. of the national revenue,

To give the Committee some idea as to
how mnational revenue has inereased from
1938-1939 to 1951-1952 we have the faet that
in the former period the national revenue
was £780,000,000 and hy 1951-1952 it had
nereased to £3,250,000,000. © There was 400
per cent. greater national revenue in 1951-
1952 than in 1938-1939 but the reimburse-
ments to the State have reached £13,962,000,
an increase of a little more than double
taxation returns received by the State Govern-
ment in 1938-1939. Therefore, we have the
position that we in Queensland are attempt-
ing to carry out our responsibilities and com-
mitments not only to Queensland and
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Australia but the world at large by develop-
ing the resources we possess, and there is no
doubt as to them. We are attempting to do
that on the small increase in the amount of
revenue received whereas the Commonwealth
Government are receiving this tremendous
inerease in taxation and taking unto them-
selves the responsibility for its expenditure
and refusing to allow the States to have any
say or responsibility in doing so. We see
that exemplified at meetings of the Loan
Council. If we turn again to the Finanecial
Statement we find on page 13 under the
heading of ‘‘Loan Fund’’ that the Treasurer
has again pointed out some of The undemo-
cratic things that do happen whereas we are
supposed to be living in a demoecratic
country, and as the Australian Constitution
lays down, we have an indissoluble Federal
Government. The State Premiers submitted
to the Loan Council meeting a total works
programme of £317,000,000 but by a major-
ity vote of the Lioan Couneil, that figure was
reduced to £231,000,000, yet we find this
statement on page 13 of the Treasurer’s
Financial Statement—

““The Commonwealth was not prepared
to agree to a total programme exceeding
£200,000,000, and as part of the finance
for capital works and housing is pro-
vided from Commonwealth sources, the
power of the Commonwealth to limit States’
works programmes is very apparent.’’

Mr. Munro: Would you agree that they
have done a good job in removing the menace
of inflation?

Mr. LLOYD: I accept that interjection
in the political spirit in which it is made.
am certain that the hon. member for Toowong
realises the very important economie prineiple
that any inerease in interest rates must be
deflationary but it also creates unemploy-
ment and stagnation in industry. That is
a point that has been lost sight of by many
hon. members opposite.

Mr. Muller: What was the alternative
to an increase in interest rates?

Mr. LLOYD: I reply to that interjection
from the hon. member for Fassifern by say-
ing that the alternative was not to allow
Australia’s finances to get into the parlous
condition they were in 1952, which perhaps
in the opinion of the hon. member made
increased interest rates mnecessary. If the
Commonwealth Government had taken the
necessary aection in 1950 and 1951, the
position that arose in the latter part of
1952 would not have arisen. There are many
factors to be considered and one could go
on for at least an hour on the subject of
the financial policy that has been put before
the people of Australia and has aroused so
much resentment among those working in
industry and even among industrialists them-
selves.

Whilst we in Queensland are considering
the Financial Statement that has been pre-
sented by the Treasurer, we must appreciate
the fact that so much of this developmental
work is to be carried out in the ensuing year.
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The position is complicated by the faet that
the Commonwealth Government have complete
control of the finances of Australia whilst
the State Governments have no financial con-
trol at all; they simply control the adminis-
tration of and accept the responsibility for
their own lands policy, hospitals policy,
housing policy and eduecation policy, because
under the Constitution they must do so. We
find that the States are literally tied to the
wheels of the Commonwealth.

Mr. Sparkes interjected.

Mr. LLOYD: That brings up a matter
that has been mentioned time and time
again by the hon. member for Aubigny,
that is, whether we favour the return of
taxing powers to the State Governments.
I say—and this is only my own private
opinion—that the return of taxing powers to
the States would solve mnothing. I have
already outlined the commitments of the
Jederal Government. I have not criticised the
Federal Government except in regard to the
small amount of expenditure on national
development. Those commitments are there
and they amount to a considerable sum of
money. If taxation powers are returned to
the State Governments, we shall find this
position arising: while the loan market of
Australia apparently is not very buoyant and
while the present Commonwealth Government
have control of the Loan Council and we can-
not get the mnecessary money to develop our
resources, there is only one way in which
to do it and that is by imposing further
taxation on the people of Queensland. Do
not forget this fact, that taxation provides
the main source of revenue for the Common-
wealth Government at the moment and that
it is from taxation of all forms that they
are financing their grants to the State
Governments. However, as the Commonwealth
Government will not reduce their adminis-
trative costs their taxation must remain
almost stable, except what they believe to
be a fair and equitable share returnable to
the States and this in the case of Queensland
would amount to £13,962,000 this year.

If we as a Government are to accept our
full responsibilities as a separate taxing
authority and while we have to raise our
own money for our increased responsibilities
to posterity and to Australia as a whole, we
shall be required to carry out very many
large projects in this State. That should
not be done through revenue from increased
taxation alone, but must be done mainly
from loan moneys. It canunot be done
through taxation because at the present time
the burden of taxation in all its forms is too
heavily set upon the people of Australia.

Apparently the Commonwealth Govern-
ment are unable to realise or are incapable
of realising their responsibilities in this
regard of raising the necessary loan money
to finanece the programmes of the works
that are needed. Under the present economie
system, with the present Federal Govern-
ment and while they receive the present
heavy amounts in taxation, and while
they control the Loan Council in the
matter of raising loan moneys, it will be
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necessary for each State to raise enough
revenue from its own taxation to meet its
own increasing responsibilities. But, as I
said before, the taxation burden of the State
is already too heavy. I do not think that
the transfer of taxing powers back to the
State Government would accomplish anything
of any great importance to the people of the
State. What we should have is a greater
control of loan raisings and the allocation of
the mnecessary finance through the Loan
Council to meet the various projects of the
States.

Mr, Walsh: They do not give effect to
the decisions of the Loan Counecil.

Mr. LLOYD: That is obvious because I
have already pointed out that whereas the
majority of the members of the Loan Couneil
voted for a total allocation of £231,000,000—
I think that was the amount—the Common-
wealth Government decided that it would not
make available or raise anything beyond
£200,000,000. There is sufficient evidence
that the original purpose of the Finanecial
Agreement, which set up the Loan Council,
has been departed from, and it is easy to
understand how in the circumstances it has
not been possible under the Australian
Constitution to maintain the Sovereign
powers of the State.

The reasons for the deterioration in the
financial relationships between the States and
the Commonwealth sinee the ineeption of
Federation are easily traceable, There has
been a gradual deterioration till the present
time, when the responsibility of the State
Governments is controlled by the Common-
wealth Government, who tell the State
Governments, ‘‘You set out the expenditure
you require but we will tell you that in cer-
tain circumstances we will not give you any
money at all.”” As I pointed out, that
has been done as far as war-service land
settlement is concerned; the Commonwealth
Government regardless of political ecolour
have informed the State Governments, that
they could only get moneys to carry out such
settlement under certain eonditions. Let us
not forget that the present Federal Govern-
ment have been the Government of Australia
sinece 1949, and they have had ample time
to alter the terms of the War Serviee Land
Settlement Agreement if they thought it
wise to do so. As a State Government we
have our own policy in land matters, and
that poliey has been approved by the elec-
tors of Queensland at elections that have
taken place sinece 1945 when the agreement
was made. The Queensland Government,
under their sovereign rights, have power to
frame their own poliey of land settlement
and if they decide that 93 per cent. of the
land in Queensland shall be leasehold land
and that the Government shall be able to
say to any individual who is guilty of
negleeting the land that if he continues to
do so they will apply their rights of resump-
tion as trustees for the whole eountry, they
have a right to do so. It is mot proper for
any Commonwealth Government to attempt
to convince the people of Queensland that
their Government are not doing the right
thing, and that leasehold lands should not be
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held by the Crown as trustees but it should
be possible to transfer it to other Govern-
ments or people under freehold or some other
tenure.

I was interested this morning to hear the
Secretary for Publiec Lands and Irrigation
giving a detailed account of what has
happened in war-service land settlement dur-
ing the last few years. There are members
of the Federal Government party who are
attempting to mislead the people of Queens-
land by making false statements. I wish to
quote from Federal ‘‘Hansard’’ of Wed-
nesday 9 September, 1953. I will read the
question asked by Mr. Wight, a colleague of
members of the Opposition, who has been
rather famous for his neglect of the truth
in attacking the Government of Queensland
so far as war-service land settlement and
housing are concerned. He tried to forece his
way into any ex-service men’s organisation;
he hag been doing so sinee the war finished—
trying to influence ex-service men to vote
for him, I imagine.

On page 13 of the ‘‘Hansard’’ I
mentioned he is reported as having asked the
following question, which is headed ‘‘Land
Settlement of XEx-service men.’’:—

¢“Mr. Wight.—I refer to the abandon-
ment of the War Service Land Settlement
Scheme by the Queensland Government.
Can the Minister for the Interior confirm a
report that, despite eclaims by that Govern-
ment that it has not received sufficient
funds to enable it to carry on with the
scheme, it did not expend between
£200,000 and £300,000 of the money made
available to it last year for that purpose,
and, in addition, that a further sum for
the purposes of the scheme was included
in the estimates that were placed before
the Toan Council when the grant of funds
to Queensland for the present financial
year was considered.’’

Mr. Kent Hughes, Minister for the Interior,
answered that question. = It is too lengthy a
reply to read or quote, but among other
things the Minister stated—

‘I think the information was received
officially by this Government in the middle
of August. I speak subject to correction,
but I understand that between £200,000 and
£300,000 of the £676,000 that was allocated
to Queensland last year for this purpose
was not expended.’’

There are two untrnths in that statement,
the first being this: no sum of money was
allocated by the Loan Council of Australia
to Queensland for war-service land settlement.
It is not omne of the funetions, nor is it
within the power, of the Loan Council to
allocate any specific amount of money to any
State Government for any specific purpose,
unless by way of Commonwealth States grant,
and this generally comes from revenue. There
is the misleading statement in an endeavour
to make ex-service men believe that the
Queensland Government are not doing the
job of war-service land settlement.  The
second untruth is this: in actual fact £764,000
was expended on soldier settlement last
financial year.
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Now let me take the Opposition a little
bit further so far as war-service land settle-
ment is concerned. In reply to some of the
statements made by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha,
we find on page 88 of this ‘‘Hansard,’’
Mr. Kent Hughes, Minister for the Interior
and Minister for Works, on the second read-
ing of the Loan (War Serviee Land Settle-
ment) Bill 1953, stating—

¢“This money will be advanced under

approved conditions, to the three agent
States to be used by them for the aequisi-
tion, development and improvement of land
for subdivision and allotment to elassified
ex-serviee men and for providing those
ex-service men with working ecapital and
finance for purchasing struetural improve-
ments, stock, plant and equipment.’’

The Secretary for Public Lands has told this
Committee that at the end of last year an
offer was made by the Government of Queens-
land to the Federal Government to become
an agent-State under certain conditions. The
one respect in which this is altered is that
the Queensland Labour Government would
be responsible for the acquisition of the neces-
sary land for war-service land settlement, and
the cost of such acquisitions. We see here
the delaying tacties of the Commonwealth
Government. There is substantiation of the
statement made by the Minister in charge
of public lands this morning that that money
will be handed to the agent States, not the
principal States, for this speeific purpose, and
we as a Government are asking the Common-
wealth Government to allow wus to become
an agent State, but that we should be respon-
gible for the purchasing and acquisition of all
lands. In other words this Government are
prepared to meet costs of acquisition, which
other States do not meet.

So far as the other States are concerned
the Minister for the Interior, Mr. Kent
Hughes, made a statement as reported on
page 89 of ‘‘Hamsard’’ and said this about
South Australia of which we heard so much
this morning from the Leader of the Opposi-
tion—

““‘In South Australia, originally 2,796
men were classified, allotments have been
made to 536 men, leaving 2,260 still await-
ing allotments. I should say that at least
50 per cent. of those men are still eager
to obtain bloeks of land. The percentage
may be higher than that. At present, 230
farms are under development in South Aus-
tralia. So there is still some way to go in
that State before we shall be able to say
that we are getting near completion of war-
service land settlement there,”’

Apparently the position was a little better
in West Australia, because there at present
they have a Labour Government, who no
doubt have been pursuing a Iand-settlement
policy of the best possible kind, similar to
that of Queensland. Mr, Kent Hughes did
not have the position relating to Tasmania.

I have always held the view, so far as
developmental works are concerned, that it
does not matter what capital expenditure is
involved so long as there is a guaranteed
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return from that expenditure, This is clearly
demonstrated in the TUnited States of
Anmerica, where the T.V.A. scheme was intro-
duced in the early 30’s. There, out of an
investment of 450,000,000 dollars up to 1944
there was in that year a surplus of 40,000,000
dollars from the sale of power. It was
estimated too that within a few years the
whole of the capital expended on that seheme
would be recovered.

In a scheme such as that the value in
revenue derived from taxation, the develop-
ment of farms, the sale of electricity, and
so on is not all that has to be considered.
In addition we have the value of such things.
as flood-prevention, soil conservation and
other similar important advantages. All
schemes such as these are multi-purpose and
the development that follows them is sueh
that regardless of the initial expenditure the
prosperity of the people amply justifies the
andertaking. Before the introduction of the
T.V.A. scheme, only 3 per cent. of the farms
in the area were supplied with electricity.
Today 85 per cent. of the farms enjoy that
amenity. Sinee 1933 the annual average
consumption of electricity has increased from
600 to 2,900 kW. hours, while the national
average in the United States of America is
2,070 kW. hours.

It is high time the Commonwealth Govern-
ment realised some of the salient features
of developmental works. It is time they
appreciated that the expenditure of large
sums on the construction of dams that make
possible the irrigation of lands and the
reticulation of power to the people in the
country, while at the same time preventing
floods and soil erosion, are of mueh greater
value than the spending of such small
amounts as £1,000,00 on the construction of
small weirs, which still leave us open to
damage from floods and consequent soil
erosion. It is tragic to think that in a
country as old as Australia the northern
parts of Queensland are still subject to
flooding.

We have the spectacle every few years of
the Burdekin River in flood, holding up
transport and creating untold damage to the
national income, Terrific loss to the State is
occasioned by soil erosion. Tremendous
expenditure is neeessary in North Queensland
and the blame for not developing that part
of Australia must be laid at the door of the
Commonwealth Government. We cannot
expect the State Govermment, who are con-
fined for their financial resources to the
imposition of taxation on such minor matters
as land and motor-car registration, to meet
this huge expenditure. The State is bound
by the Financial Agreement and cannot be
expected to undertake the large projects that
are mnecessary for its proper development.
These projects are only being advanced in
Queensland because the Government have
refused to allow the Burdekin dam, the Tully
hydro-electric scheme, and others to be aban-
doned because of the refusal by the Common-
wealth Government to supply at least part of
the finance required. I think the people of
Australia will show next year their disfavour
with the policy put into operation by the
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Commonwealth Government in respect of
these works and will show that they as the
electors of Australia realise that we in this
country must be in a position to increase our
population and that we should be able to
ensure to the future generation a decent
standard of living and a prosperity that
could be unequalled anywhere in the world.

Another question I wish to discuss tonight
concerns a remark made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, who dealt with
technicalities and attempted to belittle the
Financial Statement presented by the
Treasurer. Not being able to find anything
in it really objectionable on which to base
constructive eriticism, he dealt with some
vague so-called irregularity and I was at a
loss to discover his point. However, I am
certain that so far as the technicality of
the eriticism is concerned, the Treasurer will
be able to deal with that in the time allowed
him more eapably than I might.

The hon. member for Coorparoo said the
building industry had  deteriorated in
Queensland and he accused the State Govern-
ment of creating unemployment in the
building industry. This evening’s ‘¢ Brisbane
Telegraph’’ has the following statement:—

“¢Bright timber outlook here in contrast

to southern chaos.

“‘The sawmilling industry’s prospects
were bright, chairman of Brandon Timbers
Ltd. (Mr, J. W. Peden) told the annual
meeting.

‘‘“The managing director (Mr. E. B.
Brandon) said that despite chaotic condi-
tions in the industry in the southern States,
demand for good quality timber in the
Brisbane zone of supply was good.

€It was very difficult for the company
to obtain sufficient supplies.

‘“Mr. Peden said sales in 1952-1953 were
one-third greater than the previous year’s,
and Mr. Brandon added that sales in the
first quarter of 1953-1954 were 40 per cent.
above those for the same period of 1952-
1953.

‘‘Production had increased.’’

The final paragraph of this statement is
significant, especially when we consider the
remarks made by the hon. member for
Coorparoo in regard to the building trade,
It says—

‘‘However, directors when applying to
Capital Issues Board last year for permis-
sion to increase capital by £50,000, had
stated that they would make a further
application in 1953-1954,7’

Apparently this firm, with other large saw-
milling firms in Queensland, had applied in
1951-1952 to the Capital Tssues Advisory
Board for a further allocation and was
refused. Many small or medium-size saw-
mills in Queensland have suffered beeause of
control over their capital issues,

‘Whilst there is this chaos in the southern
States, and whilst the hon. member for
Coorparoo has said that there is some lag
in prosperity in the building trade, we find—
and these figures are readily available to all
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hon. members, including Opposition members,
if they are interested—that the number of
sawmills in operation in Queensland in 1939-
1940 was 438, in 1950-1951 it was 461, in
1951-52 it was 671, and in the Deeember
quarter of 1952 it was 765.

If we admit the argument of the hon.
member for Coorparoco that there has been
some falling off in the prosperity of the
building trade, let us compare what has been
done in the building trade by Governmental
undertakings through the Queensland Hous-
ing Commission with what has been done by
private building contractors. We find that
last year 2,307 dwellings were constructed by
the Queensland Housing Commission, an
increase of 245 over the previous year. How-
ever, the total number of homes constructed
in Queensland by both the Government and
private industry numbered 10,911, compared
with 11,541 the previous year. Therefore, if
there has been any falling off in the pros-
perity of the building trade it has not
been the fault of the Government, because
the number of homes constructed by the
State Housing Commission last year increased
by 245 over the previous year, although 600
fewer homes overall were built. If therefore
there has been any deterioration in the build-
ing trade, if there has been much unemploy-
ment in the building trade, it has been only
because private contractors in Queensland
have not erected as many homes as in the
previous year.

We can perhaps make a comparison
between the work undertaken by the
Queensland Housing Commission and that
undertaken by the War Service Homes Divi-
sion of the Commonwealth Department of
Works and Housing. We find that whereas
in the last financial year approximately
£30,000,000 was allocated to the State Govern-

ments in the way of Thousing loans
for the building of State rental homes
under the Commonwealth-States Housing
Agreement, in 1951-1952 an amount of

£27,964,109 was actually expended by the
War Service Homes Division in the building
of homes in Australia. Let us see how many
homes the War Serviece Homes Division built
in Queensland, but let us first examine the
position of people who apply to the War
Service Homes Division for dwellings. At
the present time it takes at least eight
months for the War Service Homes Division
to approve of an application to erect a home
or to buy a home through it, although
approval for a loan can be granted within
from four to six weeks. Applicants are told
by Canberra that the applications must be
handled in striet order of priority and thus
it takes anything up to eight months for
approval to be given or for the War Service
Homes Division actually to make the advance
available to the econtractor or so that he
can start building the home. In some cases
it has taken 10 to 12 months to get approval
for the applications by the War Service
Homes Division but long before the time
expires Detween the submission of the appli-
cation and the final approval a valuation is
made by the War Service Homes Divigion.
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It ecan carry out the valuation in a matter
of six weeks. It is not the fault of the
administration itself but I believe that the
Commonwealth Government have adopted a
go-slow attitude so far as war-service homes
are concerned. I think that the administra-
tion is told that it must go slow in granting
approvals for advances to enable the eon-
tractors to go ahead. The position is now
reached that the building of homes through
the War Service Homes Division is subject
to much delay in approval and in the pay-
ment to the contractors.

Compare that with the conditions that
obtain with the Queensland Housing Commis-
sion. The hon. member for Coorparoo
attacked the Treasurer for his unexpended
loan moncys. Let me put it this way: it
was necessary last year for the State Hous-
ing Commission to adopt a policy of mnot
selling as many homes to its tenants as
it had done before, and there was a very good
reason for that, because immediately a home
ig sold to a tenant under the Commonwealth-
States Housing Agreement by the Queens-
land Housing Commission, the total amount
of the contract price has to be refunded to
the Commonwealth Government by the
Queensland Iousing Commission. TLet us
assume that the Queensland Housing Com-
mission sold a house to one of its tenants
for £2,000 on a deposit of £500. The bal-
ances are made up every three months and
so within three months the State Housing
Commission, in accordance with the Com-
monwealth-States Housing Agreement, is
required to pay the full amount of the
purchase price to the Commonwealth
Government.

A Government Member: That is a
confidence trick.

Mr., LIOYD: It is a very undesirable
feature of the Commonwealth-States Housing
Agreement. There are one or two features
of the agreement that I think ean be taken
into consideration. The State Government
have attempted to have it altered in the
past 12 months to provide for easy purchase
of homes. During the recent elections the
Liberal Party came out with a grandiose
scheme that its members alleged they had
if the people of Queensland would return
them as the Government of the State. They
said that it provided for the purchase of
homes but they did not know that already
the Queenstand Labour Government had
submitted such a scheme to the Common-
wealth Government to allow the tenants to
buy a State rental home in accordance with
a formula laid down in the agreement. It
provided for a deposit of 10 per cent. of
the cost, with easy payments over a long
period. The Queensland Housing Commission
can do this only if the Commonwealth
Government approve of the necessary altera-
tion in the Commonwealth-States Housing
Agreement.

(Time expired.)
Progress reported.
The House adjourned at 9.22 p.m.





