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Questions.

FRIDAY, 23 OCTOBER, 1936.

Mr. Sreaker (Hon. G. Polleck,
took the chair at 10.30 a.m.

Gregory)

QUESTIONS.
CarNIvaLs, Bazasrs, axD FATRg IN AID or
Lisovr ParTy's Funps.
Mr. WALKER
Attorney-General—

(C'ooroora)  asked the

‘1. How many permits were jssued in
1925-26 for carnivals, bazaars, or fairs in
aid of the funds of the Australian Labour
Party or branches thereof?

‘2. What was the total profit certified
in respect of all such permits?”’

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J.
Mullan, Carpentaria) replied—

“1 and 2. Under the provisions of the
Art Union Regulation Act of 1930 passed
by the Moore Government, ‘bingo’ and
other permits have been issued to the
Returned Sailors and Soldiers’ Imperial
League of Australia, Incapacitated and
Wounded Sailors and Soldiers’ .Associa-
tion of Queensland, T.B. Sailors and
Soldiers’ Association, Brisbane Institute
of Social Service, Public Hospitals Radic
Installatjon Fund, Australian Labou:
Party Literature Fund, Creche and
Kindergarten  Association,  Hospiials,
Ambulances, Bands, Life Saving Clubs,
Douglas Credit Association, Young
Nationalist Party, religious bodies, and
other bodies covered by the term charit
able and educational in the said Act.
The audited returns of all these carnivals
are carefully checked by the department
in accordance with the Act and Regula-
tions, but it is considered undesirable
that details of the profits in respect of
any carnival held by any of these bodiez
should be furnished to the hon. member.’
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EMpLOYEES AT IPSWICH RAILwAY WORKSHOPS.
Mr. MULLER (Fassifern) asked the
Minister for Transport—

“What was the number of employces
at the Railway Workshops at Ipswich
on the last pay day in May, June, and
July last, respectively?”’

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT (Hon.
J. Dash, Hundingburra) replied—

“May, 1936 1,968
June, 1936 1.966
July, 1936 1,954 7

EXAMINATIONS TNDER DENTAL AcTs.
Mr. DANIEL (Keppe]). for Mr. CLAYTON
(Wide Bay), asked the Secrctary for Health
and Home Affairs—

“1. ITow many percons sat at the
recent examination held under the pro-
visions of section 8§ of the Dental Acts
Amendment Act of 1935 ?

“2 How many (a) passed, (b) failed
at such cxamination?

“2 Did an exapinee named Wright
sceure a pass at such examination?

“4 Ts he now entitled to practisze as
a dentist and to use the letters T.D.Q.7

5 Tid this examince fail twice af
the first vear dental examinations at the

9

“ 6. Are there anv students who passed
at the same cxaminations, but despite
this, are not vet through their course?

The SECRETARY FOR HEALTH AND

HOME AFFAIRS (ilon. E. M. Ilanlon,
Ithaca) veplied—
“1. Thirtynine applicants were

certified by the Dental Board as being
entitled to examination, .

“9. (a) 3L; (D) &

“ 3. Yes.

4. Tle is entitled to practise as a
dentist, being vegistered as such; the
use of the letters L.D.Q. has become
general amongst registered dentists over
a period of years.

“5, Yes.

“p. Yes, these students have not com-
pleted their course. The examination
of this man has been brought under my
notice. and I have called on the board
to explain how they came to certify this
applicant as being suitable for examina-
tion.”

Fres Tard 7O BARBISTERS AND  SOLICTEORS.

Mr. WALKER (Cooroora) asked the
Attorney-General—
“Whon may the House expect to

receive the return of payments made by
the Government to barristers and soli-
citors in 1935-36 in accordance with the
resolution passed on 27th August last?”
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL Hon. J.
Mullan. Cerpentaria) replied—
“7 lay on the table the information
asked.”

INnvEsTMENT CompPaNY's ‘¢ GOLDEXN

CASKET 7 AGENCY.

Mr. BRAND (Isis), for Mr. GODFREY
MORGAN (Dalby), asked the Scerctary for
Health and Home Affairs—

“1. Will he lay upon the table of the
House all agrcéements and all variations

GrOLDEN
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thereof with the Golden Investment Com-
pany relating to the sale of tickets in
the mammoth and ordinary caskets?

. 2. How many sharcholders are there
in the Golden Investment Company, and
what are their names?”’

The SECRETARY FOR HEALTH AND
HOME AFFAIRS (Hon. E. M. Hanlon,
dthaca) replied—

‘1. No. This document is the property
of the Golden Casket Organisation, but 1t
may be scen by any hon., member of the
House on application to the Under Secre-
tary, Departinent of Health and Home
Affairs,

“2 {«) Two; (b)) Merbert Patrick
Partridge and Doreen Clare Gray.”

FEES PAID BY CROWXN TO BARRIS-
TERS AND SOLICITORS.
ReTURN TO ORDER.

The following

table :—

Return to an Order made by the House
on 17th August last, on the motion
of Mr. Walker, showing the pay-
ments made by the Government to
barristers and solicitors in 1935-36.

paper was laid on the

PATERS.

The following papers were laid on the
table, and ordered to be printed:—

Twentieth annual report of the State
Government Insurance Office, being
for the year 1935-1936.

Recommendations of the Timber Industry
Advisory Committee on the proposed
organisation for the stabilisation of
the timber industry.

Report of the Commissioner of Police for
the year 1935-1936.

FARMERS’ ASSISTANCE (DEBTS AD-
JUSTMENT) ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

INITIATTON.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION (Hen. F. A. Cooper, Bremer) :

I move—
“That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend
“ The Farmers’ Assistance (Debts Adjust-
ment) Act of 1935’ in certain particu-
lars.”

Question put and passed.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.
AppPRrOPRIATION Birr, No. 2.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. F. A. Cooper, Bremer) :
I move—

‘ That so much of the Standing Orders
be suspended as would otherwise prevent
the receiving of resolutions from the
Committees of Supply and Ways and
Means on the same day as they shall
have passed in those Committeés, and
the passing of an Appropriation Bill
through all its stages in one day.”

{Question put and passed.

Supply.
SUPPLY.
ResumpTION OF COMMITTEE.

(M r. Hanson, Buranda, in the chair,)
Vore ox Account—£4,200,000.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. F. A, Cooper, Bremer)
110.41 a.m.]: I move—

“That there be
Majesty, on account,
the wear 1936-37, a further sum not
exceeding  £4,200,000 towards defraying
the cxpenses of the various departments
and scrvices of the State.”

Hon. members of the Committee will know
that it 1s necessary from time to time, until
the final Appropriation Bill is passed, to
appropriate certain moneys for the carrying
out of the services of this State. By the
Appropriation Bill that was passed during
the last session of Parliament the services
of the State were carried on, so far as finances
were concerned, up to about the middle of
August. At that period Appropriation Bill
No. 1 of this session wag carried, and we are
now asking for a further supply of £4,200,000,
made up as follows : —

granted to His
for the service of

£
Consolidated revenue 2,000,000
Trust and Special funds 1,500,000
T.oan funds ... 700,000

With the Appropriation Act No. 3 of last
session and the Appropriation Act No. 1 of
this session the total provision for the whole
of this year, up to the end of December at
any rate, is as follows:—

£
Consolidated revenue ... 5,400,000
Trust and special funds ... 3,700,000
Loan funds 2,000,000

Total £11,100,000

Mr. MAHER (West Moreton) [10.42 a.m.]:
I have given some thought to the elusive
political characteristics of the hon. the
Treasurer. For some time I have been
endeavouring by question and by discussion
in this Chamber to elicit from him some
information in regard to the amount of
money that is being transferred from the
Unemployment Relief Fund to consolidated
revenue. It scems very difficult to pin the
hon. gentleman down to a statement as to
his intentions in this respect. Of course, I
recognise the right of the Treasurer to refuse
to give information in answer to questions,
but this is a matter of importance to the
people of the State, who are called upon by
Parliament to pay relief tax for the specific
purpose of relieving unemployment. If there
1s a departure from the original intention
of Parliament in this respect—that is, if the
present Government policy differs from the
poliey of the Government that introduced the
relief tax—it is only right that the people
of the State should have the fullest infor-
mation on the subject. I think it is perfectly
legitimate for the hon. the Treasurer to
furnish the information to this Chamber and
to the people when asked.

The elusiveness of the hon. gentleman is
well established by the replies that were
given to the various questions that I sub-
mitted on the matter, and also by the fact
that when he spoke in the House he walked
right round the important point as to how
much of the £600,000 provided for relief pur-
poses was to be pald to consolidated
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revenue. Subsequent to that two questions
were asked as to the amount of money that
had actually been transferred during the
quarter ended 30th September, and Mr.
Speaker disallowed those questions. It is
obvious that the hon. the Treasurer is charac-
teristically politically elusive—as is demon-
strated again by his action in another matter
to which T wish to refer. The hon. gentle-
man makes many promises, but has a strieg
on them all, and it is rather interesting at
this point to quote from a speech that he
delivered at the St. Patrick’s Day dinner of
the Queensland Irish Association on the 14th
March, 1935, A report of his remarks reads—

“He was not a prophet, and was not
going to prophesy, but he would not be
at all surprised 1f in twelve months St.
Patrick’s Day had again become a public
holiday. . The great Irish people had
entered into every walk of life in almost
every country of the world, and their
influence had been very great in the
determination and solving of the big
problems of civilisation. They were a
people noted for their patriotism, sin-
cerity, fervency, and eloquence, and one
must truly admire their desire and deter-
mination ever to fittingly honor the day
of theiv patron saint and give adequate
expression to their national sentiments.”

Prior to the Treasurer’s making this state-
ment the Secretary for Public Lands had
in his absence stated that this Saint’s Day

would be restored. The Tre also
wrote to the Irish Association, s

“The Government has decided, pro-

vided the improved financial and

economical position of the State is main-
tained and continued, to introduce
amending legislation in the new Parlia-
ment to restore the Saints’ days as full
public holidays throughout the State.”

I am not concerned {o-day with the merits or
demerits of the argument about Saints’
holidays, but the remarks and letter of the
Treasurer illusirate the clusive political
characteristics of that hon. gentleman.
How nicely he worded his speech and his
letter that give the inference to patriotic
Irishmen that they were going to have St.
Patrick’s Day restored! But he also leaves
a_very big loophole s0 as to make good
his escape from such an obligation.

During the last clection campaign the
hon. gentleman also promiscd the wage-
earners of the State a restoration of their
salaries and wages. In case my statement
is doubted, T have here an extract from his
speech delivered at the Princess Theatre,
South Brisbane, on 25th May, 1932, and
published in the “Daily Standard” of
28th May. It says— i

“ There was no doubt a rot had ot
in under the Moore Government, and
the best way to stop it was by returning
a Labour (Government to power which
would restore to the people the advan-
tages which had been filched from them
during the past three years.”

In the midst of that election campaign he
gave the impression to his audience that
the wage-earners of the State would have
a restoration of all that had been filched
from them, but he cleverls concealed his
loophole. The wage-earncrs who heard that
statement are in the position to-day of not
having had a restoration of the advantages

[23 OcroBER.]
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filched from them, and these men are think-
ing very hard. It will be increasingly diffi-
cult for the Trecasurer to maintain the con-
fidence of the people as a whole when it
becomes <clear to them that there s
always a political catch and a string
attached to cvery promise made by him.
Tnstead of the wage-carners’ having a
restoration of the advantage: that had been
filched from them we find that in conse-
quence of the Government’s activifies there
has been an increasc of about 93, a week
in the cost of living in this State. These

figures arve furnished by Mr. Brigden. The
basic  wage-earner, for cxample, is still
receiving the same basic wage that was

prescribed during the depths of the depres-
sion, but at that time the cost of living
was low. To-dey the cost of living has
inereased by 9s. a week, but the basic
wage remains the same. These are thingz
that the wage-carver is thinking about to-
dax, and he takes into account the fact
that the Treasurer, the leader of the coun-
try, told him at South Brisbanc in 1832,
that all the advantages that had been filched
from himn by the Moore Government would
be restored to him? Have these advantages
—alleged to have been filched from him
—been restored to him? That is the question
that is being seriously discussed by men
who were duped in this war in 1932,

Not only has the cost of living increased
by 9s. a week. but the Government have
also increased the relief tax by 2d. in the
£1 since they have been in power. This
increase bears heavily not only on indus-
tria] undertakings and upon men engaged
in primary production, but it also bears
very heavily indeed on the wage-carners
of the State. This tax was increased by
the present Government. and to-day a record
sum is being collected.  This sum is in
addition to the amount collected by way
of ordinary income tax.

It is evident from the elusivencss of the
Treasurer that an increased amount is being
abstracted from the Unemployment Relief
Fund for purposes of consolidated revenue
during this fiscal year. To that extent
a new and additional income tax is being
imposed upon the people. Once that tax
becomes a set thing it will be just as diffi-
cult to remove it as it is to remove public
officers for whom no further work exists.
It becomes difficult in such circumstances
to make any alteration. There is a grow-
ing fear outside this Chamber that
the unemployment relief tax has come
to stay—at least while the present Govern-
ment remain in power. It is feared that
increasing sums will be required for con-
solidated revenue to meet the dire needs
of the Treasurer as time proceeds with the
ever-increasing expenditure going on to-day
and the increased expenditure that seems
likely to occur in the near future in other
directions.

The Government, as I see things, are
day by day drifting into a very difficult
financial position. With the promises they
have made they deluded many people for a
period of four years, but we are reaching
a stage just now where those to whom the
promises were made are asking that they
be redeemed. Therc is dissatisfaction in
the public service in consequence of the
decision of the Industrial Court. in the
matter of their application for a restoratior

Mr. Maher.]
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of the salary cuts that were made during
the period of depression.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I point out
that whilst a pmlmunmv judgment has been
given by the Industrial Court in connection
with a elaim ma ade by public service unions,
the claim is before the court, and
under consideration by the court, and is,
therefore, sub judice, 1 ask the hon. member
to bear that in mind.

Mr. MAHER: At any rate, I think I
shall be in order in going thiz far: The
Treesurer promised a restoration of salary

cuts to public servants, bui so far the full
restoration of ove salaries has not beon
mede by Act of Parliament. Apart from

the dis-atisfaction that exists in the public
service in conscguence of these things, there
5 a gonolal dissatisfaction among different
sections of the people because of the things
to wiich I have referred. The wage-earr
objects to  the incres ing cost of living.
He objects, and all sections of the 1)001)!(

=
objeet, to the increased relief tax. The
wage-earner in particular regards it as a

wage cut. 1f any hon. member on this side
were to suggoest that the wage-earners should
have a wage cut of from 24 per cent. to
5 per cent, imposed on them to-niorrow
they would be loud in their condemuation
of such an action; but, after all, the relief
tax imposed a wage cut of from 2% per cent.
to & per cent. upon the wage-carners. The
fact that such a w age cut is imposed surely
amounts to a recognition by the Govern-
ment that there is not enough money in
the wage pool to absorb thoie who are
unemployed.  Why not come out in the open
and declare for a reduced wage in order
to absorb those who are unemployed? The
Government resort by other methods to
achieve precizely the same  thing. The

wage cut 18 made by the imposition of the
1ehef tax,

As T sce things, the general trend is such
that the Government will find it necessary
to do this sort of thing more and more.
We find, by the report of the Commissioner
of Taxes that the number of people in
receipt of substantial jincomes is limited. If
you were to confiscate the whole of their
earnings it would not provide a sum suffi-
cient to pay the relief workers for many
weeks, More and more we are reaching
the position in the State where it will be
impossible to obtain large sums in taxation
from big companies. At one time we got
substantial amounts in taxation from the
Brisbane Tramways Company, but that enter-
prise was mummpahbed and, of course, that
taxation was lost to the Treasury. It is
now suggested that the City Electriec Light
Company may be mumc-pahaed—pe]ham
the better term would be ‘‘socialised.” If
that is done, there will be less money avail-
able to the Treasury, We are, therefore,
reaching by degrees the stage where the
number of those who have been making
substantial incomes in the State are becom-
ing less and less. But the expenditure of
the Government will not grow any less.
The result is that the Government will be
compelled to fall back more and more on
the wage-carners and the great mass of the
people to maintain the needs of the Treasury.
There is nothing new about that. It has
happened in other countries in the world.
Under the Russian system, the soviets, when
in need of money for public works, resort

[Mr. Maher.
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to preciscly the same principle as is embodied
in the unemployment relief taxation in
Queensland, namely, the wage-carners are
told when their monthly pay is due that a
cut of 10 per cent. is necessary to finance
sewerage or other public works to give
employment to others, and in the spirit of
comradeship they must accept the cut. Of
course, under a dictatorship nothing else
can be done, but it illustrates the truth that
neither a Government nor an individual can
have it both ways. The more socialisation
is cmbarked upon, the greater the breaking
down of the capitalistic system and the less
the receipts by the Treasury and the more
the wage-carners, the farmers, and the other
smaller people of the State are called upon
to meet the growing burden of taxation,

Reverting to the argument I was advanc-
ing at the commencement of my speech: the
Treasurcr has a habit of making these pro-
mises, and up to the present has always been
ablc to clude the result. Abraham Linceln’s
words still hold good—

“You can fool some of the people all
the time, and all the ppoplc sonte of the
time; but you cannot fool all the pcople
all the time.’

The Treasurcr has so far been successful, He
has wrapped up all his speeches in a very
skilful manner, but the people are beginning
to murmur, and as the m urmuring increases
he must look out for the results of their
wrath.

The Treasurer also promised a reduction
in taxation, but we find that he is unable to
sacrifice any of the taxable receipts of the
State because of the growth in expenditure.
Apparently pushed on by his supporters, he
is gradually increassing the disbursements,
and, therefore, the need for increased taxa-
tion becomes greater each year. For the last
four vears the Treasurer has made promises
to all scctions of the community, but has
failed to redeem them. Those people who
do not study these matters closely accepted
his statement as definite promises, but those
who do study them know that in many cases
only inferences arc involved, and. to that
extent, the Treasurer is able to make a good
political getaway. But conditions are becom-
ng increasingly difficult for the hon. gentle-
man. The people to whom those promises
were given are asking for their fulfilment,
and the Treasurer’s path during the next
eighteen months will not be so strewn with
roses as it hag been for the past four years.

The Committee are entitled to know the
amount being drawn from the Unemploy-
ment Relief Fund for the purposes of con-
solidated revenue. During the discussion of
the Estimates of the Sub-Department of
Forestry I drew attention to an amount of
£600,000 drawn into revenue from that
department in a period of two years. The
needs of the Treasurer were so great that
the buoyant revenue from forestry sources
had to go into the Treasury, and was not
used for reforestation purposes. Here again,
the expenditure is rising at such a rapid
rate that the Treasurer finds the need of
each year increasing the sum to be paid from
our Unemployment Relief Fund into con-
solidated revenue. It is not fair to those
people who pay the tax that this should be
so. It is not fair to those who believe that
they are paying unemployment relief tax
for the purpose of easing unemployment in
the State to find that that money is being
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increasingly used for geneml budgetary
needs. So I say the matter is causing a
great deal of dissatisfaction amongst the
people, as are those elusive promises the
Treasurer has made from time to time—
promises he did not intend to redeem, pro-
mises intended, rather, if I may say so, to
delude his hearers.

Mr., LARCOMBE (Rockhampton) 1.7
a.m.]: The Leader of the Opposition, in the
course of his speech and his short indictment
of the Government, made four points.

First of all, he said that the Premier and
Treasurer is elusive, that he cannot be
pinned down, that be is a kind of parlia-
mentary wrestling champion, the Tom Lurich
of the parliamentary ring. It is a case of a
fair field and no favour. It is an open ring,
and the Leader of the Opposition has had his
opportunity. If he cannot pin the Treasurer
the decision goes against him. The Treasurer
has placed the Leader of the Opposition on
the mat, and hag scored three falls without
having one fall recorded against him. That
is the complaint of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. He nceds somo> miraculous interven-
tion in order to enable him to score.

His second point is that the Treasurer is
a prolific promiser. Just fancy a charge of
that kind being made by the Leader of the
Opposition! Does he recollect the promises
of himself and his party of no interference
with arbitration, no reduction of wages, no
interference with court awards as far as the

public servants are concerned, lower taxa-
tion for the man on the land, repeal of the
hospitals  tax, averaging of incomes,

“ £2,000,000 for 10,000 jobs,” and ¢ Give the
boy a chance” ? Suroly the Leader of the
Opposition has a very short memory, a very
defective one, for, with such a record as that
with regard to promises, I think his charge
against the Premier and Treasurer is very
ill-founded.  The mantle of the moralist
suits the Leader of the Opposition but poorly.
Hon. members opposite are always blushing
at the thought of their own political virtue.
The Government are elusive promisers,
deceivers, and tricksters! They—hon. mem-
bers opposite—possess all the virtues in the
political calendar.

The Leader of the Opposition, too, fell
back upon Abraham Lincoln, and endea-
voured to show that there was some warning
to be observed from that great man’s famous
remark and even from the history of Moses,
which the Treasurer should heed.  This party
can truthfully say that they are a party of
action, not a party of idle promisers. Mauny
plomlsom have been made and many pro-
mises fulfilled.

The Leader of thé Opposition asks what
we have done to make good our promises to
publiec servants.  Although there has not
been a full restoration to the 1929 standard—
and such a promise was never made by the
Government—a substantial restoration has
been made, and over £1,000,000 has been
made by the present Government by way
of additional payments to public servants.
We have partially fulfilled our pledge and
promise.  We have honoured cur pledge
and promise to the extent that we promised,
and at no time did we make any rash pro-
mise such as 1s suggested by the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. Moore: You should have made a full
restoration in four vears.

123 OcCTOBER.]
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Mr. LARCOMBE: We have been helping
year after year. We quickly restored the
44.-hour week, which meant an additional
cost to the R'ulwav Department alone of
£100,000 per annum. Was that not a sub-
stantial contribution to the fulfilment of our
promise? On two occasions now the court
has reduced the percentage reduction imposed
as a burden on the public servants by hon.
members opposite when they were in power.
By their interference with arbitration court
awards, substantial reductions were made
in the purchasing power of the public ser-
vants, and now they are complaining that
there has not been a full restoration after
four years.

In the Railway Department the railway
men lost about £750,000 while hon.
members opposite were In power in conse-
quence of the wages and salaries reduction
policy alone—apart from retrenching. No
political party in Queensland has a bla.ckel‘
poht1ml record than have hon. members
opposite. If we are to be indicted or
attacked let it be by a party with a sound
and wholesome record, not by a party with
the political record of hon. members opposite,
who ought to be the last to raise the question
of promise-breaking or of sacrificing the
interests of the pubhc servants.

The hon. the Leader of the Opposition
dealt also with the financial position of the
Government and taxation. That brings me
to the point that I rose really to discuss.
Is it not time that hon. members opposite
abandoned their ostrich-like attitude of bury-
ing their heads in the sand and also of
blammg this Government for the financial,
economie, and social position of Queensland?
We know that the causes arc deep-seated. We
know that the Labour Government have done
all that is humanly possible to mitigate the
intensity of the ill effects of the economic
and financial system at present operating.
We know that the present Governnient have
been responsible for a substantial tecovery
in the production of primary and secondary
industries, for a substantial reduction in
unemployment, and for manv other improve-
ments in the affairs of the State.

Mr., Moore: We are responsible for the
drought, I suppose? You claim credit for
everything else.

Mr. LARCOMBE: Hon, members oppo-
site would be foolish enough to sccuse us
of being responsible for the drought cendi-
tions. We say that the fundsmental causes of
the country’s difficulties are so deep-seated
that they cannot be attributed fully to either
the Moore Party or the Labour Party. It is
about time we directed our attention to the
need for an improvement in the economic and
financial system e\thg in Australia. The
question is beyond the power of the State
Parliament, so what is the use of railing at
the Labour Government for not producing a
Utopia with ideal cenditions when they are
the victim of circumstances over which they
have no control? The financial and banking
and monetary cins are obsolete. and sh ou]d
be attacked by the Federal Legislasure—our
national administrators. They have the
power to handle the problem; the State
Labour Government have not. Until some-
thing is done to reform- banking, to utilise
public credit in the proper manncr, and
to bring about a better monetary system, all
the State Governments of Australia will have
a burden of debt and taxation and difficulty.

Mr, Larcombe.]
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There is no doubt that the Lyons Adminis-
tration are shirking their responsibilities in
that respect. They are dictated to and con-
trolled by vested interests. They will not
lift a finger to deal with the real reform
that Australia needs.

Mr. Moore: Why did not Mr.
his finger when he was there?
accumnulated deficits,

Mr. LARCOMBE : Mr. Scullin did lift his
finger, and he had a particularly difficult
task. He did it satisfactorily though he was
not thers for as long as the Mome Govern-
ment were in power. Just fancy the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition talking aboub
accumulated deficits!

Mr. Moore: I am talking about lifting his
finger.

Mr. LARCOMBE : Does the hon. gentle-
man realise that he put up a Bradmanseque
record—that no Government who ever occu-
pied the Treasury benches were responsible
for such an accumulated deficit as his? The
Scullin  Administrotion did their job well,
and went down fighting for banking, mone-
tary, and financial reform.

Mr. BraxD: They were not fighting
collapsed.

Mr. LARCOMBE: The Scullin Govern-
ment staked their political existence on this
very question that I am appealing to hon.
members to consider. The Scullin Govern-
ment took control of affairs when appalling
conditions existed—an adverse trade balance
of £60,000,000 having been created in the
previous six ycars by the Bruce-Page Adminis-
tration, an average of £10,000,000 a year,
before that Covernment were hurled into
political oblivion by the people of Australia.

The Sydney “ Bulletin,” which cannot be
called a Labour journal, had this to =ay about
the much-despised Scullin Administration—

“We had to reduce our ewports by
at least £34,000,000 a year plus what-
ever the fall in the value of our exports
amounted to. It was either that or
default. To his everlasting credit Scullin
decided that it must not be default.
Only one way was open to an honest
Government in 1929-30, and Scullin took
it by raising tariffs, and imposing pro-
hibition. That saved the situation and
Australia from default.”

Scullin lift
He only

; they

?

That is the opinion of the Sydney *“ Bulle-
tin,” which is not in any way associated
with the Labour movement. It said that
the 8Scullin Government had saved Australia
from default, that although they had been
in power for only a short period they were
able to lift Australia out of the financial
quagmire that resulted from the reckless
spending and squandering by the Bruce-
Page Government, which had reduced Aus-
tralia to involvency. Thes were able to do
that and to lay down the foundation for a
better social, cconomic, and financial system,
the advantages of which are being reaped

by the Federal Covernment to- day.
In contrast with that excellent opinion
of 2ir. Seullin and his leadershin, we have

ationalist
3 its leaders in Western
»’\uatlalia This report of his remarks
appeared In the “ Courier-}ail” of the
lat of t]ns month-—-

The President of the National Parix
of Western Auvstralia (Sir Walter James,

[ M7, Larcombe.
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K.C.), addressing the annual meecting
of the party, said that for years the
party had been lacking not only in con-
victions but in courage.”

Going on to spealk about the Lyons Adminis-
tration, he sald—

“It sceks a comfortable and quiet
time in office. It has lacked principle
and the backbone to fight for principle.
it is no wonder that people grew tired
of such a party. To me the wonder is
that we lasted so long.” !

There we have a scathing indictment of
the Federal anti-Labour Administration—
the T.vons Administration—by the Leader of
the Nationalist Party in Western Ausiralia.
Out of their own mouths they are con-
victod.

There is no need o go to Labour speakers
or Labour authorities for condemnation of
the Lyons Government because of their
apathy, ineptitude and failure to live up
to the conception of statesmanship. To-day
they @re a rabble. Did not Sir Frederick
Stewart accuse them in the Federal Parlia-
rment of inconsistency, of following a wrong
poiicy, and of slowing down the wheels
of progress? Did not the Hon. H.
Gregory also attack this self-same party,
which he supports in the Federal House of
Representatives, because they had asked
thelr members to close their mouths in con-
nection with the trade war between Japan
and Australia? He complains that for two
months they have been told to close their
nouths and say nothing, and that they
refuse to do it any longer because Australia
was getting into a glCdt difficulty, and the
producers are suffering as a result of the
inaction of the Government. He complains
that despite all the cconomic ruptures they
are still advised to keep their mouths closed.
That is a swingeing attack upon the Lyons
Administration.  There is a cave in the
party that will at any moment now attack
the Lyons Government. In connection with
their attitude towards finance, banking and
monetary reform, which is so important as
to be vital to interests of the people as
a whole, the Lyons Governnmient have been
weighed in the balance and found wanting.

Mr. Mangr: What did Jock Garden say
about T.ang?

Mr. LARCOMBE: What did Siv Henry
Parkes say about Sir Gceorge Gibbs in 18847
That is just as much to the point.

Hon. members opposite are not giving
their attention to the problems of the State
and the nation in a way that they should,

particularly in connection with the con-
:1dola’flon of finance and legislation gene-
rally. They are constantly atmckmg Laboux
when Labour is not responsible, They
should devote more time to the problem
of monetary and banking reform. If they
did that the probabilities are that their
party might not be undermined by the
Douglas Credit Party or any other social
credit party. Why is the party opposite
being undermined in the country by the
Douglas Credit Party? It i because the
ere not living up fo their responsibilit
in connecction with banking and monetary
reform. If they vouifl concentrate upon
that problem 1 #:b of attacking Labour
] strengthen their own

i the eouniry aud their preslige
Chaniber would be bigher. It is no
ir condenming Labour Governments

i

nse their
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whilst the present system exists, and whilst
we have the present obsolete monetary
and banking system.

Mr. MasHegr: Printing more bank notes
will not cure the trouble.

Mr. LARCOMBE: No. We know that a
stupid proposal to print an unlimited number
of bank notes would not solve our problem.
But there is a way out. To-day we can go
much further with safety in the way of bank-
ing, monetary and industrial reform. A
Labour Government have proved that. We
know a Labour Government established the
Commonwealth Bank. Wherever one goes
throughout the big cities of this country
one secs grand concrete symbols of the sue-
cess of Labour’s policy in creating that bank,
It has earned profits amounting to over
£25,000,000, without the investment of any
capital, but by merely utilising the social
credit of Australia. Is not that something
more than mere lip service? That is a
remarkable result. = In addition, approxi-
mately £6,000,000 profits were made from
the note issue, and altogether considerably
over £30,000,000 profits have been made
from the banking and currency reforms
instituted by the Labour Administration
when in power. Labour has endeavoured to
continue that work, but Labour has not
been in power in the true semse of the
word since that time. For the last twenty
vears Labour has been out of power, and
has not had the opportunity of further
implementing its banking, currency and
monetary policy. We do not suggest for
a moment the absurd policy of isswing paper
money in the manner the Douglas Credit
Party suggest.

Mr. MAHER:
to.

Mr. LARCOMBE: It will lead us to
nothing of the kind. The hon. gentleman,
struggling in the stream, fears to head for
the shore because he may drown. He will
not endeavour to save himself when he is
immersed in the whirlpool. How absurd!
For instance, we normally consume meals
three times daily. That food nourishes the
body, gives strength, and tones up the
system. The hon. gentleman might just as
sensibly say that that is going to lead us
to gluttony, that it is going to lead us to
ill-health—to death. It is all a question
of moderation—the application of sound
rules of health in human economy—and
the same applies to political economy. The
application of sound principles in political
economy, in banking and monetary reform,
will not lead us to the absurd lengths sug-
gested by the Leader of the Opposition.

That is where it will lead

Myr. Mangr: More people die from over-
eating than over-drinkin

Mr. LARCOMBE: How does the hon.
gentleman know that? Both are objection-
able, but both are unneccessary. To show
how absolutely absurd, incorrect and unsound
is the objection of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, let me remind him that his party
were quite prepared to borrow £400,000,000
for the purposes of destruction. Money
was avaliable for that. They issued paper
money that way. They enslaved the nation,
increased the debt, inflated the interest rate,
and raised the level of taxation by that
policy during the war. It is one of the
greatest scandals in the history of the nation,
If that money could have been procured by
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way of loan, the money could have beemn
secured equally as well on the assets of the
nation, and the debt and interest bill could
have been largely saved. We know that in
that time of war millions were made avail-
able for the purposes of destruction. We
know that if war were to break out again
to-morrow hundreds of millions of pounds
would be found by the political friends of
the party opposite in the Federal Parlia-
ment for the prosecution of that war of
destruction of human life; but immediately
it is suggested that £10,000,000 or £20,000,000
should be issued in Australia to finance works
that would engage our unemployed in con-

structive and peaceful occupations hon.
members  opposite  exclaim, ¢ There is
danger! It cannot be done.” That is the

paradox and the contradiction of the atti-
tude adopted by hon. members opposite. We
know that our national assets are cousider-
able. We know a reasonable amount of
credit could be made available for the pur-
pose of placing the unemployed in work.
Even before the greater monetary and bank-
ing reform takes place, the Federal
Government should step in, as they could
do, and make a reasonable amount of credit
available to put back in work some of the
300,000 who are now unemployed in the
Commonwealth. It is a disgrace to the
Federal Administration in this country to
say they cannot find employment for those

300,000 citizens, or a fair proportion of
them.
Hon. members opposite shriek for mass

migration, for people to be brought into
the country in large numbers. They assert
it is a reflection on Australia to say we
cannot carry an increased population. Is
it not a reflection upon the Federal Govern-
ment to say Australia cannot put back in
work a number of its citizens who are at
present unemployed? Any system of migra-
tion should be preceded in Australia by an
unemployment relief scheme that will put
back into work at least two-thirds of those
who are at present unemployed. Until that
is done mass migration schemes should not
be tolerated or entertained by the pecople
of Australia. The first essential of any
sound migration scheme is that our owm
unemployed shall be again placed in
industry.

Therefore, Mr. Hanson, I do hope hon.
members opposite will cease their continuous.
attack upon the Labour Administration for
imaginary political and financial sins which
are not committed at all by this Administra-
tion. We are desperately faced year after
year with the financial plight illustrated by
the words of Robert Burns—

“Doomed to the sorest task of man
alive,
To make three guineas do the work of
five.”
These words apply with equal force to the
present Administration in Queensland, as
to other State Governments in Australia.
Each year we are placed in that desperate
position. We cannot accomplish the miracu-
lous. We are not superhuman. Hon. mem-
bers opposite should cease to complain and
attack; they should endeavour, in a co-
operative spirit, to help the Government
with constructive ideas. By doing that, and
by actively supporting banking and mone-
tary reforms, they will be rendering a ser-
vice to Queensland and to Australia.

My, Larcombe.]
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Mr. BRAND (Zsis) [11.31 a.m.]: In his
criticism of the remarks of the ILeader of
the Opposition, the hon. member for Rock-
hampton endeavoured to establish that the
Labour Party did not make promises, or, in
the alternative, that they have partly fulfilled
their promises. If the latter is the case, we
on this side desire information as to the
nature of the promises. Ilas the hon. mem-
ber ever heard this promise, *“The Labour
Party will return the privileges that were
filched from the public servants by the Meoore
Government.”

My. LarcoMBE: We have returned many.

~ Mr. BRAND: I ask the hon. member:
Has he heard of that promisc?

My, LarcowmBe: We have returned wmany,

Mr. BRAND: The hon. member admits
that he has heard of that promise. We in
this Chamber heard it. In 1930, the Labour
Party were on the Opposition benches of
this Chamber, and I remind hon. members
opposite of a dehate that took nlace then
similar to this. The complaint made by the
hon. member for Rockhampton against the
criticism emanating from this side this morn-
ing can be applied with equal force to the
eriticism of his party on that occasion. In
not one instance did a Labour Government
at that time deal with banking reforms or
the monetary system.

It is all very well for hon. members oppo-
site to endeavour to get away from the actual
facts. Their demand for a reform on the
banking and monetary system is an endea-
vour to evade the responsibility that must be
accepted by the Government and that every
other Parliament in Australia are endea-
vouring to mect—the responsibility of
making a full return of the salary cuts
made in the depression years in ordér
to create a greater purchasing power in the
community. The action of the Opposition
in criticising the policy and actions of the
Government is an endeavour to cstablish the
greatest amount of purchasing power for the
beneft of the whole of the people. We claim
that the policy of the Quecnsland Government
is not doing that.

It may be claimed with some force that
the man on a salary up to £600 a year is
the greatest factor in increasing purchasing
power. Admitting that, this anomalous posi-
tion in the salaries of the public servants
is found to exist as a result of the recent

judgment—
1029 Salary Amount of
Nominal, per anpnium restoration,
net.

£ £ s d. £ s d.
1,000 .. .. 820 0 0 80 0 0
520 .. .. 462 0 O 44 0 0O
520 .. .. 284 0 0 7 8 0
300 N .. 266 5 O 415 0

255 o . 226 0 O Nil

Public servants, particularly those with large
families, have a difficult job to keep their
homes on £300 a year. The Government
must recognise that position. No matter
what our politiecs may be, cither inside or
outside of this Chamber, we cannot accept
as right the policy that the higher salaried
man should have a greater restoration than
that given to those on the lower salaries.
We as a Country Party have made that claim
consistently because we arc anxious to increase

[Mr. Brand.
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the purchasing power of the people. The
primary producers depend upon a healthy
purchasing power. The home market for their
products 1s the best market, and just as
the Country Party in Victoria restored the
whole of the salars cuts to public servants,
so we are anxious to sce justice done for
our public servants so that the purchasing
power of the people will be increased, and
the backbone of the community, the primary
producers, who arc anxious to improve prices,
will receive some benefit.

My criticism this morning with respect
to these matters is backed up by men who,
I have veason to believe, are not of my
political persuasion. I am backed up by men
who claim to lecad the public service unions
of our State. By their criticism in the Pross,
they are showing their dissatisfaction with
the position as it is to-day, and arc calling
upon the Government to do the right thing.
just as we are in this Chamber this morning.

The hon. member for Rockhampton.
despite his speech this morning, surely must
admit the truth of my remarks, that it should
be our duty to see that these injustices are
removed. We know what brought about the
salary reductions to public servants through-
out Australia. The men who were in power
in the Federal Parliament at that time—
whose jurisdiction, after all, supersedes that
of the State—-made it abundantly clear,
through their Prime Minister and his Deputy
Teader, the Treasurer, and the Minister for
Trade and Customs in that Government, that
the reason why we were in the position in
which we were was because of a slump of
£100,000.000 in prices abroad and that that,
combined with the inability to secure loan
moneys overseas, had foreced all Governments
to reduce governmental expenditure—that
there was no other way out. But I desire to
add this morning that when thosevsalary
reductions were made a definite promise was
given to the public servants that as soon
as the pressure on Government finances was
relieved those reductions would be restored.
Complete restoration has not yet been made.

Mr. H. Bond, the secretary of the Queens-
land Government Professional Officers’ Associ-
ation. is revorted in the Brisbane ‘° Courler-
Mail  of 21st QOctober, 1936, as having said--—-

“ It was regroettable that the lower-paid
men would derive practically no benefit,
or very little, from the court’s judgment,
The onus, he thought, now would be
upon the Covernment to do on their
behalf what the court had not donc.”

1 do not know Mr. Bond, but I should say
that in the face of the position of the lower-
paid men, as I have illustrated it this morn-
ing, the Covernment should adopt M.
Bond’s suggestion. They should not allow
the position to rest where the secretary of the
State Service Union, Mr. T. Bolger, says ib
rests. In the  Courier-Mail” of the same
date, that gentleman is reported as having
said--

“ Officers in receipt of £270 would bene-
fit to the extent of £1 Ts. 6d. a year,
while an under secretary on £1,100 a year
would benefit to the extent of £99 a
year.”

He goes on to make this intercsting state-
ment, which I think cannot fail {o catch tho
eve of the Govermment of the day—

“An officer in receipt of "£225 con-
tinued to suffer a reduction of 12.89 per
cent., one on £270, 10.74 per cent., on
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£320, 9.06 per cent., on £600, 8 per cent.,
on $£1,000 and £1,100, 9 per cent., on
£1.200 to £1.500, 9% per cent., and on
more than £1,500, 10 per cent.”

It will be seen from that that the man in
receipt of £225 per annum is suffering the
greatest percentage reduction of all public
servants. There is something wrong when
such a state of affairs is allowed to exist.

Public servants are very disappointed with
the position. Naturally, whatever may be
our walk in life, whether we are farmers,
artisans, or plofe:.mondl men, the return from
our labour is our most vital concern, and I
say definitely that the dissatisfaction lestlng
in the service to-day is greater than it was
in 1930. We¢ must pay thqs tribute to the
public servants of the State: that they
a(’oopted the reductions without a great deal
of Compldmt It could have been expected
that they would complain bitterly, but they
realised the position of the country at the
time, and their complaints about the salary
reductions were not as Joud abt any rate as
they arc to-day. I certainly sympathise with
them.

The H#ereTARY FOR PUBLIC IXSTRUCTION :
T think you should repeat that. It is worth
putting in black type. You said they did
not complain as loudly in 1929 as they do
to- da\—am I to undelxtand that?

Mr. BRAND: Yes. Their complaints are
very loud indeed, for they are trying to make
the Minister hear their cry against injus-
tice. I hope that the hon. gentleman will
not remain deaf to their appeals. I hope
that the Minister does not think there is
anvthing wrong in placing the complaing
before him?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
1 only want to know how you heard it in
1929 and how you arc hearing it to-day.

My, BRAND: Of course, we know the
Minister. He would like to avoid the effects
of the situation. We hope that he can hear
as far back as 1929, and that he can hear the
complaints to-day of men who have a
thorougl understanding of the State’s finan-
clal poﬂtlon and feel that their work deserves
some recognition by the Government.

Mr. MaxweLL: Labour misled them,

Mr. BRAND : There can be no doubt that
Labour did. Public servants are saying that
they arc disappointed with their own Govern-
ment in the matter. I sometimes feel sorry
for people who put a great deal of reliance
upon Governments, particularly Labour
Governments, who make an appeal to the
mass of the people when their votes are
necded, by offering them many promises and
much ~ympath‘ I believe that the expres-
sions  of mmpathv with the people of
Queensland are greater at election time than
when the elections are over.

My, Powrr: You should
have been In government.

Mr. BRAND: I know that my sympathy
is just as real after the election as before.

Afr, PowER: Now,

Mr. BRAND: That is evidenced by the
mcreas mg vote I have received at every
clection T have contested.

I am cxpressing my sympathy in this
Chamber to-day as I did on the hustings a
fow months ago. If every hon. member here

You

know.

you are not serious !
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were with me, those men would get the
justice that was promised to them at the
elections. I hope that the bon. member for
Baroona will be just as loud in supporting
my appeal this morning as he was just
before the elections. There is no section of
the comsnunity that cannot sympathise with
the public servants on account of the unfor-
tunate position in which they find themselves
by reason of the salary reduction. It was
claimed by the Leader of the then Govern-
ment, Mr. Moore, at the time the reductions
were brought about, that the higher salaried
men could better bear reductions, and they
were made to bear the greater reductions.

The man on the basic wage was then left abso-
lutely alone, and did not suffer any reduction
as a result of the Salaries Act.

My, Power: That is not right.

Mr. BRAND: He did not suffer any
reduction in consequence of the Act. If the
bon. member for Baroona will look up the Act
for himself he will find that what I say is
correct. I was in Parliament when that was
done and he was not. To-day the public
servants on the lower salaries are suffering
a larger cut as compared with the others,
and we want to rectify that anomaly., The
hon. member can get up in this Chamber
and make a speech in support of my demand
and no one will stop him. He can
make the same claim that I am making
to-day on behalf of the lower-paid men, and
he should do that instead of trying to heckle
me. I will not interrupt the hon. member
at all during the course of his speech if he
will only make a reasonable claim on behalf
of the men in whose interests I am speaking.

We should recognise the disadvantages that
the lower-paid men labour under, and we
should give consideration to their case when
considering the Supply that we are asked to
grant to-day. We can well be proud of our
public servants. In my experience it is
equal to the public service in any other State
or the Commonwealth itself. T am satisfied
that the public servants give service for the
salaries that they receive, and every man is
worthy of the consideration that I suggest.
i join with the Leader of the Opposition in
calling upon the Government to honour their
pledoe to the public servants to restore to
them the privileges taken from them during
a period of advelslty Now that the
country is in a much better financial and
economic position the Government should at
last honour their obligations.

Mr. McLEAN (Bundabcrg) [11.51 am.]: I
have listened attentively to the speeches by
the hon. members opposite. They can be
aptly described as political eye- Wabh They
have a guilty conscience concerning the acts
they perpetrated on the public servants, and
they are now seeking to justify their adminis-
tration by claiming that eccrtain benefits
should e restored to the workers. They wish
to appear now as the saviours of the public
servants.

The hon. member for Isis sald that the
Country Party Government in Victoria had
restored the salary cuts to the public servants
in that State, but they have done nothing
of the sort. Restorations were made at a
time when they were supported and kept in
power by the Labour Government, so that
they could exclude the TUnited Australia
Party from the Treasury benches. The
5 lery restorations were made at the instiga-
tion of the Labour Party. Did not Mr. Lane,

Mr. MeLean. ]
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the hon. member for Barton, in the Federal
Flouse of Representatives, say that he would
not trust the Country Party or any political
party from the country?

Hon, members opposite have repeatedly
said that as a result of the recent decision
of the Industrial Court in the public servants’
case greater consideration was given to
officers in receipt of big salarl(w but their
object in stressing that point is to delude
the workers, particularly the public servants,
into believing that the Industrial Court does
not function in a just way. They are endea-
vouring to justify their action in removing
the public servants from the ambit of the
Industrial Court by insinuating that the
court has not acted justly towards them now.
They also desire to break down the system
of arbitration so that they may return in
the industrial arena to the good old days of
the survival of the fittest, I have been
actively associated with industrial unionism
for approximately thirty-five years, and my
experience convinces me that the uppermost
desire in the minds of our opponents has
been to break down industrial standards. In
furtherance of their objective they have
endeavoured to belittle the Government in
the eyes of the workers so that they may

have an open “go’’ once more in the indus-
trial field.

The Leader of the Opposition spoke about
taxation and complained that the Treasurer
did not reduce the unemployment relief tax.
If hon. members opposite are as sympathetic
with the workers and the unemployed as
they profess to be, let them endeavour teo
convince their political friends in the Federal
Parliament to do something for these peoplo.
The Federal Government could have done
something for the unemployed with their
surpluses of £10,442.000. I find that since
the financial year 1931-32 the direct taxation
decreased by 8s. 4d. a head and indirect
taxation. increased by £2 1s. 3d. a head and
the taxation revenue increased by £1 3s. 1d.
a head. Tn 1931-32 the amount collected in
taxation by the Commonwealth Government
was £52,000,000, and in 1935-36 the amount
had increased to £63,000,000. Taxation
remissions granted by the Commonwealth
Government in respect of land tax, property
tax, tax on life .assurance, and tax on
shlppmg companies  is  approximately
£7,000,000, whereas the old-age pensioners
only received £3,492,000. 7\T(\thtlfnsLandlng
the record of their pohtlcal friends in the
Federal Parliament, hen. members opposite
have the colossal oﬁrontery to come into this
Chamber and claim that this Government
should have restored the wages of public
servants.

It is not the function of the Government
to interfere with the wages or salaries of
public servants. Once a Government started
to meddle with that matter there would be
general dissatisfaction. It is entirely the
function of the Industrial Court. Every hon.
member who is a believer in arbitration
should support the Government in their
attitude of allowing the Industrial Court to
deal with the matter. If the principle of

arbitration is abandoned then the only
alternative is the law of the jungle. The
wealthy interests and profitmongers have
always opposed arbitration and industrial

awards, They are resentful of the fact that
they have to pay award rates, and they are
anxious to attack the Industrial Court at
every opportunity. I contend that those on

[Mr. McLean,
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the lowest rung of the ladder should be the
first to have their conditions alleviated, but
the fact remains that the court has given a
decision, and it ill becomes any hon. member
of this Committee to endeavour to create a
feeling of distrust in the minds of the public
servants for the purposes of political gain to
himself. The Labour Party are not respon-
sible for the decision of the Industrial Court,
The Premier and Treasurer has not dictated
what proportion of salary cuts it should
restore to public servants.

Dir. Moorr: You read hiz Xstimates.

An Oepesitioxy  MrMBer: How do
know ?

Mr. McLEAN : That statement means that
the judges of the Industrial Court are suscep-
tible to suggestion by the Government. I
say that is a damaging and damnable state-
ment to make regarding the integrity of
Industrial Court judges. That is the kind
of propaganda being disseminated through
the public service in order to discount the
benefits of the judgment of the Industrial
Court, which makes its decision after hear-
ing the case of both the employers and the
employees. This sort of propaganda is
merely put forth for political gain. There
is the innuendo that the members of the
Industrial Court have been ‘got at” or
interfered with. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition drew attention to the amount
allocated in the Estimates, and the inference
is that as the amount allocated is equal to
the amount involved by the decision of the
court there was collusion between the court
and the Government. That is an unwar-
ranted attack on the integrity of the per-
sonrrel of the Industrial Court. If the
Government thought for one moment that
there was a suggestion of impropriety and
dishenesty on the part of the Industrial
Court they would have the matter brought
before this Assembly to enable such accusa-
tions against Mr. Justice Webb and Messrs.
Ferry and Riordan to be actually made, and
not drawn from innuendos and suggestions.

The economic position of the public ser-
vice is wrapped up in the decision given by
the Industrial Court, but, Mr. Hanson, you
have already pointed out that the claims
of the public service unions have not yet been
finally dealt with by the court, and conse-
quently the matter 1s sub judice. I do not
dexire that hon. members opposite should
infer that I am attempting to influence the
decision of the court. They have drawn
attention te the differentiation in the restora-
tion given to the lower-paid and higher-paid
salaried officers of the State, but I would
draw their attention to the discrimination

made by the Commonwealth Government in

you

the matter of reduction in taxation, which is
as follows: —
Salary. Reduction,
£ £ s d.
317 per annum 015 8
583 per annum 3 4 3
2,000 per annum 15 710

Where the rate of salary is.seven times
higher the remission is twenty times greater,
and if the court were to base its decision on
the amount of the exemptions from taxation,
which would justify the remarks of the hon.
member for Isis, there would then be no
nced for the court to determine the wages
of the workers.

Mr. Braxp: I was only talking about the
return of salaries.
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- Mr. McLEAN: The court heard the plaint
and will adjudicate. IHon. members opposite
assert that certain salaries should have been
restored, but I repeat that the suggestion
behind such statements, emanating from the
Opposition, is purely to mislead the public
servants, and weaken their confidence 1n the
Industrial Court. That is entircly wrong.
The Comiunists do not believe in arbitration
but in direet action, and hen. members in
opposition are advocating the fundamentals
of Communism,
OrrosiTIoN MEMBERS : No!

Mr., McLEAN: They are. Hon. members
opposite do not understand industrial arbi-
tration. but they apparently do understand
the bosh enunciated by the communistic
Press, and to-day they are advocating direct
action. They desire to sabotage the machin-
ery of the Industrial Court. Whether they
are advocating it innocently or otherwise I
cannot but they are advocating pre-
cizaly similar principles as the Communist
Party. They remind me of Mark Twain's
“Innocents Abroad.” They think that by
kecping on saying a thing eventually it will
appear to be real. Appareatly they want
to-morrow morning’s Press to publish lauda-
tory comments of their speeches. ¢ Sce what
they are saying. They are the great Mos-
siahs. They go forth preaching that the
Government should restore the public ser-
vice cuts.”” That is obviously the motive
behind it all, and 1t iz right that there be
an exposure of their politiral Insincerity.
The Leader of the Opposition quoted Abra-
ham Lincoln as to fooling all of the people
all of the time. Allow me to tell him that
the industrial workers do not desire to pull
his leg, nor do they desive that he should
pull theirs.

1 repeat that hon. members opposite have
advocated direct action against the Indus-
trial Court. They are ftrying to incite
the public servants in an endeavour to
obtain political gain for themselves. They
are trying to create a feeling of want of
confidence in industrial courts and endea-
vouring to prove that the Government can
do all these things that they ask. The
Labour CGovernment believe in arbitration.
Tvery common-sense person believes in arbi-
tration. When hon. ‘members opposite
realise that they have been advocating
communistic doctrines in this Assembly this
morning in their keenness to gain favour
in the eyes of the public servants they will
perceive how sérious their statements have
been. I prediet that the speech of the
hon. member for Isis will be published in
communistic journals throughout Australia.

Mr. Branv: I rise to a point of order.
if the hon. member is =aying that I advo-
cated communistic principles, it is offen-
sive to me, and I ask him to withdraw.
It is not true.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 did not
understand the hon. member for Bunda-
berg to make such a statement at all.

Mr. MeLEAN: I was endeavouring to
state in quite emphatic terms that cne who
has been associated with industrial organisa-
tions for as long as I have been—-

Mr. MaxwerL: How long were you with

them ?
Mr. MOLE For thirty-five years. I
have heen an advocate in the Industrial

Court for the railway employves and I was
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a union official for a considerable time,
fighting the policy of hon. members oppo-

site when they were in power. By virtue
of that experience, I know the danger of
advocating the policy of the Communist
Party. The desire behind the speeches of
hon. members opposite this morning was to
destroy arbitration, to endeavour to incite
the public servants, and to encourage them
to believe that the members of the Indus-
trial Court—Mr. Justice Webb and Messys.
T. A. Ferry and W. J. Riordan—had not
done the right thing'by them. Their speeches
suggest that if the court does not do what
they want, they should have a “go’” at
the Government. I repeat that the Govern-
ment believe in arbitration, as does every
common-sense man or woman in the State
and the Commonwealth.

We have Lknown what communistic
influences have done. We have known cases
where arbitration has been destroyed, and
whether hon. members opposite have done
it innccently or otherwise, the fact remains
that their spceches are really in advocacy
of communistic principles, A fair analysis

‘of their words will disclose that if they

mean anyvthing at all it is, “If you cannot
get a thing justly and by the proper means,
then you must get it by some other means.”

What is that other means? It is to get
rid of the present system and substitute

something else. What is that something
else that they desire to substitute? It is
direct action. I have had great expericnce
in these matters, and I know that in the
public service, as elsewhere, an attempt is
being made to create a feeling of distrust.
This must be accentuated by the statements
emanating froem hon. members opposite’
I regret, as I am surc does every decent-
minded citizen in the State, the statements
made by hon. members opposite to-day in
favour of direct action and repudiation of
the Industrial Court by public servants,
and their endeavour to create a feeling of
want of confidence in the Industrial Court
and to throw the responsibility on the
Government, :

In reply to the innuendo in the remark
(‘J‘f the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Have a look at the Estimates,” that Mr.
Justice Webh and Messrs. T. A. Ferry and

. J. Riordan gave a decision coineiding
with the amount allocated by the Govern-
ment., I am sure the Premier and Treasurer
will be here to-day to give the hon. gentle-
man the lie direct.

Wo have had newspapers advocating the
40-hour week and saying that the Govern-
ment should bring it about. Vet when the
employees of those newspapers went to the
court with a claim for a 40 hour weel, the
hewspaper owners fought the claim on the
question of their ahbility to pay. I suggest

again that what has been done by the
-Government was not done by 1on, members
opposite. ‘

3],1‘.‘ Brayp: Why are vou justifying
them ? ’ T

CMre. McLHAN: I am justifving
tion asx a
of direct

arbitva
the hon. membor’s sugzestion
ction and communistic princinles.
[Opposition interruption.)

The CHAIRMAN:

Mr. MoLBEAN: The Federal Governmont.
supported by hon. members oppos gave
£7.000.550 to the shipping componiss’ com-
bine and to the big insurance companies

Mr. McLean.]

Order !
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and the wealthy taxpayers by way of tax
remissions, while they restored to the old-
age pensioners a sum of only £3,000,000.
Yet hon. members opposite come to "this
Chamber and ask this Government why we
did not give the public servants back their
salary reductions, in face of the decision of
the Industrial Court!

I was never against high wages,
all their talk about purchasing power, hon.
members  opposite  howled against the
Government when we desired to increase the
number of emplovees. The Leader of the
Opposition asked why the farmer was taxed
while we employed 3, 900 odd extra emplorees
in the public service. That was made neces-
sary by the reduction of hours. Although
he ked why expenditure should bo
increased, he comes here to-day to ask why
the public servants do not get increased
wages and salaries, He cannot cat his cake
and have it at the same time. Neither can
hon. members opposite logically advocate
in the country a reduction of taxation and
a reduction of wages, when they come to
this Assembly to ‘endeavour fo  embarrass
the Government in regard to a restoration
of wages and salaries to State Government
employces when the Government properly
left the matter to the court.

BRAND (Zsis) [12.15 p.m.]: The hon.
membel for Bundabmg has acoused me of

but, for

advocating dircet action and espousing
communistic prineiples.
HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : IHear, hear!

Mr. BRAND
lie direct.
gestion,

Mr. Waters: You are running away ROW.
Mr. BRAND: I

: T give that statement tha
I did not make any such sug-

am not running away

at all. The hon. member for Kelvin Grove
can do all the running away from our
gentleman friend in the lobby. I say

definitely that the Parliament of Queensland
has made certain salary cuts, and that in
the absence of any justice to the publie
service it is the duty of the Government
to make restoration. I quoted in support of
my argument a statement made by Mr.
Bond, as secretary of one of the unions con-
cerned. For the hon. member for Bundaberg
to endeavour to throw a smoke screen over
his support of the decision of the court is
not in keeping with the high principles of
the Labour Party.

Mr. Power: Do you deny that your party
asked for the second vote of the Com-
munists in the Bowen by-election?

Mr. BRAND: The hon. member for
Baroona s very facetious this morning.

{Government interruption.)
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. BRAND:

my electorate.
Mr. Powsr:
Mr. BRAND: I know of none. T know

that in the Bowen by-election the Labour

Party had a compromise with the Com-

munist Party to exchange preferences, and

that they received them.
Mr., Powkr: That is not so.
the arrangement to get thein.
Mr. BRAND: What I have said is the
case, and the Labour candidate for Bowen
received the second preferences of the com-

[Mr. McLean.

I have no Communists in

Bow do you know?

You had
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munistic candidate.  The hon. member is
only being facetious, BIy advocacy in this
Chamber this morning is in keeping with
the just thought of pubhc servants through-
out the State, and my attitude is one that
public servants are expecting the Government
to adopt.

Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert) [12.17 p.m.]:
On this vote I desire to talke the oppor-
tunity of placing before the Committes the
position of prospective producers at the pre-
sent time. There is no occasion for me
to refer to statements made by the hon.
member for Bundaberg. He worked himself
into a state of frenzy, and evidently thought
that the best speech he could make would
be one that blamed everybody else for what
had happened, even to the extent of accus-
ing hon. members on this side of being
communistic. That, of course, is not true.

This vote draws attention to the Govern-
ment’s need of a further sum of £4,200,000
in order to carry on, and to the fact that
the need must be met by raising that sum
of money. Their request reminds us of the
cost of government and the method of rais-
ing money needed for administrative pur-
poses.

What is the position of many of the people
who are called upon to contribute towards
this sum? All wealth comes from the soil.
In what condition are the people on the land ¥
How are they able to bear the present burden
of taxation? There has been a reasonably
good season in the sugar industry, yet the
people engaged in it are not altogether satis-
fied with their position. We also know that
the people in the cities are not satisfied. We
read of their complaints in the Press.
Whether they are right or wrong I do not
know. Gencrally speaking, the people as a
whole ave disturbed, but my object in rising
to speak on this question is to put in a plea
on behalf of the men on the land. the people
who produce the wealth of the State. The
residents of the city never seem to appreciate
the significance and the importance of pro-
duction in the country, and never try to
visualise the difficult conditions under which
the farmer works. He is isolated in many
cascs and he often has heavy financial obliga-
tions to carry. They are always with him,
but he carries on without grumbling very
much until, as a result of a leYlfTht he is
unable to help himself because fodder for his
stock is exhausted and his credit at the bank
is in jeopardy. The people in the cities do
not realise his ever-present difficulty. I am
delighted to kunow that the Secretary for
Af*ncu]{mo and Stock is visiting Warwick
to- dm with the object of helping the primary
ploducm in his difficultv. I am sure that the
deplorable state of the couniry now will be
a rcal cyeopencr to him. Most of the
farmers in the country are carrving over-
drafts in some form or other. and their land
is burdencd with all sorts of difficulties; and
when nature is unkind to them. as she has
been during the past two years, they are
unable to help themselves.

I agrce that the primary producer should
be asked to contribute some of his income
towards the cost of governing the State, bub
when he is unable to help himself on account
of circumstances over which he has no con-
trol, it is the duty of the rest of the com-
munity to make a gecnerous contribution
towards his as si%tan(’e There arc many
people in my electorate, and in other elec
torates, too, who cannot help themselves
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to-day. The Secretary for Agriculture and
Stock realises that because he proposes to
convene a conference of representatives from
such districts to consider what can be done
to help them. In many cases they are pro-
ducing the wealth of the country through
their dairy cows. These cows are their assets,
and if they are destroyed the production of
that wealth must ceasc. How can they be
expected to continue to produce wealth after
their assets have disappeared. even if won-
derful seasons follow? Their means of pro-
duction have disappeared for the time being,
and their loss of stock deprives them of the
means of meeting their obligations in the way
of bank interest, taxation, and payment to
local authorities.

I have often felt, and I feel now, too,
that the people in the city have not a true
conception of the difficulties that confront
the man on the land. I supposec that if I
lived in a city long enough I, teo, would for-
get all about these poor unfortunate beggars
outside. That is why T urge hon. members
to do something on behalf of the primary
producer, T urge them to warn the people
in the cities that they are suffering under
extreme difficulties. I must appeal to some-
one to help them during this critical drought,
and it appears to me that the Government
are the only people who can help them. We
have in this State a Co-operative Dairy Com-
panie< Association with which each co-opera-
tive (.a,ny company is associated. Tt has an
executive, and it is a non-political body.
Any uvgestlon made by it would be in the
best interests of the community as a whole.
I will give the Committee the names of the
members of the executive of this association.
These men are holding responsible positions,
and they have made a unanimous request
10 the Government. The names of the mem-
bers and the companies they represent are
as follows:—Mr. Hill, managing director,
{+ladstone Co-operative Association, 6 fac-
tories ; Mr. Mahoneyv, chairman, Maryvborough
Co-operative Association, 5 factories; Mr.
Cushon, director, Downs Dairy Association,

7 factories; Mr. Muller, f’halnnan Queens-
land Farmers’ Co-operative Association, 4
factories; Mr. Heading, chairman, South

Bumott Co-operative Association, 2 fa(‘torle%

Hornibrook, (hfmman Caboolture Dauv
As=ouat10n, 3 factories; Mr, Plunkett, chair-
man, Logan and A\belt Dairy Association,
1 factory. Total, 28.

1 am associated with the lastnamed organisa-
tion. This association is not a political body,

and its members are in direct contact every
da\ with the conditions that operate through-
out the dairying districts of Quecnsland.

First, they passed a resolution asking the
§0c1ctnv for Agriculture and Stock to forgo
the precept of £4 000 per annum that his
department receives from the dauwno mdm-
try. They feel that the industry is in such
a parlous conditien that the «erartment
shonld forgo this amount. Another motion
that was pd»icd unanimously was that the
Government be asked to assist the dairying
industry financially to enable farmers to
keep the balance of their cattle alive. If
we do not do something immediately, a
great many more stock will die. It is impera-
tive that we should prevent (he loss of a
national asset in the form of dairy cattle.

A subsidy-loan could not be advanced for
a more useful purpose than to enable farmers
to save their dairy cattle. T hope the con-
ference that sits next week will ask the
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Secretary for Agriculture and Stock for a
subsidy-loan. If such a loan can be made
available—and T have no doubt it can be—it
will result in a great benefit to this State.
Tt is no use talking about water or fodder
conservation during the drought; it is impera-
tive that something should be done—done
now.

The Minister has explained that there was
a misunderstanding in regard to the Farmers’
Assistance (Debts Adjustment) Act. The
Queensland farmers have not received any,
assistance yet, and I appreciate the fact that
the Minister has given notice of the intro-
duction of a measure to make that relief
available to them. I hope it will be passed
quickly in order that many of our farmers
will be able to get their debts adjusted and
thus be enabled to carry on.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
It was put on the business-sheet to-day.

Mr. PLUNKETT :
but at the same time I say
belated.

The CHATRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order on this resolution in anti-
cipating discussion on proposed legislation.

Mr. PLUNKETT : I apologise. I did not
wish to speak on it except that it dovetails
in with my contention that something must
be done to_help the dairying industry of
Queensland in its present position. I impress
on the members of this Assembly, irrespec-
tive of party—I am not concerned about
that—the need of a co-operative effort being
made by Governments, through Parliament,
if desned 10 assist these primary producers.
If that is done relief will have been afforded
to one of the national industries of Aus-
tralia. I do not desire to quote figures of
its value, but my hope is that the few words
I have sald will inspire hon. members to
take vigorous and immediate action. There
is no need for me to paint a harrowing picture
of the existing conditions—hon. members who
have to travel through the countryside
during the week ends know only oo well
what they are like—but, I repeat, there is
nothing that requires the immediale attention
of Governments more than the dairying
industry. It can only be done in one way,
and I sincercly hope that after Tuesday next
the Minister will find that way, with the
ald of the Government, of making available
substantial subsidy-loans,

Mr. FOLEY (Normanby) [12.31 p.m.]: In
connection with the Animals and Birds Trust
Account, I find that there is no power to
make use of the amount collected from the
royalty, imposed some years ago, on opossum
skins.  The late Mr. Gillies was responsible
for the passing of the Act, the underlying
intention of which was that the funds raised
would be used for the building up of the
industry or improving it wherever possible.
The Treasurer’s Tables disclose a credit in
that account of £71.861 at the 30th June,
1836, and the royaltics for the rccent open
scason, calculated on the mumber of skins,
amounts to approximately £23,000, increasing
the medlt of the fund by that amount. Inas-

I appreciate that fact;
1 think it is

much as the Minister administering the
Animals and Birds Acts has not control
over this fund, that can be treated as

merely a nominal credit.
of the Act only £2.000 a year has been
used for its administration and the
greater amount of the fund is apparently

Mr. Foley.)

Since the passage
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used for other purposes. I have no know-
ledge as to whether the money is actually
in hand, but men who trap opossums in the
open seasons as a means of livelihood, paying
to the Government a royalty of 5 per cent.
on the wvalue of the ns, desire that the
amount of the royalty be used by the Govern-

ment in building up and stabilising the
industry. Much could be done in this
respect. Opossums abound in the SBpringsure

district, and big monecy is made there by the
trappers, but therc only one ranger is allotted
to this and the Rolleston district. This lone
ranger patrols an immense area extending
to Alpha, Jericho, and Clermont, an area
that cannot be successfully patrolled by onc
man. Illicit trappers operate, and during
this last open season the recognised trappers
found on reaching sites applied for that in
almost every instance others had been there
beforehand. They found it very difficult to
carry on their work, as they had to keep
moving at short intervals. There is an
illieit trade all the year round because of
the inadequate supervision in these districts.
T5 control them properly requires the ser-
vices of four or five rangers, but apparently
there is some obstacle in the way of the
appointment of an additional number.
To-day we have a certain firm purchasing
skins cheaply, enclosing them in wool packs,
and forwarding them overseas in that way.

Mr. Tavror: That is virtually smuggling.

Mr. FOQLEY : Yes. a goond deal of.that is
going on because of lack of supervision. If
the Minister had more control over this fund,
or if he was allowed to set aside an amount
each year for the purpose of building up the
industry, much better results would accrue
and more satisfaction would be created
amongst the men who contribute this enor-
mous sum of money. A fund of £90,000
odd has been built up over a number of
vears, but a very small portion indeced has
been put back in the industry each year.
Some of this money could be used to trans-
port live opossums from places where they
are plentiful to areas where they are now
extinet. This could be done during the
close season, and in the course of a very
few years it would be possible to carry
on trapping operations in those areas to
which the live animals had been trans-
ferred. By that means a valuable indus-
try could be established in the State. Last
season I think something like 2,000,000
skins were won in Queensland, the value
being between £300,000 and £400.000. If
that money could be circulated in the State
every second year, it iz obvious that the
benefit to the State would be considerable.
This year the Unemployment Relief Tax
Fund ~ benefited by between £6,000 and
£8,000 in addition to the bencfits enjoyed
by those station hands and labourers who
were able to supplement their meagre earn-
ings by trapping for a few months. I
commend to the Government the sugges-
tion that some consideration be given to
the men who contribute to this fund by
a'lowing the Minister a greater amount to
be nged in building up the industry.

This money could be used with great
advantage in another way. I made this
suggestion some years ago, but it was

turned down by Mr. Macgregor, who was
later appointed Trade Commissioner in
Canada. Fle investigated the matter and
found that there were certain difficulties,
such as storage for long periods and the

[Hr. Foley.
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maintenance of a staff. But with a fund
of £80,000 it should be possible to establish

a pooling system whereby arrangements
could be made to dispose of the skins
through one selling agency overseas, This

money could he used as a first advance to
trappers, and after the sale of the skins
through the poo!l a dividend could be returned
to them. 1 feel confident that in this way a
good deal more money would be circulated
among the men engaged in the industry than
is the case to-day. I remember that in one
season a few years ago the catch was about
1,500,000 skins, and the average price
received by the trapper in Queensland was
445, a dozen, while the average price received
in London was 10s. a skin. Of the total
amount received for skins in London the
trappers in Queensland lest approximately
£396,000 during that season berause the busi-
ness was conducted through brokers and
agents. That system still obtains. In my dis-
trict one agent, who did not spend one night
in the bush or experience any of the hard-
ships suffered by the trappers, received a
cheque for well over £1,000, while the trappers
received probably only £100 each. The com-
mission paid to the agent for grading the
skins and forwarding them to Brisbane
was well over £1,000 for one scason! That
is going on all over the State. What is
required 1s a pooling system so that the
skins could be forwarded direct to a central
agency here in Brisbane, properly graded,
and forwarded to London and sold there as
is done at present, so that the full return
would go to the trappers instead of to
the agents and brokers, who do not do
any of the actual work of the industry.
This £80,000 would be a very useful fund
for the purpose of first payments and other
necessary expenditure.

I know that there are some difficulties,
such as the need for fairly extensive storage
facilities and a staff of graders who would
be needed for only two or three months of
the year. I take it, however, that they could
be drafted into other Government depart-
ments when there was no grading work to
do. The result of such a system would be
that the trappers would get a full return,
and the profits would not go to brokers in
Australia and Tondon and America. I
offer  these suggestions to the Minister
administering the Animals and Birds Acts,
so that he can get a larger amount of money
from the fund and put it back into the
industry for its improvement.

Mr. POWER (Baroona) [12.44 p.m.}: The
speeches of hon. members opposite this
morning on this Bill can be compared with
a boarding-house stew. They all contain the
same Ingredients, though they may be dished
up in different ways. The Leader of the
Oppesition during this debate has charged
the Government with failure to carry out
their election promises. That is rather
amazing from the hon. gentleman, who was
a momber of a Government that disrcgarded
every promise made at election times, and
repudiated every contract that it could pos-
sibly repudiate. Yet, such a party have
the temerity to accuse this Covernment of
not carrying out their election promises!
The Government were elected in 1932 on the
policy speech made by the Promier, and were
re-elected last vear, showing that the people
werce satisfied that any promises we made
were honourably carried out. That is further
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indicated by the fact that the strength of
the Government Party has becn considerably
increased.

An attempt has been made to make politi-
cal capital out of the position of the Indus-
trial Court in connestion with the claim by
the public service unions for increases, This
Government are not responsible for the deci-
sion of the Industrial Court.

Mr. EpwarDps: They made a pretty good
guess what 1t would be,

Mr. POWER: If the hon, member for
Nanango will get up and make a charge
against the members of the Industrial Court

and not indulge in innuendoes——(Interrup-
tion.)

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. POWER : If he will say that influences
have been brought to bear bv the Govern-

ment, he will be showing a man’s spirit.
Hon. members on the other side of the
{*hamber are making reflections on the
court, but they are not prepared to tell

us what is in the back of their minds. The

Yovernment are not responsible for the deci-
sion of the Industrial Court. We as a
Government stand solidly behind arbitration
and always have done so.

Mr. Epwarps: You do not always stand
behind arbitration.

Ir. POWER: The facts of the case were
put before the court by the representatives
of the unions and the representative of the
Government as well, and the decision has
been given by the court on the facts placed
before them. We are not responsible for
what has taken place. If the court had
given the decision to restore the whole of
the amounts taken away by the Moore
(Government, this Government would have
been hard hit. The present difficult finan-
cial position is in no small measure the
consequence of the Moore Government’s
action in wasting the £5,000,000 that was
in the Treasury when they took control, and
in creating record deficits during their time
of office. If those deficits had not been
incurred, we might not be in the position
of being unable to restore the salary reduc-
tions in full.

The court has given the decision. The
Government do not legislate for one section
of the community or one part of the State.
They have to do the best they can for all
the people of Queensland with the limited
amount of money that is available. As I
said a few days ago, if the Commonwealth
Government would withdraw from some of
the fields of taxation from which they draw
money that contributes to their huge sur-
pluses. and would allow the State to step
in, Queensland’s position would be very
different from what it is.

I was very interested in the remarks of
the hon, member for Albert concerning tho
plight of the men on the land, and it is
pleasing to lnow that the Government have
the matter in hand and that practical sug-
wgestions for the alleviation of their conditions
will be made at an early date.

During the debate it was stated that the
Opposition were allied with the Communist
Party, and the hon. member for Isis rose
at the first opportunity to deny the accusa-
tion. He also said that during the Bowen
by-election the Labour Palty advised its
supporters to give their preference vote to
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the Communist candidate. I rose principally
to deal with’ that matter, because I took
part in the Bowen by- olection, and I can
say quite candidly and definitely, here and
now, that the anti-Labour Opposition, the
Country Party candidate, Mr. \1a1tin, and
the Leader of the O“)pOs]thn were advocat-
ing that the (2) vote be given to the
Cotnmunist Party, and went so far as having
their cards printed asking the people of
Bowen to vote—

(1) Martin
(2) Paterson.

I can produce the card showing that that
was done,

Mr. Marer: Did you say that I advocated
that ?

Mr. POWER: 1
advocated it.

My, MauER: I demand a withdrawal, Mr
Chairman. deny it. I took part in the
Bowen by-clection and never at any time
did I advocate that the No. 2 preference
be given to the Communist Party.

The CHAIRMAN : I listened very care-
fully to the hon. member for Baroona, and
so far as I could learn he certainly made
no such accusation against the Leader of
the Opposition,

Mr. MAHER :
mentioned.

Mr. POWER: T oaid that members of
the party advocated the support of the
Communist Party during the Bowen by-
election, and I repeat that statement. I also
said that © How to Vote ” cards were printed
showing (1) Martin and (2) Paterson.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
And they were authorised.

Me. POWER: Yes, they were authorised.
That was necessary to comply with the
Elections Acts. They were authorised by the
organiser at the +time. I think Mr.
McDonald’s name was at the bottom, I am
not quite sure. They were for Mr. Martin.

Myr. Nickuin: Mr, Martin was not our
candidate.

Mr. POWER: Smith was the candidate.
I can produce the card, because I was
there taking part in the by-election, I go
further, and say that the Opposition Party
are prepmed to ally themselves with any
party whatever so long as they can defeat
the Government, and they have done it on
more than one occasion. I also know this:
That the Opposition Party contributed
funds towards the payment of the deposit
by Mr. Carrigan, the Lang Party candidate,
during the last by-election in Brisbane.

Mr. MOORE (dubigny) [12.51 p.m.]: The
Government wzrc asking for a large sum of

say that your party

I thought T heard my name

money, and it should be well spent if we
are to have prosperity in  Queensland.
There is one thinz that I have carefully

noted for some time, and that is the extra-
ordinary growth in the revenue f10m unem-
ployment relief tax. During this session hon,
members opposite have consmtently argued
that this amount should be maintained, so

that employment may be given by the
State. I should like hon. members to cast
their minds back to the time when the

Income (Unemplovment Relief) Tax Act was
passed, 1o consider the purpose for which

Mr. Moore.]
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it was passed and look at what is happen-
ing to-day. These figures will give some
idea of what is taking place in connection
with that Act—

Incone (UseamproyMextT REepier) Tax  Acts,
1830-35.
Salaries
Salaries Paid from
Paid from| Chief Income
Income Oftfice jother than
-— from Reliet Income Total.
Employ- | Rations from
ment, Employ-
ment.
£ £ £ £
1931-32 20,000 .. 1,965 21,965
1932-33 23,000 306 1,723 25,029
1933-34 33,000 9,560 3,042 45,602
1934-35 39,064 12,000 5,309 56,373
1085-36 44 640 17,072 7.641 69,353
1936-37 18477 | 21,190 9,466 | 79,123
Hon. members will notice that in 1931-22

there were no payments for the administra-
tion of relief rations at head office, and that
that payment first appeared in 1932-33,
when the amount was £306. They should
also obscrve how the Government got into
their stride in connection with this expendi-
ture 1 1933-34, and the big jumps that took
place in the staff from year to year.

At 1254 p.m.,

Mr., O’KEeere (Cairas), one of the panel
of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chair-
man in the chair.

Mr. MOORE: Just imagice that pro-
gression of figures. The total administra-
tive expenditure of £21,965 for the year 1931-
32 had gone up to £79,133 in 1936-37, in spite
of the fact that the Government claim that
unemployment has been reduced from 19.9
per cent to 7.7 per cent.

Mr. Coruins: 5.7 per cent. now.

Mr. MOORE: That makes it all tho
worse. If unemployment has been reduced
to that extent why should the administra-
tive cxpenditure rise from £21,965 in 1931-32
to £79,133 in 1936-37? Let us look at the
other side of the ledger. This was the
expenditure from this department on ration
relief and wages and supervision—

Wages and
—_— Ration Super- Total.
Relief. vision.
1951-32 .. .. 808,035
1932-33 150,000 | 1,500,000 | 1,650,000
1933-34 200,000 | 1,411,000 | 1,611,000
1984-35 .. 350,000 | 1,515,627 | 1,865,627
1935-36 .. 225,000 | 1,664,947 [*2,520 047
1936-37 (Lst.) 300,000 | 1,440,000 (12,518,000

* Including subsidies to other departments,
£640,000.

T Including subsidies to other departments,
£778,000
My, Cotrixs: Is  that taken from
“ Ieonomic News ' ?
Hr. Jessox: No doubt it hurts the hon.
member,
Mr. MCORE: The hon. member is the

one who should be hurt if the ‘“Iiconomic
News ' states that unemployment has been

[Hr. Moore.
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reduced to the extent that is claimed. If
the number of unemployed has been reduced
to such an extent the hon. member should
be hurt at the wasteful cxtravagance that
is going on. If there has been such a
decicase in  unemployment, why all the
increzse in the cost of administration?

Does it not seem an extraordinary thing
that if the tremendous decrease that is
asserted by the Government to be taking
place month by month in the number of
unemployed, we should have this enormously
increasing expenditure in arithmetical pro-
gression one way downwards and the other
way up?  Does 1t not call for some inquiry?
There is a certain amount called subsidy
and a certain amount transferred to revenue,’
and nobody knows what the amounts are, We
found out yesterday—the information was
dragged from the Minister piece by picce,
after the Minister had delivered a pane-
gyric on the generosity of the Secretary
for Labour and Industry in giving him
£160,000——

Mr. Corriys: Does not the Public Estate
Improvement Branch’s work relieve unem-
ployment ?

Mr. MOORE: What T am thinking of is:
What is the need of keeping up this
enormous tax on the people of Queensland
and putting it into a capital fund? Why
should the people be taxed on income with
a £78 exemption in order that a capital
fund can be built up to give a subsidy-loan
to local authorities, or to give £100,000 for
development loans to graziers and sclectors?
Why should that sort of thing be allowed to
go on? Why should the people be taxed
for it? Why should they be taxed to pay
interest and redemption on the subsidies
given previously?

Mr. Jessox: That is only a bogy the
hon. member is raising.

Mr. MOORE: It is all right for the hon.
member to make such a remark, but the
people to-day are paying these taxes. Indus-
try 18 paying and it is being hampered
because it has to pay.

Mr. Jessox: You are the only one squeal-
ing. You are saying that for purposes of
political propaganda.

Mr. MOORE : The hon., member may say
that, but it does not matter much. It is
like the explanation the hon. member made
yesterday of what he said the. day before.
It does not make the slightest difference
to anybody, although the hon. member
imagined that what he said was going to
alter the destinies of Quecensland. The atti-
tude of the hon. member is like that of a
fly lighting on to a wheel and saying,
“ Look at me making this wheel go round.”

The po:ition is as I have stated, and it
ought to be investigated by hon. members
interest of the people at

heart.
At 2 p.m.,
The CrATRMAY resumed the chair.
Mr. MOORE: In connection with the

extraordinary increase in the administration
expenses of the Department of Labour and
Industry and the unemployment relief tax,
the most sericus aspeet is the alteration in
the vocations of people in various districts.
They are being taken from their ordinary
vocations and put on (Government relief
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work. A chairman of a shire in a country
district interviewed me and intimated that
the authority had finished its subsidy-loan
works. He asked, *“ What chance is there of
getting cither more subsidy-loan work or
main roads work, and giving the fifty men
we have had employed some work? > T asked
“ Are thesc local men?”” and was answered
in the affirmative, *“ What did they do befor:
the council was granted subsidy-loans?”’
He replied, “ They were local men doing
ordinary work about the place. They took
jobs pulling corn. gettinv timber, firewood,
and other jobs,” T said, “Surely thev can do
the same sort of work agam? 77 4 Oh, ’ he
said, ¢ they will not take that now rlhey
want mther subsidy-loan work or main roads
“OAI& This is the sort of thing that is

being brought about by the policy of the
Qmelnmﬂnt in making available subsidy-
loans. Men are beln0 drawn away from
their ordinary vocations.

Mr. WaTERS : In other words, the workers
arc to be exploited and given 5s. a day.

Mr. MOORE: It may be called exploiting,
but the hon. member cats the food grown
and there are men on thc land that arve leav-
ing their jobs in order to fmd employment
on these works. They are being drawn oif
the land, and if there is any exploltatlon
it is that of the w orkers in the cities who
will have to pay more for what they eat.
That is the position. Numbers of them will
g their work on the land, less and
s produce will be grown, and the supply
will be less than the demand. The worker
will have to pay more for his produce. The
Government are destroving the balance of
occupation by providing a different class of
voraticn on more attractive terms. All these
factors .nust be taken into consideration. It
is noy an advantage to the State thai a
Governmert should draw people from their
ordinary veeations and find them employ-
ment in woriks that are financed by taxing
the people. It is making it difficult for
industry to function and find employment for
them. That is what is happening to- day.

Mr. Warers: That is not a fact.

Mr. MOORE: It must be a fact.
Mr. Warers: It is not.

Mr. MOORE: The hon. member for Cook
suggested that the percentage of unemploy-
ment was now down to 5.7, whereas it had
been 19.9. Tf the perwntage is now 5.7 we
are in a better position than we were in
1929 when the unemployment relief tax was
not in existence.

My, Warers: What is your alternative?

Mr. MOORE: My alternative is to give
¢neouragement to private industry by reduc-
ing the tax rather than of collecting it, and
giving people Government and local autho-
11t3 cmployment by means of subsidics.

Mr, WATERS interjected.

Mr. MOORE: Can the hon. member
justify the position? Last year unemploy-
ment relicf taxation totalled £2,494,637—a
sum greater than income tax collectlonb_ﬁand
the expenditure amounted to £2,653,182, or
£158,000 more than weas collected. The
amount collected was greater than that from
income taxation, and there was an cxemption
of only £78! Smeiv there must be an end
to all this! The unemploxmcnt percentage
was only 7.9 in 1829, and it is now suggested
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that it has dropped to 5.7. There cannot be
any justification for continuing this enormous
taxation, which is really a reduction in the
piuohasm power of the people. The Govern-
ment are endeavouring to bring employment
down to the basis of Government employ-

ment, and that is quite wrong.
The suggestion has been made that we
made the accusation that the Industrial

Court had been dictated to. It was contended
that it must be left free and untrammelled
We made no such charges against the Gov orn-
mont nevertheless, the Government wero
particularly accurate, according to the Esfi-
mates, in anticipating the extra cost the
judgment would cause. There are not manv
places in the Hstimates where one can find
out what is in the mind of the Government,
but there ave a few. On page 14 we find that
there arve two parliamentary draftsmen, the
salaries of whmn totalled £1,730 in 1935-36,
the total reductién in salary being £305,
Tn 1936-37 there was an increase of £20,
making the total salaries £1,750, and the
recductions £221, or an anticipated restora-
tion in salaries of £84. That is roughly a
reduction in salary of 2s. 7d. in the £1 last
year, and an anticipated reduction of 2s. 2d.
m the £1 this year, cr a restoration of 5d.
in the £1. Take the office of the Registrar
of Friendly Societies, where the highest salary
is £430. There ave seven employces whose
salaries total £1.675, and the anticipated
reduction is £180, rvoughly 2s. 2d. in the
£1. Last year there was one more highly-
paid official. He received £425, and the
total salaries for that ycar were £1,522, with
a reduction of £153, or a reduction of 2s.
in the £1.

The TrREASURER: I rise to a point of order
on the ground that the hon. member who
has just resumed his seat is discussing the
question of increased salaries to Crown
cmployees. That matter is before the Indus-
trial Court at the present time. That court
has given a decision on genecral principles,
but the application of those principles has
still to be made. In other words, all the
respective awards have yet to be made and
are under consideration, and before the
court at the present time. My point of
order, therefore, is that the debate on these
matters is ocut of order on the ground that
matters that are sub judice should not be
the subject of discussion in Committee or in
the House.

The CHAIRMAN: The ordinary rule is
as stated by the Premier. My difliculty, of
course, is this: The statements that so far
have been made by hon. members of the
Opposition, and by hon. members on my
right as well, have been made in the public
Press by officials of public service unions.
Mr. Boud, Mr. Bolger, and some other
officials  of public service wunions have
definitely criticised a certain decision. Of
course, I can hardly allow members of Par-
liament to be stultified if uniens and mem-
bers of the public are to be allowed to make
comments and criticisms through the public
Press.

The TREASURER Speaking to a further
point of order, I desire to point out that
this Parliament is not concerned with what
newspapers may publish, or what people
out-ide may do. This Parliament is governed
by the Standing Orders of Parliarsent and
parliame ta1vptdctice. Parliamentary prac-
tice prescribes that matters that are pending
or before a court shall not be Lh\‘ mb;ocb

Hon. W. Forgan Smith.]
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of debate. What people outside may do is
not governed by the Standing Orders of
Parliament. There is a vast difference
between the two things. Is it not obvious
that if matters pending before a court are
the subject of discussion in Parliament, they
are subjected to influence one way or the
other? DParliamentary practice is the result
of experience, and is based on sound prin-
ciples. The inviolability and the independ-
ence of courts is an essential part of our
Constitution, and if matters that are pending
before the court or that are the subject for
decision by a court are debatable in Parlia-
ment, then, to the extent that they are
debatable in Parliament we are destroying
the inviolability of the courts. After a
decision is given by a court the matter is
no longer pending, and it is open for Parlia-
ment to discuss it. Take, for example, the
Dickson award made many years ago by the
court, After that was given by the court
and the matter was finalised, the then hon.
member for Mirani moved that the decision
of the judge should be set aside by Order in
Council. Anything done by the court on
awards generally will be subject to discussion
after the awards are made, preferably in
the form of a debate on a substantive motion.
My point is that in accord with parliamen-
tary practice it is mproper to discuss matters
pending or before the court. To do so affects
the independence of the court and is contrary
to sound practice. The fact that people
outside Parliament make statements and the
Press publishes them has no bearing on
the question. We are governed by parlia-
mentary practice and the Standing Orders.
The people who are making statements
outside are advocates before the court. The
newspapers are entitled to report cases before
the court and the advocacy of those advo-
cates, just as they do in a criminal trial,
where the newspaper is entitled to report
evidence given by witnesses and the case
put forward by counsel. It does not follow
that because the matter is published in the
Press Parliament should debate it. The
point of order I take is sound, and in accord-
ance with parliamentary practice, and a
departure from it, in my view, means quite
definitely a degradation of the standards
of Parliament,

Mr. MAHER (West Moreton) 1214 p.m.]:
On the point of order, I should like to say
that I think we have reached rather an
extraordinary position when union advocates
who are especially interested in a case such
as this make public statements, and news-
papers publish leading articles and news
items relating to it, and any one who cares
may use the correspondence columns of the
newspapers to discuss it—all debating ad lib
the «decision of the Industrial Court—but
Parliament cannot discuss it. The decision
of the court has already been given. If it is
a matter of implementing the scheme or
applying the judgment to the public service,
that is only giving effect to the decision.
Everyone knows what the decision is and
what it means. It is an extraordinary thing
if people outside can talk about the decision
as much as they like while the representatives
of the people in this Chamber are ham-
stringed. Parliamentary practice, if it brings
that state of affairs about, is entirely wrong,
and the sooner it is altered the better. I
think we should have freedom of expression,
and that the Treasurer is ill advised to raise
the point. I think that the Chairman of Com-

[Hon. W. Forgan Smith.
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mittees has taken the right stand: That there
should be freedom ol expression in this Parlia-
ment on a matter of importance. If hon.
members wish to express themselves on a
matter of public interest they should be able
to do so while the matter is being discussed.
Even if the Treasurer is able to rely on
parliamentary practice in this matter, it is
regrettable that he is pressing the point.

The CHAIRMAN: My information is
that the question before the Industrial Court,
as submitted by the public service unions, is
not yct completed. If that is so I have to
uphold the point of order raised by the
Treasurer, as the matter is sub judice.

Mr. MOORE: I am not talking about the
court at all. What I am saying is found on
page 119 of the Estimates. The employees
under the Income (Unemployment Relief)
Tax Acts are shown, The appropriation for
their salaries for 1935-36 was £8,588, less a
reduction of £947.

The TreasurrEr: That is occasioned by
automatic increases, chiefly.

Mr. MOORE : In the next column, 1936-37.
we have a similar salary set out. There is
an increase of four in the number of clerks
and an increase of one in the clerk-typists.
The amount is £10,487, and the reductior
in salary is £1,021.

The TreASURER: The amount on the Esti-
mates for increases in salaries is £63,000 i
round figures. The decision, as it is cal-
culated so far, will cost us £130,000. The
increased cost of wages will have to be set
out in supplementary estimates,

Mr. MOORE: I am not concerned abouf
what will be the extra cost when final
effect is given to the decision of the court.
I am concerned about its application to
the hon. gentleman’s own Estimates. The

total reduction in salaries in 1935-36 was
£947 in that branch. They were all low
salaries.

Mr. Jessox: On what page of the Esti-
mates?

Mr. MOORE: On page 119. The total
salaries for 1935-36 were $£8,588 and the
reductions £947. Then, in the next column,
showing the amount required for 1936-37,
the salaries amount to £10,487 and the
reductions £1,021. I am only pointing out
that the anticipated restoration in respect
of that class of salary was 2d. in the £1.
The reduction was, roughly, 2s. 2d. in the
£1 last year, and this year it is 2s. in the
£1. Therefore, the anticipated restoration
of salaries was 2d. in the £1.

Myr. Grepson: What are you trying to
show ?
Mr. MOORE: I am showing that in

respect of the lower salaries the Govern-
ment anticipated a restoration of 2d. in
the £1 and that in respect of higher salaries:
they anticipated a restoration of 5d. in
the £1. I am only taking the position as
it appears in the HEstimates themselves.

Mr. Duxstax: Your speech has no refer-
ence to the point of order.

Mr. MOORE: No, not at all. I am only
pointing out the anticipations or the guess-
ings of the Government.

Mr. McLeax: You are retracting.

Mr. MOORE: The hon.
gested that hon. members on

member
this

sug-
side:
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had suggested that the court had been
intimidated or that there had been collusion.
I am pointing out that by a coincidence
the CGovernment expected the same ratio
of restoration in 1934 and in 1836-37. I am
pointing out what the Government antici-
pated. That is all. That does not mean
that there has been collusion, but it does
show that minds run on a similar plane,
taking all the facts into consideration. I
suppose the court is just the same as the
Government, and that it takes into con-
sideration the index figure of the cost of
living and all that sort of thing when it
comes to fixing wages, and that when the
Government prepare their Kstimates they
also take into consideration what the court
takes inte consideration. I’ossibly the same
basis would be adopted in fixing the wages.
I am only pointing that out.

Mr. Jessox: What is your objection?

Mr. MOORE: That by an extraorvdinary
coincidence the Government’s anticipations
coincide with what has already been pub-
lished.

Mr. JEssoN: Are you sure about that?

Mr., MOORE: Yes.

The SrcrETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
They do not coincide.

Mr. MOORE: Then I cannot help it. I
am taking definite instances.

The SEcrReTARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Two out of thousands.

Mr. MOORE: I should like the Minis-
ter to go through the Xstimates and
examine the cases that are applicable. If
there are high and low salaries in the one
section it is difficult to arrive at my con-
clusion. One can sce the anticipations where
there are only two salaries, one at £1,100
a year and the other at £650 a year, and
when we come to page 119 we find that the
highest salary is £425. The same applies
to friendly societies on page 51. The HEsti-
mates provide for a deputy registrar at a
salary of £320 a year, for one clerk at
£300 and three at £225. Then there is a
record assistant and a clerk-typist at £230.
They are all low salaries. They give you

a guide. But you cannot get a_guide where
there are both high and low salaries
together. I have taken the salaries that

I have mentioned only because they serve
as a basis and as a guide to the intentions
and anticipations of the Government.
There is nothing sinister in taking the salaries
of those particular officers. Previously I
had looked through the Budget with the
object of trring to find out the anticipations
of the Government and of arriving at a
basis of calculation. In looking through
the Estimates it is somewhat difficult in
places to sece the restorations that were
anticipated by the Government. I wanted
to find a place where I could get a basis
to work on and that is why I have taken
the pages that T have mentioned. I have
pointed out exactly what the Government
anticipated. The Treasurer said that he
was 100 per cent. out in his anticipation
because he thought that the restorations
would amount to £65.000, whercas they are
going to cost £130,000. I was only taking
the basis of his anticipations.

Mr, Jrssox: You were insinuating, were
you not?

Mr. MOORE: You can call it insinuation
it you like. Cne endeavours to look through
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the Hstimates in an intelligent way to find
out the basis on which the Government are
preparing them. That was what I was try-
ing to do. I wanted to find out on what
basis they anticipated reductions or increases.
The easiest place I could find a =atisfactory
solution of that question was the ones I
quoted because they were salaries of a similar
size. It shows what was in the mind of the
CGrovernment.

I have an advertisement here—1 could only
sce one—that was used by our party can-
didate at the rccent Bowen election, but 1
cannot see anything on it about the second
vote,

A GovirNmenT MEMBER interjected.

Mr. MOORE: The only card I saw was
Mr. Paterson’s, and he advised his supporters
to give their second preference to Labour.

Mr. GLEDsoN: The advertisement appealed
to the Communists for their second vote.

Mr. MOORE : Not in that advertisement.

Mr., Grzpsox: Yes.

Mr. MOORE: IHere it is.

Mr. Grepson: That is not the only one.
Mr. MOORE: Let the hon. member pro-

duce the other.

I suppose hon. members have noticed that the
Victorian Parliament the other day decided
to remove all liability from local authorities
as regards main roads. The argument in
favour of that policy was that owing to the
growth of registratigns and the consequent
inerease in  revenue, and the additional
revenue the Main Roads Board received as a
result of the expansion in the sale of petrol,
it should be in a position to meet the whole
cost without calling upon the local authorities.

Here we notice, from the Estimates, that
the Government have reduced the allocation
of loan monex to the Main Roads Commission
by £300,000. They have collected £44,299 in
the Heavy Vehicles Fund, and only £2,204
was paid out of it. It looks to me as if many
councils, which we know are having tremen-
dous difficulty—owing to the interest and
redemption they have to pay on some of the
very expensive main roads in their areas—
to meet their liabilitics, are beimg induced
to accept farther liabilities, or place them-
selves in the position that if they do nof
accept further liability in the way of subsidy-
ioans they will be contributing to the benefits
other areas enjoy, without obtaining anything
themselves. People do not like to be placed
in that position. They think that if there is
anything going and they have to contribute
to it, they should get their share; conse-
quently, they are placing liabilities on their
shoulders that will be a tremendous burden
on them in the near future.

Mr. Duwstay: In Victoria, is not the
charge to local authorities only three-four-
teonths ?

Mr. MOORE:
the part
money.

Mr. Duxstan: For many years they charged
more than that.

Mr. MOORE: In the same way that we
did for many years. It was only when the
Moore Government came in that we reduced
the charge.  Prior to that it was 50 pev
cent. The three-fourtesnths only applied
where Federal aid was given, but my Govern-
ment made it all three-fourteenths.

Mr. Moore.)

On a big proportion of it,
constructed from Federal aid
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An endeavour is being made to push the
responsibility of finding work for the unem-
ployed on the local authorities by the use
of subsidy-loans. They are being induced
to undertake work that they otherwise would
not do and that they really cannot afford
but they feel that if they do nct do it they
still have to contribute and they would get
no return. We know what happens. We know
that in some places schools and churches get
the benefit of relief labour, but when you
get to the country districts you can get
none of that. There is none available. The
Treasurer himself stated that one of the
reasons for introducing the subsidy-loans was
to give these places an opportunity to secure
some of the benefits from it. Then you get
the local authority Jooking around to see
where they can spend moncy, realising they
have to contribute to the £340,000 subsidy
to Brisbane, to the £350,000 subsidy to
Mackay, and the £125,000 subsidy to Too-
woomba. They feel that if they have to
contribute to all those things, they must see
what they can do to get a small share.
Consequently, they are being pushed into
extravagant administration and into doing
work thev could do without. It may be a
convenience, but if it can’t be afforded it is
extravagant. A budget should be framed
on what they can afford, but these local
authorities are placing ‘burdens on the
shoulders of the people of the future in
their determination to participate in the
subsidiess granted by the Government.

Then we come to the point that men are
being enticed from their ordinary vocations
to works financed by subsidy-loans. As such
works are completed the workmen do not
return to their former vorations, but the
local authority seeks further quomc‘.y«‘nans
for social works or _money for main roads
work to keep them in that form of employ-
ment. A very sellous position has arisen,
and it must be given some thought. It
cannot be brushed airily aside by hon. mem-
bers opposite with the comment that we on
this side wish to exploit labour. It is not
that at all, but the division and allocation
of labour throughout the State that is
involved. If the conditions and terms are
made more attractive in these callings the
gmater the difficulty the important indus-
tries of the State will have in functioning.
The Assistant Treasurer recognises that the
primary industries arc of immense Importance
to Australia, and if the supply of labour
is gradually drawn from them by more
attractive conditions in other callings
financed by unemployment relief funds that
trickle back in subsidy-loans it means that
the primary industries must contend with

greater difficulty.
Mr. Duxstax: Shire councils get subsidy-
loans.

That is what I am <draw-
Men are drawn away from
vocations by reason of the

Mr. MOORE:
ing attention to.
their ordinary

more  attractive terms on works financed
by subsidy-loans. The local authoriti in
many instances do not want these works,

but accept them because they feel that if
they do not get them done they are contri-
buting to works in other centres and getting
nothing in return.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.

member has exhausted the time allowed
him under the Standing Orders.

[Mr. Moore,
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Mr. TAYLOR (Fnoggera) [2.32 p.m.]:
Tmagine the hon. member for Aubigny
smndmg in thix Chamber and telling the
Committec that the people in the country
should not have employment ! Boiled down,
that is the effect of the remarks of the
hon. member. 1 am surprised at him. On
another occcasion he complained as to the
taxation levied on the rural districts, ana
the greater proportion being expf‘nded in
the eity, but to-day he alters his ground
and very bitterly complains that the local
authorities are forced to take up subsidy-
loans—those are the words that he used—
against their kest interests, although it
means that the workers in the country can
be found employment. It is extraordinary
that in this Chamber there is at lcast one
hon. member who does not believe that
the people in the country should get employ-
ment,

The hon. member for Aubigny also com-
plained that people in the country were
being drawn away from their ordinary

vocations. Does he mean that the ordinary
vocation of a worker in a country district
is to be an ‘“unemployed stiff ’? Farnz
labourers are not being taken off farms and
given employment in works financed by the
local authority’s subsidy-loan.

Mr. Nrimmo: Of course they are.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is absolute non-
sense, and the hon. member knows that
no man will leave a permanent job on &
farm or a station to go on to relief work.

Mr. \nu[o. You meet them every day
in the eity.

Mr. TAYLOR : The system of the engage-
ment of labour will not permit that, and
Lomcquentlv when one hears such a state-
ment_izom the lips of an hon. member with
a political experience of that of the hon.
member of Aubigny one begins to wonder
what class of representation the country
people are getting in this Chamber. The
unemployment relief tax is the means of
doing a very valuable work, and without
it there would be thrown on the people and
on the Government of the State an aggre-
gation of unemployed that would be a
menace. And the hon. member knows it.
He knows perfectly well that if the number
of unemployed who are now getting at
least from one day’s work to three or four

days, even if only on relief work, was
a,ugm(\nt‘ed by an additional 20, 000" that
menace would be greater. The subsidy

loan programme keeps a lot of men off
relief work. he Government are giving
of their best. ’
What would happen, for instance, if the local
authorities could 1ot pariicipate in the bene-
fits derived from the Government’s expendi-
ture of the unemplcyment relief tax? Does
tire hon. member for Aubigny mean to say
that it is not beneficial for a local authority
to do work hy means of a 50 per cent. loan
and 50 per cent. subsidy ? Does he believe
that it would be better to wait until that
work had to be done of neccessity and that
then the local authority should be forced
to bear the full 100 per cent. of the cost?
Is that not dealing with the matter in a
rather ambiguous way?

The point T wish to emphasise this after-
noon is that I helieve that we have the
responsibility of finding employment for the
unemploved T believe also that enough has
not been done for the unemployed because
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wunder the capitalistic system private enter-
prise, in which hon. members opposite are
interested, bas fallen down on its job. Those
who own and control industry owe an obli-
gation to the State. That obligation is to
provide employment for those who live in
the State. It is not to the credit of the
hon. member for Aubigny or other hon.
members opposite that they should deal with
the question in the way in which they have
dealt with it to-day.

Mr. RUSSELL (Hamilinop) [2.37 p.m.]:
The hon. member for Enoggera has said that
private enterprise has failen down on its
job. It is no wonder that private enterprise
has to somo extent broken down, although
it has made strenuous efforts to carry on
ander the tremendous burden of taxation that
is levied upon it. The taxation on com-
panies is destroying a very useful institution
that was inaugurated in the British Empire
many years ago for the purpose of encourag-

ing persors with small capital to band
together and cnter into enterprise.  The
taxation 1n Queensland is diametrically

opposed to the formation of such companies.
I say that private enterprise has not failed,
but that the party now in power have, ever
since they have been in office, made every
effort to kill private enterprise.

What have they done themselves through
their incursion on the domains of private
enterprisc? We all know of the tremendous
failures that were made by Labour in the
enterprises they took over. We hear nothing
of them to-day. As a matter of fact, they
admit their failure, and have ¢ dropped their
bundle ” with regard to the control of enter-
prise by the State. The less control we have
by the State, the better it will be for the
State. The State exists, T take it, for the
purpose of sceing that justice is preserved,
that there shall be no exploitation by one
man of another, or by one class of snother
class, and—certainly—to encourage initiative
and enterprise, and I believe that by that
means and that means only can this Stafe
hope to prosper.

A good deal of discussion has centred
around the public servants’ salaries. I under-
stand that a certain ruling has been given,
a ruling that we cannot criticise a judgment,
and I do not desive to transgress, although
that judgment has been announced and is now
public property. Whilst I know that you
have ruled, Mr. Hanson, that the matter is
still sub judice, although the court has
announced 1its decisicn, nevertheless the
matter is public property. I shall confine my
remarks, however, chiefly, to the question of
arbitration and the methods that were pur-
sued by the Moore Government in dealing
with the public servants. 1 emphatically
deny the statement made by the hon. member
for Bundaberg and the hon. member for
Baroona, that we are endeavouring to break
down the system of arbitration, that our
party is opposed to arbitration, and that we
are in alliance with the Communists. We
know that the Communists are in alliance
with the Socialists, who have declared their
opposition to arbitration. They want direct
action. That is the policy of the Socialists,
who are the twin brothers of the Communists.
t is a fact that their votes always go to
Labour. We get none, nor do we expect
them., As a matter of fact, the system of
arbitration was not devised by the Labour
Party or by the Socialists. They announced
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their decided opposition to arbitration when
it was first mooted many years ago.

Mr. O’KreerE: Who gets the No. 2 vote?

Mr. RUSSELL: The Communists vote
Labour always. We do not get them and
we do not expect them. The whole party is
white-anted by communistic doctrines. Our
objective is co-operation, which, to my way
of thinking, is the best antidote to Socialism
and Communism.

Mr. Tavior: Your chief, McCann, did
not say that in the Press this morning.

Mr. RUSSELL: Ile is not my chief. As
it is now, the whole system of arbitration
is based on the liberal policy introduced
many years ago, despite the opposition of
labour unions who were not willing to
forgo the weapon of the strike. They held
that arbitration was a nefarious scheme
foisted on them by the employers to deny
them the right of striking. I think that
reasonable men on both sides of this Cham-
ber will agree with me that the strike is
a barbarous weapon and should be discarded,
cortainly mnot encouraged. Are we going
to settle our disputes like reasonable men
by arbitration? The system was intro-
duced by such notably liberal thinkers as
William Pember Reeves, Alfred Deakin,
and Charles Cameron Kingston. Many
vears afterwards a Labour Party man,
Chris. Watson, acknowledged his conver-
sion to the principles of arbitration. The
first  arbitration measure introduced into
Queensland was not put in the statute-books
by the Labour Party. I admit that it has
been necoessary to amend the legisiation
to keep it abreast of the times, but no one
wants to go back to the law of the jungle
and to use the strike to scttle disputes.

There are many unions that would prefer
the strilke weapon to the court. The Aus.
tralian Workers’ Union itself, which has
always been held up as one of the prime
exponents of arbitration, to my way of
thinking, sadly neglected its duty in the
sugar strike by allowing it to continue for
such a long period, evidently afraid to fall
foul of its supporters, the Communists. The
abattoir strike was another example, and
the Government allowed it to proceed to
the detriment of many thousands of people.

In regard to the presenit issue relating
to the public service, I well remember
when the Moore GCovernment took the
public service away from the jurisdiction
of the Industrial Court. The present Trea-
surer and his colleagues made a greal
outery about outlawing ecitizens of Queens-
land. That was one of their election cries
in 1932, and it was repeated in 1935. It was
said that the Government led by Mr.
Moore had “ brutally outlawed  a number

of our citizens by refusing the right of
access to the court.
Mr. Taveor: That was correct. The

people said so.

Mr. RUSSELL: It is quite correct that
they were taken from the jurisdiction of
the court at the time, in pursuance of cer
tain arrangements made between the Pre-
miers of the States under the Premiers’
Plan, whereby it was decided that there
should be a reduction all round in the
wages of public servants, the cost of social
services, and in many other avenues of
expenditure. I think that the Moore
Government took the only honourable course
in refusing to dictate to the court what it

Mr. Russell.]
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should do. We preferred that the court
should be free. and uninfluenced by any
political party, and took the manly course
of withdrawing the Crown servants from
the jurisdiction of the court and applying
reductions to their salaries as agreed upon
by the Premiers of the wvarious States.
(Government interruption.)

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. RUSSELL: The present Government
were of a different opinion. They con-
tended that the Government in office then,
if they were bound to reduce the salaries,
sheuld take the matter to the court. I did
not hold that view at all. I do not believe
in dictation to a court by any political

party. If the present Government wished
1o restore the salaries of public servants
the right procedure was to vestore the

themselves and not take the public
servants to the Industrial Court. The reduc.
tions having bLeen ecffected by the Moore
Government, if the present Government did
not believe in them, they should have restored
them in part or in full themselves and
not resorted to the subterfrge of taking tha
public servants to the court after waiting
for a period of two years before attempt-
ing to fulfil onc of their clection promises.

My, McLeax: You are not suggesting
that this Government suggested to the
court

Mr., RUSSELL: I am not suggusting
anything. As to whether the restorations
are sufficient or not, T leave that for the
moment, because I am afraid that if 1 dealt
with it I should be treading on rather
dangerous ground and be ruled out of order.

There was one significant statement by a
union secretary in the newspaper, I think
sesterday morning, that the members of
the State Parliamentary Labour Party were
to be supplied with a resume of the rase.
The assumption is that no resume of the
case will be submitted to members of the
Opposition. 1 am sorry indeed that that
union has taken a strictly partisan view,
So far as I am perscnally councerned, 1 want
to see the public servants receive justice.
That is all that I want.

Mr. BrassineroN: Then why did you not
do it when your Government were in power?

Mr. RUSSELL: It must be admitted that
the Government of the day did the right
thing in reducing the salaries in conformity
with the all-round drop that took place in
Australia,

It has been alleged to-day that the per-
centage of unemployment is only 5 per cent.,
and if that is so, what justification is there
for any reduction in wages at all? We
must analyse that statement very carefully
before we can believe that only five people
out of every 100 are unemployed, as against
three times that number in 1830. As a
matter of fact, that percentage applies only
to trades unionists, and we know very well
that it is difficult to cbtain the services
of bona fide artisans They arc all in
employment. The biggest number of unem-
ployed exists amongst the unskilled workers
and the majority of them are members of
the Australian Workers’

Union, a wunion
that does not return any unemployment
figures. Therefore, 5 per cent. may be the

correct proportion of unemployed unionists
registered with the court, but it is safe to
assume that the ratio of unemployment
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generally is very much greater than that,
bocause we know that the largest union,
which embraces a big scction of unskilled
workers, makes no return whatever. If &
per cent. is the correct ratio, why are things
not booming to-day, and why is it neces-
sary to coniinue the reductions in public
servants’ salaries? The Government have
no case, and there is no doubt that they
have failed miserably in carrying out their
pre-election promise.

Mr. O’Kerrr: I remember when you were
a member of the Australian Workers’ Union,

2Ir. RUSSELL: I?

Mr., O'Keesg: Yes, You were kicked
out.

Mr. RUSSELL: I never belonged to a
unien in my life.

Mr. Brassxerox: That is to your dis-
credit,

Mr. RUSSELL: I preferred to be freg

and untrammelled, and not dictated to by
anybody.

The hon. member for Rockhampton made
a very remarkable speech to-day, and as
ueua!l endeavoured to take us off the track
by discrediting the Commonwealth Govern-
Tt was the same old method of

k—when you find yourself in a corner.
blame somebody else. According to the hon.
member for Rockhampton all the troubles
of Queensland are due to the present Com-
monwealth Administration, whom he des-
cribes as a rabble.

Mr. Waters: Hear, hear!

Mr. RUSSELL: If hon. members opposite
want an example of a rabble I commend
to them the Federal Labour Party—one
of the biggest rabbles ever seen in the his-
tory of polities in Australia.

T think that the reference by the hon.
member for Rockhampton to a trade war
with Japan was somewhat unwise at this
juncture, although he is only following the
example of his chicf, who recently rushed
into print in an endeavour to belittle the
Lyons Covernment by making sweeping
accusations against them in regard to ;the}r*
present trade policy. I think that it is
unwise at this juncture when negofiations
are proceeding that politicians should rush
in and air their views in an endeavour to
inflame the populace and so create prejudice.
Tn contradistinetion to the Treasurer and
the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr.
Curtin, the Federal Labour Leader, has
refrained from in any way attempting to
interfere with these negotiations, recognis-
ing that ther are of a very delicate nature.
Not until the negotiations are finalised and
the result is published should the politicians
rush into print and air their views. The
Treasurer and his henchman, the hon.
member for Rockhampton, are endeavouring
to score a temporary advantage on their
opponents.

I believe, however, in all fairness to the
Federal Government, it is desirable to state
what their attitude is in regard to Japan
without in any way expressing an opinion as
to what should be done. It is right that the
public should know where the Common-
wealth Government stand in regard to this
very important question. Quite recently the
Treasurer stated—

“The effect of the Lyons Government
policy has been to antagonise one of
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Australia’s  best customers—Japan—to
place Australian producers in an unfair
and unsafe position, and to affect detri-
mentally our hope of building up.”

Then he says—

“The Lyons Government have already
destroyed the direct Australian trade in

wheat with Japan and Manchuckuo.
They have damaged the Australian beef
trade with Japan, and detrimentally

affected the great wool trade with those
countries,”’

That represents in a nutshell the attitude
of the Labour Party in this Chamber. The
Labour Party in the Federal Parliament,
who say they are there to preserve Aus-
tralian naticnal ideals and high standards
of living, have refrained from expressing any
opinion. It is left to the State politicians to
ohscure the position.

The following statement by Sir Henry
Gullett clearly indicates the attitude of the
Federal Government in vegard to this impor-
tant question :—

‘Tt should be understood that the dis.
pute with Japan arises from the policy
which the Government has found it neces-
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sary to adopt in the interests of pro-
ducers of primary goods for export.

“The United Kingdom is overwhelm-
ingly Australia’s best customer for pri-
mary products as a whole, the only con-
siderable customer for certain important
lines, and the best individual customer
even for Australia’s wool and wheat.

“ It must be patent that we could not
reasonzbly expect the United Kingdom
to continuc to extend substantial tarift pre-
forences and quota considerations to Aus-
tralian primery produccrs and to safe-
guard their position in the British market
unless the Commonwealth on its part was
prepared to extend reciprocal treatment to
the most important item in British trade,
viz., textiles—more particularly as several
agricultural  countries would readily
facilitate the cntry of British textiles in
oexchange for the same benefits as Aus-
tralian agricultural products are to-day
deriving from their preferential position
in the British market.”

The following table sets out the purchases
by the United Kingdom and Japan respec-
tively of Australian wool, wheat, and flour
for the year 1934-35:—

Purchases by— ‘Wool Wool Wheat, Tlour.
(Greasy). (Scourecd).
- £ £ £ £
Tnited Kingdom 13,500,000 (A) 2,343,000 6,362,000 632,000
Japan .. .| 8,600,000 (4) 33,000 2,274,000 (pract_}sally
3 nt

The total purchases of the United King-
dom amounted to £63,500,000 (Australian)
and Japan’s to £12,000,000 (Australian).

In regard to other export commodities the
following figures are interesting :—

United Kingdom. Japan.

£ £
Butter 8,916,000 2,000
Meat 7,614,000 28,000
Pig lead 2,328,000 26,000

~ That disposes of the statement that we
have destroyed valuable markets in many
of these commodities.

The Commonwealth Government, in a
wecent pamphlet issued by them, say—
“The Commonwealth Government is
genuinely desirous of maintaining and
improving commercial relations with
Japan, but it should be apparent that in
the interests of producers, the Govern-
ment cannot ignore the trade position of
other countries. The fact that by value
Japan has progressed each year from
the position of supplying 2.9 per cent.
of Australia’s import trade to 6.4 per
cent. last year and this, notwithstanding
the halving of Japanese values as a
result of currency depreciation, is irre-
futable evidence of the favourable treat-
ment accorded to Japanese goods as a
whole. No other country can show any-
thing approaching the same improvement
in trade with Australia.

“ When. it is said that Japan buys
more from us than she sells to us it

should be borne in mind that the sales
£o us are almost entirely of completely

manufactured goods, whereas our exports
to Japan consist mainly of wool—out of
which the manufacturers and traders
make far more money than is made by
the manufacturers in Australia—and of
wheat, which is milled for re-export as
flour in competition with Australian
flour. In view of these facts the trading
balance between the two countries is not
disadvantageous to Japan. Of all foreign
countries buying our wool Japan enjoys
the best trade balance with us.”

1 merely bring forward these facts in order
that we might get the right perspective, and
I urge on hon. members to cease their
adverse ecriticism of the Commonwealth
Government until the negotiations are final-
ised. It is to be hoped that an agreement
will be entered into that will prove mutually
satisfactory, and 1 object to Labour politi-
cians rushing into print on every possible
occasion to score off the Commonwealth
Government. If it is not sampans, then it is
Fiji bananas—any weapon at all to attack
the National Government—and there is no
foundation in truth of any of their allega-
tions.

Mr. KiNg: Those statements are too
general. You cannot get away with it like
that.

Mr. RUSSELL: If the hon. member wishes
he can reply to them. There is plenty of
time.

As T have said, the time has arrived when
the whole matter of unemployment relief
taxation should be very carefully examined.
Why is it found necesary to-day to extract
from the public the sum of £2,500,000
annually when the ratio of unemployment is

Mr. Russell.]
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infinitesimal as compared even with 1929
when the proportion was about 8 per cent. or
9 per cent., and there was no unemployment
relief taxation at all, especially when in
addition to the sum the Government raise
by taxation they spend at the rate of
between £4,000,000 and £5,000,000 annually
from extra loan funds.

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

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich) [3.2 pm.]: 1
say definitely that the funds distributed by
the Secretary for Labour and Industry are
deveted to a very useful purpose. In the
district T represent they have been spent in
providing work and wages for men who have
been unemployed for 2 considerable time, and
who would not have found employment had it
not been for this expenditure. The Ipswich
City Council has taken advantage of the
loan-subsidy and given a number of otherwise
unemployed persons full-time work. More-
over, in certain districts works are in pro-
gress where the workmen are getting full-
time employment financed partly from this
fund. It is very simple for hon. members
opposite to assert that the unemployment
relief taxation should be reduced, but if that
were done there would not be sufficient
finance to provide these men with work.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
objected to the Unemployment Relief Fund
being used to subsidise local authorities, but
he must remember that that money has to
be found somewhere, and if it were not
collected by way of unemployment reliof
taxation it would have to be by way of taxa-
tion of some other kind., The Government
have no magic wand to wave and bring
down a shower of gold.

Mr. EpwarDs: It is a double tax.

Mr. GLEDSON: No double taxation is
placed on the people, and the hon. member
knows that the taxation was reduced last
vear, one-third of the tax was taken off on
all of the lower incomes. Tt would be
extremely pleasant if the Government could
reduce this taxation, but considering thak
men atre still unemployed it would be a
criminal act on the part of any Government
to do so.

There are certain things, of course, that
could be done if the Queensland Government
had power to do just what they desire to do.
Although the hon. member for Hamilton may
complain in this Chamber about the speech
of the hon. member for Rockhampton, and
ask why the hon, member for Rockhampton
should seek to cast the responsibility on the
Federal Government and charge the Federal
Government with not carrying out their
duty, evervone must agree that the State
Governments are restricted from doing what
they like to do, and would do, if they were
in a position to carry out their wishes. They
are restricted so Jong as the Federal Govern-
ment have control over customs, excise, bank-
ing, ecredit, and finance, and other similar
important matters. I think the hon. member
for Rockhampton was quite right. I am sure
the hon. member for Jlamilton would agree
with me if he would only take the time to
study what the hon. member for Rockhampton
did say, and not read into his speech some-
thing that he did not say.

The hon. member for Rockhampton said
that the Commonwealth Government should
co-operate with the State Governments in
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an endeavour to provide work and wages for
the whole of the uncmployed of the Com-
monwealth. There are many avenues in
which they could co-operate. But as the
hon. member for Hamilton knows, instead of
utilising their surplus funds for this pur-
pose, the Federal Government have removed
certain taxes from the shoulders of those
people who could very well afford to con-
tinne paying thewm until conditions improved
still further. The removal of that taxation
has not made the slightest diffcrence to the
unemploved of the Commonwealth, If that
taxation had been continued and the money
uzed in the best interests of the workless, of
whom there ave 300.000 in the Common-
wealth. the country would have benefited a
great deal more.

T do not intend to follow along the lincs
adopted by hon. members oppesite in their
speeches to-day, but I should like to say that
the whole of their speeches on this maiter
have been mest unwerthy., The hon. member
for Isis started off by talking about what
we were not doing, He said wo should have
made a full restoration of the cut that was
taken from the public servants by the Moore
Covernment in 1929,  In the next breath
he savs that we should reduce the taxation
wo are taking for the services of the State.
That was the general tenor of the snceches
of hon. member: opposite to-day. We can-
not have both full restoration of those cuts
and reduced taxation at the same time. The
hon. member for Isis should realise that if we
are to make the restoration he suggests the
Government must obtain money for the ser-
vices of the State. The Government are
only the custodians for the people’s money,
and they must get what is necessary for the
purpose of providing them with necessary
serviees.,

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
accused hon. members on this side of the
Chamber of working hand in glove with the
Communists and appealing to the Communists
for their support at the Bowen by-clection.
The hon. member produced an advertisement
claiming that it proved that there was ne
appeal to the Communists, I say emphatic-
ally that the National Party, or the Country
Party, did appeal for the sccond preference
vote of the Communists at the Bowen by-
election. I have here a paper called the
“Bowen Independent’” of Wednesday, 17th
June, 1936. In it there is an advertisement
in large type that hon. members can read
from the far side of the Chamber, signed
and authorised by J. J. McDonald, Powell
street, Bowen.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
Not the J. J. McDonald !

Mr. GLEDSON: J. J. McDonald, of
Powell strect, Bowen. That is the gentle-
man who met the Leader of the Opposition
when he went up there, and congratulated
him upon his appointment, and took him
round the Bowen electorate.

Mr. Maner: I did not occupy the position
at that time.

The SECRETARY
interjected.

Mr. Mriier: We will send him to Ipswich
shortly. (Laughter.)

Mr. GLEDSOXN: I lived for five weeks
with him in the same hotel at Bowen, and
I know the gentleman very well. T shali
be glad to sce him at Ipswich at the next

FOoR PruerLic INsTrTcrION
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election. It would suit me verr well. Tt

says in this advertisement—

“If you vote for Communist, Douglas
Credit, or the Indeperdent Candidates,
“You Must Bz OpPOSED TO LABOUR.
“ 8o fortify your desire, and make it a
certalnty, with your No. 2 vote for John
Smith 1 the bottom square, but an

appeal is made to you to

“Vorz For toHE FirmER CANDIDATE
1. JoHnN SmiTi.”’

He was the candidate in the interests of

the Country Party.

Mr, BraxD: We did not have the com-
promise that you had. (Government inter-
ruption.)

The CHAIRMAXN: Order!

My, Mamrr: It is an cntirely different
statement to what was made befors.

Mr. GLEDSON: The position is that ar
appeal was made by the Country Party for
the second preference votes of the Com.
munist and Douglas Credit candidates.

Mr. Braxp: We did
promise.,

Mr. GLEDSON: You had no compromise.
You asked struight out.

not have a com-

Mr. BranD: You had the compromise.
Mr. GLEDSON: Hon. members opposite

asked them straight out for their support.
From the platform, in their mectings, in
the advertisements signed by their agent,
they say to the clectors, “ You are opposed
to Labour. We wani vour second preference
vote for the Country Party candidate.” 1
was challenged to produce evidence, and T
have donc so, and it will be in ° Hansard »
now, so that anyone can see the connection
between the Country Party and the Com-
munists and the Douglas Party, who are
all coalesced and opposed to the Tabour
Party. They say, “We are all opposed to
the Labour Party: if you =are voting for
Communists give us your second preference
vote.” That is the appeal they made ab
the last by-clection. )
Mr. Braxp: It was only an appeal.

Mr. GLEDSON: There is no objection
to their doing that, but when hon. members
in this Chamber, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, and the hon. member for Hamil-
ton, sav that the party on thi: side are
the brothers of the Communists, that we all
are Socialists and all brothers and all work-
ing together, they are inconsistent in saying
also to the Communists, ““VYou are all
opposed to Labour: you and we are in
the same boat, and we want you to give
us your second preference votes.” If they
want to appeal for votes in that way we
have no objection, but let them own up
to it. They go to some electorates where
there is no Communist candidate, and they
say, “We have nothing to do with the
Communists.” Then they go into another
clectorate where a Communist is standing,
znd they say., “We are your brothers; you
know that we are 21l opposed to the Labour
Party, and if vou cannot give us your No.
1 vote then give us your No. 2 vote, and
we shall be able to beat the Labour Party.”
Let them be honest and stand to that if
they believe it. (Laughter.)
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Mr. EDWARDS (Yanango) [3.17 p.m.]:
It is rather regrettable that the debatc has
taken such a turn as it has.

My, Powrr: It is very regrettable for you.
(TL.aughter.)

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. EDWARDS: The Assistant Treasurer
is getting as bad as the rest. It iz no
credit to hon. members that they have talked
in the sfrain that they have on such an
important vote. At the same time it would
not be fair or just to allow them to get
away with such statements—not that they
injure the party on this side of the Com-
mittee, for we know that we shall not lose
cne vote by it in the country, for the reason
that country people think for themselves,
and that is more than some hon. moembers
do—(interruption)—at any time.

Mr. Jesson: You are in the soup.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member would
lock well in the soup. Here is a statement
from the Communirt Party of Australia.
issucd by the tons of thousands and distri-
buted all over the I3owen clectorate.
Mr, Coruxs:
Mr. EDWARDS: Tt is
party. It says—
CRWIcE PARTY AND WaIcH CANDIDATE.

Who jssued it?

iszued by the

“ I you clear your minds of all pre-
judice, and carcfully weigh the policies
of each party standing a candidate in
this by-clection, you will, in fairness
to voursclves and to your children, give
vour No. 1 vote to the candidate of the
Communist Party, and your No. 2 vote
to the candidate of the Labour Party.”

That places the matter in a different light
altogether. That pamphlet, distributed at
every turn, urges the people to vote (1) for
Paterson and (2) for E. J. Riordan. I do
not wish to say anything personal against
the hon. member for Bowen, but he knows
as well as T do that during the last Federal
election campaign he was on the platform
with the Communist candidates—-—

My, RiorDax: That is a misstatement.

Mr. EDWARDS: advocating their
policy. Hon. members opposite cannot have
it both ways. There is no getting away from
that. Let us consider the objective of the
Labour Party and compare it with the objec-
tive of the Communist Party.

Mr. Grepsox: Who signed that pamphlet ?

Mr. EDWARDS: Are they not both the
same? It 1s a pamphlet that was issued by
the Australian Communist Party.

Mr. GrEpsoN : Signed by J. J. McDonald ?

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member is
suspicious of J. J. MeDonald. This is printed
on the bottom of the pamphlet—“J. C.
Henry, Room 2, Turton’s Chambers, Stoke
street, Townsville.” Now, does the hon.
member want to know anything more?

Hon. members opposite—especially the hon.
member for Ipswich—know that the com-
munistic policy is the policy of the party
opposite. When the hon. member spoke a
moment ago he said that it was impossible
to reduce taxation under present conditions
and lre congratulated the Government and

Mr. Edwards.]
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the Minister concerned upon doing a lot of
good with the income from unemployment
relief tax by distributing it in various ways.
What did he mean by that? He meant that
the Government were carrying out the com-
munistic policy. Ie must know, just as any
other hon. member who considers the ques-
tion must know, that the burden of taxation
on industry to-day is killing it, and driving
primary producers out of their business. In
that way they are achieving their desires.
They are endeavouring to achieve the objec-
tive that they failed to achieve when they
launched a policy of State enterprises. They
thought they could achiove their objective in
that way, but they did not have enough ability
amongst them to manage the State enter-
prises long cnough and so they failed. Now
they are adopting a policy of peaceful pene-
tration, a policy of heavy taxation on
industry so as to drive people out of business
one by one to congregate in the large centres
of population where the Government may
have control of them. That is definitely and
purely the communistic system, and my
statement cannot be denied. 1 say very
definitely that from what I know of hon.
members opposite 50 per cent. of them
stand for the Communist movement to-day.
{Government dissent.}) It is absolutely correct
and hon. members opposite know it. When
they think that there is no newspaper repre-
sentative about they quote Russia, anything
at all that will bring about the downfall of
industry and the capitalistic system so that
everything may be controlled by the Govern-
ment. That is exactly what has happened
in Russia, and what i1s happening in other
parts of the world to-day.

I have repeatedly said that the Labour
Party are a distinct advantage in this State
as being a safety-valve between Communism
and the capitalistic system, but the camou-
flage policy that they are now pursuing is a
most dangerous one, and it is ushering in
Communism quicker than ever we thought
it would be brought into this country. This
State has got nearer the communistic system
than any other State in Australia since the
days of Mr. Jack Lang in New South Wales.
No other State is nearer that system, and I
intend to prove my statement by quoting the
remarks of the Secretary for Public Lands.
He 18 not going to get away with the answer
that he gave to the Leader of the Opposition
the other day in connection with the cutting
out of interest. T intend to quote from * Han-
sard”’ to show what he actually did say and
to show where the party stand.

When gpeaking on the Debt Conversion
Agreement Bill on the 23rd June, 1931, the
Secretary for Public Lands made the follow-
ing statement, which is to be found on pages
3 and 4 of “Hansard” for that year:—

“ Action is now being taken in regard
to interest, and, although there is only a
paltry 224 per cent. reduction involved
in this measure, we welcome the Bill,
although it is belated. If we could, we
would increase the reduction to 50 per
cent., and even more, but we realise that
the amount now stated is the greatest
extent to which the money power will
go. . . . I want the interest-mongers,
not only in Australia but of the world, to
sacrifice all their intevest. (Government
interruption.) There are people in Bris-
bane to-day who are starving . ... If
the Premiers’ Conference had dewe the

[Myr. Edwards.
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right thing, they would have devised
plars to wipe out the whole interest
burden . . .. If we on this side bad
power to do so, we would reduce the
burden of interest payment to nil.”

Is the statement that was made by the hon.
member for Inoggera any worse than that
statement ? I say definitely it is not. It is
exactly the same statement, but being a
private member, the hon. member for Enog-
oera is forced o make an apology in this
Chamber and the Secretary for Public Lands
gets away with it.

T ask: *“ Where are the Government going
to? What is their policy in regard to money
matters 2’ The hon. member for Ipswicn
appears to be proud of the fact that money
is being taken from the people by heavy
taxation and spent. Is the hon. member
aware of the fact that many people, who
arc called upon to pay unemployment relief
tax, have not enough food for their families?
The hon. member does not appear to have
given enough study to the matter to know
that that is happening. The result is that
these people are driven off their farms and
eventually migrate to Brisbane or some other
large city and are forced to appeal to the
Government for employment.

Mr. Garr interjected.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member is not
likely to do anything but pat himself on the
back. Pride has got the best of him and he
has got the worst. There are scores of
instances in this State where a man, his wife.
and family work all the yvear and after pay-
ing doctors, chemists, and dentists’ bills
and purchasing food and clothing for himself
and family he has not one penny left at the
end of the vear; but rotwithstanding that,
the Commissioner of Taxes calls upon him
to pay unemployment relief tax. It is a
sorry plight for the people of this great
State to be in.

I have always contended that there should
be no unemployment for those who desire t6
work, in a State like Queensland. No other
State has the potentialities for development
as Queensland, but what are we doing tx‘;
encourage jts development? The policy of
the Government is causing people to migrate
to the citics or towns where they obtain
rations or relief work. I appeal to the
Government to alter their poliey, if if 12
possible for them to_ move hand or foot
without the control that js exercised over
them by outside forces. They are nvot the
(tovernment of Qucensland to-day; the
Queensland Central Executive are the people
who are governing this State.

Mr. Powrr: J. J. McDonald controls your
party.

Mr. EDWARDS: If the hon. member was
as free to speak his opinion as I have been
since I have been in this Parliament he
might be expressing different views to-day.
Tf the Government desire to do the right
thing, they should alter their policy and
spend the moner in developing the country
districts. Tt is no use making a comparison
of the amount spent in the country with the
amount in the city. The city can look after
itself.  Work should be carried out for the
development of the country. If the policy of
the Government were the reverse of what
it is, not only the present unemployed in
Queensland, but thousands of .additional men
could be given work. Are the Government
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sineere, are they honest in their endeavours ?
I am afraid they arc not. My fear is that
they are attempting to bring about the very
state of things that have suggested, to
have the people dependent on them. And
that is the principle of Communism all the
world over.
Mr., Waters: Nonsense !

Mr. EDWARDS: They endeavour to got
the people into such a condition that the
have always to be dependent on those in
authority.  That is quite wrong. Tt is
impossible to build a nation by this method.

Mr. Warers: What did ther do in Ger-
many ?

The CITAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. EDWARDS: You ocught to be there.

The CITAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber for Kelvin Grove must observe my call
to order. e is not entitled to interrupt
the hon. member who is speaking,

Mr., Warers: I am sorry.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr., EDWARDS: The only method of
encouraging independence among a people
s to allow them to carn something for
themselves, give thom an outlook, something
to alm at, but not to encourage them to
come to the Government for every little thing
they want. That is absolutely wrong. Hon.

members know how many come to them
pleading for somcthing.
My, Jessox: Don’t look at me.

My, EDWARDS: It is certain that the
hon. member could not give thera anything.
Never at any time were all the people in
this or the other Australian States employed.
There has always been a certain percentago
of unemployment, and it is feolish for hon.
members to make statements that the Govern-
ment should not do this or that until every
man and woman are in cmplovment. When
I was a boy and there was work staring
everybedy in the face there were as many
swagmen on the road as to-day.

Mr. WaTeRS: That is not a fact.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. member would
not know anything about it. Nevertheless
that is correct. If the unemployment statis-
tics in Queensland are correct the unemploy-
ment relief tax could be abolished. The
Government should encourage the people
to go out into the country districts by
exprnding money in those arcas. There ave
hundreds camped along the beaches of
Quecnsland to-day.

Mp, Jessow: Wheie did they come from?

Mr., EDWARDS: From the hon. mem-
bey’s  district mostly, owing to the repre-
sentation that they are getting. There are
hundreds of men camped along the beaches
of Queensland and at the seaside resorts,
and the Government are responsible. All
they do is a bit of fishing and collecting
rations, They are living on that. It is to
be regretted. It is a sorry sight for a State
itke Queensland.  The Treasurer and his
Ministers are forever asserting that thex
have improved the position of the Statfo.

My, Jessox: They have.
3Mr. EDWARDS: The marvellous thing

about it all is their self-complacency. but a
solf-satisfied person is never likely to improve
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anything. But can it be said that the posi-
tion has improved? Admittedly it has in
the city, but that has been brought about
by the expenditure in the city and thoe
encouragement of the people to come to the
metropolis. There is no improvement in the
rural districts. Conditions are as bad as
formerly, and the settlers are shouldering
such a heavy burden of taxation and over-
head costg that it is impossible for them to
develop the country successfully, as they
should.

Mr. RIORDAN (Bowen) [3.35 pm.: It
was not my intention to rise in this debate,
and I should not have done so had it not
been necessarv te record in ¢ Hansard” a
refutation of an empty statement coming
from on empty head—that of the hon. mem-
ber for Nanango—that the hon. member for
Bowen had appeared on the communistic
platform during the last Fedoral elections.
That is an absolute lie. It may be unpar-
liamentary, but hon, members know what
I mean.

The CHAIRMAN : Ovder! T ask the hon.
member to withdraw the word ““lie.”

Mr. RIORDAN: I withdraw it. It was
o misstatement. I would much rather
appear on the platform of the Communist
Party than on the platform of the party
opposite, which is purely a Fascist party.

The statements made by hon. members
opposite on every possible occasion when
dealing with the important question of the
unemployed of this State, their methods of
utilising propaganda of the kind that has
been used in cother countries for the pur-
pose of rallyving support to their side, their
pandering to the unemployed by flinging out
promises that they know are empty, their
pandering to the public servants and vari-
ous other sections of the community, in
an endeavour to win their support—sall this
is the samo sort of thing that has been
done in another part of the world by the
Fascist party, wherve it is now in control.

Mr. BraxD:
Fascism ?

My, RIORDAN: I prefer anything to a
Fascist. The hon. member for Hamilton,
on two occasions in this Chamber, has
offered us antidotes for Communism and
Sociulism, but he has never on any occasion
made mention of Fascism. We, on this
side, know that that is because hon. mem-
bers opposite have Fascist tendencies. I say
emphatically that during the Bowen by-
election the Nationalist-Country  Party
certainly did make an appeal to the Com-
munist Party for support.

Mr. Epwarps: That is not true.

Mr. RIORDAN: 1t is true. J. J.
McDonald, an organiser of the Country
Party, signed his name to that advertise-
ment  that is an appeal for Communist
support.

Mr. BraxD:

Mr. RIORDAN: T say it is an appeal.
The Country Party were prepared to appeal
to anybody in their endeavour to defeat
the Labour Party’'s candidate. .

Mr. EpwArDs: You know that the Com-
munists’ second veote put you in.

Mr. RIORDAN: I do not know that,
because I won on the first vote., I do
know that the Nationalist Party lost votes

Mr. Riordan.]

Do vou prefer Communism to

That was only an appeal.
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in the last Bowen by-election, and in spite
of that they continue to rise in this
Committee and attempt to prove that we
appealed to the Communist Party for their
second preference votes. We have proof
that the party opposite did that. They
certainly have no proof that we did it.
The pamphlet that was read by an hon.
member of the Opposition was signed by a
member of the Country Party.

There is a suggestion that ours was a
whispering campaign. It could not have
been a dirtier or filthicr whispering cam-
paign than that conducted by the Country
Party. I did not desire to rake up any
muck, but the Opposition raizsed the matter
in a way that certainly does not redound
to their eredit. Thev used a decent honest
old farmer named John Smith to carry on
a slandercus campaign against the Labour
Party. They conducted their campaign in
the Bowen by-election as if it werc a by-
election or an clection in a sewer.

Mr. Mamer: I said
slanderous.

Mr., RIORDAN: You did not say any-
thing slanderous yourself. but you allowed
vour party to carry on with a slanderous
campalgn, and you got out of that slander
under the name of Whittick.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I ask the hon.
member to address his remarks to the Chair.

Mr. Maurr: I never saw that.

Mr. RIORDAN: But cverybody else did.
1 have already dcenied the statement that
I appeared on the Communist platform
during the last Bowen by-election. 1 say
emphatically that the Bowen Essential Ser-
vice Association, the officials of which are
the leading officials of the Nationalist-
Country Party in the DBowen electorate, is
purely a Fascist association, and that those
officials definitely did approach a member
of the Labour Party in Bowen with a bribe
to stand and split the Labour votes at that
by-election. We can get proof of all these
things if that is necessary. Daring the
Bowen by-clection also the hon. member
for Albert admitted in Home Hill one night
that hon. members opposite could never
again, or not for a good number of years
at least, expect to become a Government.
That statement was made in my hearing by
thg hon. member for Albert when in Home
Hill. T think the hon. member for Cunning-
ham was with him,.

Mr. Provkerr: I did not say it in just
those words. ’

Mr. RIORDAN: Not just in those words,
but near enough. I made that statement
the other day in this Chamber and hon.
members opposite challenged it. The hon.
member for Albert definitely did make that
statement on the street corner in Home
Hill. He said, “We do not expect ever
to be the Government again, and if we
do it will not be for a good number of
ygtql"s,,:tjtlt we want a real live, virile Oppo-
sition.

never anything

As another instance of what they are
prepared to do, when the Couniry Party
as such began operations rccently, they went
round with a list collecting funds from the
farmers, eoxploiting everyone they could
under the guise of using the money for
propaganda purposes in looking after the
interests of the farmers in the Bowen clec-
torate. They attacked first of all those

[Mr. Riordan.
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who were least able to understand it—some
of the foreign element.
Mr. Mager: Oh, no!

Mr. RIORDAN: I am going to give it to

the hon. gentleman now hot and heavy,
because his party started 1it. They went
round and asked for 1d. on cach ton

of cane sent to the mill, for the purpose
of setting up a fichting fund to look after
their interests.  They went round the Proser-
pine and Home Hill farmers making that
appeal. They said they wanted it on the
cane at the next crushing.

My, Mingr: Who are ‘‘they 77

Mr. RIORDAN:

Mrs. Soden, who was one

of vour organi , and Jir. MecDonald.
Mr. BranD: Are you sure it was 1d.
a ten? (Interruption.)

Order !

The CHATRMAN:

N

Mr. RIORDAN : T will get down to that
in a minute or two and tell you.

Mr. Epwarns: You take it from the poor
working man in the shop.

Mr. RIORDAN: Ilon. members opposite
would take it from a blind cobbler. They
went round and took money under false
pretences by misrepresenting themselves to
the farmers as setting up a fighting fund
to help themi—not making it a political
issue at all. They did not take it out of
the next crushing, as they =aid they would.
but ont of the {inal payments on the last
crops, and the hon. the Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows as well as I do that several
farmers went into the mill and demanded
the payment of the mouey that was deducted
from those suspended payments.

Mr. Maugr: I do not know that at all.

Mr. RIORDAN: He ought to know,
because he was in Proserpine when it hap-
pened.

Mr. Braxp: What suspended payments?

Myi. RIORDAN: Out of payments held
over by the mill that had not been made
when the appeal for the money was can-
vassed. Certain money was handed back
to those farmers when they asked for it.

Mr. Gair: Filthy practices!

Mr. RICRDAN: The statement that the
Country Party was born in the sewer in
the Bowen by-election is perfectly true. 1
had no desire to take part in a debate of
this kind, but when the filth is handed out
I will pay hon. members back in their own
coin.

Mr. JESSON (Kennedy) [3.46 p.m.]: The
hon. member for Bowen certainly let the cat
out of the bag with a vengeance. 1 have
a little to add regarding the 1d. a ton
to prove that the Country Party are closely
allied with the Fascist or Communist Party.
The latter party have been doing the same
thing. They have been through the various
sugar arcas getting the foreign workers to
subscribe money to their funds so as to keep
British prefercnce out and to look after
them with regard to the White Australia
policy. That was the wool that they pulled
over the eyes of the foreign workers, and
members of the Country Party in the Bowen
by-election used the same means in the
same way, getling 1d. a ton for fight-
ing funds for something that the farmers
did not understand. If a person does not
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properly understand it he puts his hand in
‘his pocket and forgets about it. It is mis-
representation, it is wrong, and it is a leaf
out of the communistic book.

I am ver: surprised, and somewhat dis-
gusted to-day, to think that a debate so
important as this should eventually get to
such a statc as it has. It did not start on
this side of the Committee. The first two

this morning rose with the express

of inciting the public service to
and of alakmg propaganda against

revolt,

this Government. Only last weck, or a few
weeks ago, hon. members were on  their
feet errizg  about the Breakfast Creek
workers, In order to cauze trouble anil
embarrassment  for the Government. The
hon. for Hamilton spoke about
direct in the meatworks, with hiy
tongue in his cheek. T think it is absolate

to talk about such matters
when his party have done all they can
during this session to belittle and embarras
the CGovernment,

Tiet me read from the leading
to-day’s ¢ Telegraph
hon. members opposite.
not read that page; they would be inclined
to turn it over very quxolsly It is headed
“The Prestige of Parliament.” 1 frankly
admit that hon. members on this side some-
times get a bit out of hnn(‘ buat it is only
right that we should be zlowed to defeni
oursclves against the svanda}ow attacks by
hon. members opposite.

Mr. BraxD: Was it written by Clem Lack?

Mr, JESSON: No
the “ Telegraph.”

Mr. Nivyo: What did vou pav for the
shares?

Mr. JESSON :

audacity for h

article in
for the edification of
1 suppose they did

It is in a good paper,

I have been a working man
all my life. I have not heen able to buy
shares in companies as the hon. member
has, nor have I been able to farm the public.
The ¢ Telegraph ” says
“Mr. Maher, however. will find that
he will increase his prestige if he some-
times m‘ed]ts the Government with good
faith.”

Lovely,
says

is it not? The leading article further

“As 1t is, he seems to think it is his
duty to criticise every move made by the
other side. Goodness knows there are
plenty of subjects for genuine criticism
without dragging in matters on which
the Opposition should be in agreement
with the Government. TFor instance, Mr.
Maher actually objected to the Govern-
ment being praised for its action in
making Crown lands available for far-
mers affected by the drought. gulolv
that was a t1umpmv thing to bring up.’

1 was surprised when I read in the “ Courier-
Mail” that the Leader of the Opposition
had condemned the Government for granting
this concession to the dairy fm"mms They
have taken on a pretty big thing in allowing

them to put their catile on Crown land
without previously obtaining permission,
Mr. Nredo: That has been done by cvery

Government in the past.

Mr. JESSON: T am not saying that it has
not, but that is no reason VS}IV the Leader
of the Opposition  should make political
capital cut of it or continue to indulge in

political propaganda, as he has done ever
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since the House opened in August last. This
will do his party no good; in fact, it will
do them harm,

The * Telegraph” further says—
“If Mr. Maher reserved his attacks

for those occasions when his shots could
be fired with telling force he would find
that his criticisms would be listened to
with a great deal more ‘ltt(‘IlLlOJl than
they are at the present time.’

That is “right from the horse’s mouth.”

Mr. Maxwern: What paper said that?

My, JESBON: The “ Telegraph.”

Mr, Maxwrin: I will quote what the

Tolegraph ” said about vour party.

Mr. JESSON: Now that T have rehieved

myself of my mdwnatmn at the attacks by

hon. members opposite, I should like to touch

on cne or two questions of importance.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition, in
his sneering, an;do manner, said that no one
took much mnotice of what 1 said in this
Chamber, but T should like to mention wome-
thing to show that hon. members on this
side can do something for the benefit of their
country despite the sncering references by
Lon. members opposite to taxation and other
matters. One of my speeches in this Cham-
ber wag responsible for the despatch of three
men all the way from Vicioria to Cairns
to investigate the possibility of establishing
a paper manufacturing plant there, involving
the expenditure of £500.000. That was some-
thing worth while, and it i= far preferable
to the destructive criticism of hon. members
opposite. We are entitled to a little credit
for doing some good for our country. These
representatives have been to Clairns and have
returned to Sydney to make their report, and
the Treasurer and the party on this ﬂdc are
now anxiously waiting the result of their
investigations. Thev propose to process grass
for paper pulping in North Quoonsland
It is possible that a factory will be
established in Cairns to treat pulp from
New Guinea. The company had tenta-
tively agrced to begin operations in Tas-
mania, but if it can obtain its coal, eleciric
energy, and water at the same cost as they
can be obtained in Tasmania it will be more
economic to establish a factory in Cairns,
because it is nine «days closer to New
Guinea where it will obtain a large quantity
of its supplies of pulp. I suppose hon. mem-
bers opposite took no notice of my earlier
remarks in connection with these possibilities
in the North. I am referring to it again, not
for the purpose of throwing any bouquets at
myself, but to prove that occasionally the
Labour Party are responsible for attracting
capital from other States and overseas
despite the hogy about taxation.

I do not intend to take up the time of the
Chamber any longer, bocause T realize that
thig appxoprntlon is required to carry on
the services of the State, but T thouwht it
advisable to reply to some of the criticism

of hon. members opposite. What the * Tele-
graph 7 eaid also applica to me, I suppose,

because I o sometimes transgress the Stand-
ing Orders, but it is also something that
every hon, member should mark, leain, and
inwardly digest.

Mr. MULLER (Fassifern) [3.53 pm.]: 1
congratulate the hon, member for Hamilton
and the hen. member for Nanango on their
contributions to this debate. They certainly
caused a bit of a stir in the Chamber and

Mr. Muller.]
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awakened the interest of the hon. member for
Ipswich in particular, Their remarks will
not do any harm to the other hon. members
opposite.  The continued imposition of the
relief tax raises a very grave gquestion. Just
where are we heading for, and what does it
mean? So long as we continue to increasze
the relief tax each year we shall continue
to create more unemplovment. The relief
rax means a reduction in wages. If you pay
a wage-earner the basic wage and then take
a portion away from him for relief tax it
means that he has suffered a wage reduction.

The hon. member for Ipswich made a
statement that the councils in his clectorate
were receiving large sums of money, which
were expended on works in those shices
Perhaps that is so. Perhaps one would con-
sider that they were getting a good deal of
henefit, but only if one took a one-cyed view
of the subject. The fact remains that the
greater part of that money is Being lost. I
am not prepared to say whether Ipswich is
handhing it any more efficientlv than most
shires, but I know it is not heing spent
nearly as efficiently as if the man employed
were engaged in ordinary work.

The hon. member for Enoggera asked if
we wished to see men in country districts
unemployed. The point I make is that this
vicious relief tax is the mears of throwing
people into the unemployment ranks every
day. I ask this Committee, “ Why are the
numbers of unemployed in the country creep-
ing up each day?’’ " As the hon. member for
Hamilton says, “The policy of the Govern-
ment is not allowing industry to survive.”
The reason why the numbers of the unem-
ployed are increasing is that industry cannot
abszorb them. More and more people are
joining the unemployed ranks every day, and
that is not to any degree caused by the pre-
vailing drought conditions, which, I admit,
have some effect on the unemployment posi-
fion. We endeavoured to solve the problem
by instituting this form of taxation for the
purpose of creating temporary employment;
but that is getting us nowhere. T venture to
say that if this policy is continucd. before
very long the number of people on relicf will
be greater than the number in permanent
work. We may ask oursclves, *° What is
Communism? Who is responsible for the
communistic element that is growing up in
our State? ”’

Mr. Power: Who is?

Mr. MULLER : T ray hon. mombers oppo-
site are or their organisation. Their poliey
is bringing it about.

The Secritary TOorR PrsLic INSTRTCTION :
Answer the first question—what is Com-
munism?

Mr. MULLER: My idea of Communism is
something like this:  When vou kill the
enthusiasm and interest in your people you
kill their enterprise and industry. They
lose their interest in life, and seck to live
on the other fellow.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC
That is a new definition.

Mr. MULLER: I do not know whether
the hon. gentleman knows any more about
it than T do. I tell the Committee that
Communism  was hatched in a Labour
incubator.

Mr. CoLLiNg:
election ?

[8r. Muller.

INSTRTCTION :

What about the Bowen by-
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Mr. MULLER: Labour was pandering for
the communistic second preference vote
there. After all, the proof of the pudding 1is-
in the eating. Ninety-five per cent. of the
Communist second preference votes went to

the Labour candidate. I have the actual
results here—

Mr. Madden ... . 4Al

Mr. Graham ... .. 123

Mr. Paterson .. 1773

Mr. Riordan ... 2659

Mr. Smith 2377

The greater portion of the Cormmunist pre-
ference votes, 991 of them, went to Mr. Rior-
dan, and only 176 to Mr. Smith.

We have heard a geeat deal regarding
direct action. I say if people or industrial
workers lose their regard for the law, and
resort to direct action we are on the road
to Communism. What part did the Govern-
ment play in the strike at the abattoirs and
the railway strike thal occurred some years
ago?

Mpr., Taveor: What about the
strike and the shearers’ strike?

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. MULLER:

maritime

Let us take them one ai

o time. The truth hurts and the hon. mem-
ber does not v to hear it. The railway
vorl were working under an award of the

Industrial Court, but they downed tools
and we in the country were told we had to
stay there. Dutter had to be sent by road,
and quantities of produce were left to rob.
The employees were under an award, bub
what happened? Direct action. Hxactly
the sawe thing occurred in the strike at the
abatfoir=, As an hon. member said this after-
noon, thw (Government are controlled and
run by the Queensland Central Executive of
the Australian Labour Party and did not
have the backbone to deal with the situation
when it arose, It is the duty of the Govern-
ment to endeavour to foster indusiry. and
when action against development is spring-
ing up each and every day, it is the
duty of the Government to squash it. If they
do not do so it will get out of control.

The information contained in a pamphlet
that I have in my hand should receive
attention. It is directed at the smashing of
our export trade by criticising the Ottawa
Agreements. The pamphlet is issued by
J. Hume-Cook, and for the information of

hon. members I will read a few extracts
from it.

Me. Tavior: Is he a Labourite? Who
is he?

Mr. MULLER: You kunow morc aboub

Mr. Hume-Cook than I. You subscribe the
funds to keep this man going and disseminatbe
this vicious type of propagands aimed ak
smashing industry.

Mr, Tsvior: Tell us who the man is.

Mr. MULLER: There iz no nead to. You
know more about him than I, and your

organisation is very largely respopsible for
putting out a certain amount of this vicious
propaganda. An extract from the pamphlet

When made, the Ottawa Agreement
expected to confer many benefits on
Australia. Practical experience over the
last four vears has shown that the anti-
cipated results have not been realised.
The primary producers, especiaily. have
secn their hones dissipated, more parti-
cularly with respect to better prices. In
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the opinion of the Australian Industries
Protection  League, the fault is due
entirely to the fact that the agrcement
has not proved to be truly 10@11)10011 in
its working. Therefore, before the Agree-
ment comes up for reconsideration or
renewal next year, the League sets out
the following matter for impartial
examination’ ;-
It states that the Ottawa Agrcements pro-
duced nothing, or in other words was framed
in the interests of the importers on the other
side of the world. No more damaging pro-

paganda could be distributed throughout the
lenzih and breadth of Austyulia than ﬂ;at.
is buving almost the whols of our

exporiable primary products, and if we fail
to oguise and foster Empire trade, this
country will go “phut.”  The trouble in the
past has bmxn that Labour Governments do
not appear to have the neccssary apprecia-
tion of the noed for grester trade between
the various parts of the Empire. Had Creat
Britain not aceepted the quantity of our pro-
duce that she has done in the lasi few years.
conditions in Australia would be wvery much
wovse than they are. This is the tyne cof
propaganda that was put up at the ti me the
Agreements were framed and our exportable
pramary modn(h were increasing  rapidly
and the effect of the Otta ‘cements was
that Britain took a greater ouantxt" of our
goods.  Such idle statements as are made in
this pamphlet get the country nowhere.

Another paragraph reads—
As was strongly stressed ab the time,
SOE tralian mdnumctmels had nothing to
i adoption of the “groomohf
e contrary, if there were to he any
falling away in trade, or any failure to
extend business. it would be the manu-
facturers =who must suffer the loss.”

That statement is quite wrong, and hon.
members know that the greater the amount
of money returned to Australia, the greater
the improvement in our secondary industries
and our prosperity.

Arother paragraph reads—
¢ As another illustration of the wvalue
to Britain of the preference Australia
gives British goods, the purchases per
head of population may he cited. For
the vear ended 30th June, 1932, Britain
bought Australian products to the value
of 16s. per head; but Australia pur-
chased British goods to the value of
£2 11s. per head; or more than three
times as much.”
When one considers that the population of
Great Britain is in the vieinity of 46,000,000
and that that of Auvstralia is about 5,000,000,
one cannot help realising how unfair such
a compari-on really Is,

A comparison is made also with India a
little further on. The pamphlet says—

“ Comparing purchases of British
goods per head, by the threa Great
Dominions—India, Canada, and Aus-
tralia-——the lastnamed stands out in
HHimalayan proportions. For 1935 the
figures are: India, 2s. 2d. per head;
Canada, £1 195, 5d. ; Australia,

£4 s

TFancvy making such a comparison as that!
They even mention India! One might as
well ask why the irade balance with Aus-
tralia is greater than that with China, Such
a comparison is most unfair. Certainly this
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i= a damagi circulating
through the State.

T belicve that our itrouble lies in the fact
that we have never made any real attempt
to foster industry in the way that we should
have donc. The unemplovment relief tax
was jmposcd during the tims of great difti-
calty, a time when something had to be
done to relieve unemployment, even if it
mcanl‘ only tewporary relief, To-day, we
find that thiz unemplovment relicf tax iz
being quoted as the agewey that enables
the Oovernment te carvry oub theiv policy,
and in order to populavize thuat policy they
are Jdistributing the fund t‘lJOLwh()ut the
shires and city areas of our State.  The
yoctlt of that action has been tl Q mber
of our shires arc of the opinion that this
is © Alonoy from homs " just fo ho p them
out their w The fact rou

g pamphlet to be

however, that such action by Hm Goveri-
ment s killing industry. and that if some
thing i nct dou quickly indw _\' will be

extirziruizhed before very long. As a result
of the Covernment’s policy in connection
with unemployment relicf, farmers are leav-
ing their farm: overy dav. Flon., members
opposite  may talk all they Uke about
improved w but it must be realised
that after thev wive this mones fo the peonle
they take part of jt away from them. so
that really the Labour Governmont have
reduced wages. Thoze men who have, of
necessity, been doing ihe real work of the
count are leaving that work and t,\kmv
up intermittent relief work beeanse there
is more money in it. If the Government
continne their present policy it 1- only reacon-
able to assume that industry will suffer.
The hon. member for Nanango stated the
case quite correctly this afternoon so far
the country districis are concerned. It 1
time that the membors of this Governmen
realised 1hv position and perceived that 3
ther continune in the way they are going
we shall have Communism. To my wind
we are well on the road to 1t now; unless
we are prepared to make an attempt to
stabilise our industries (‘onnnmun muss
creep Over us,

Mr. MAXWELL (Zoowong) (4.9 pm]
I had no intention of addressing myjolf
to the quostion before the Committee this
afternoon until 1 heard the statemeuts that
have been made by hon. members on the
Government side, particularly by the hon.

\

3
t

if

member for Kennedy and the hon. member
for Bundaberg. I refer now to the state-

ments they made in an attempt to lead this
Committee fo believe that the public ser-
vants were being incited by hon. members
of the Opposition to take some extraordinary
action. 1t iz not necessary for us to attempt
to incite the public servants, in view of the
statements I }mop') e to quote of what thev
have been saying themselves, Hon. mem-
bers opposite are always Dboasting about
their concern for the man on the Xowcr rung
of the ladder and declaring that the man
on the top rung cof the ladder can well
take care of himsclf. We know that in
many cases the man on the top tung has
received the recognition of the Government,
whereas the man on the lower rung has
been pushed aside. After witnessing the
acticn of the Government, one can quite
ppr(‘m'l‘ro the position in which they will
find tlmm\nlv‘q when they attempt to justify
a2t they have done. I do not propoie
to refer in any way to the attitude of the

Mr. Maxwell.]
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Industrial Court, because, Mr. Hanson, yen
have ruled that we ust not do so, but I do
proposc to give my opinion on the matter
when the opportunity arises. I adopt an
attitude somewhat similar to that adopted
by the Treasurer some time ago when he
said that Parliament must be supreme,
because it is composed of the people’s repre-
sentatives, but on three occasions in this
Chamber, when certain questions came up
for discussion. Parllament was pushed on
the back shelf and representatives of the
people  were completely  ignored, because
somcething outside was going on.

At 4.12 p.m.,

Mr. O’'Kuzre (Cairns), ong of the panel of
Temporary Chalrmen, relieved the Chairman
in the chair.

Mr. MAXWELL: The sooner some action
is taken in this matter the better. ILet me
quote a statement made by Mr. Bolger. I
de so to show that it is =mot nccessary for
hon. members of the Opposition to attempt to
incite a body of intelligent men. I can
quite understand their feelings, and hon.
members on both sides of this Chamber must
feel similarly when they realise that the
men on the lower rungs have found that no
recognition has been given to them while

others on & higher scale have received
benefits.

“TFor unto cvery one that hath shall be

given, and he shall have abundance:

but from him that hath not shall be
talken away even that which he hath.”

Mr. Kixg: Where did vou get that from?

Mr. MAXWELL: From the Scriptures, a
book the hon. member never reads. Mr.
Bolger said—

“No man under £270 a year would
receive any beneflit from the judgment.
Officers in receipt of £270 would benefit
to the extent of £1 Ts. 6d. a year, while
an under secretary on £1,100 a year
would benefit to the extent of £99 a
year., He thought the way the percent-
ages had worked out was inequitakble.

““An officer in receipt of £225 con-
tinued to suffer a veduction of 12.89 per
cent.. one on £270 10.74 per cent., on
£320 9.06 per cent., on £600 8 per cent.,
on £1,000 and £1,100 9 per cent., on
£1,200 to £1,500 9% per cent., and on
more than £1,500 10 per cent.

““The reduction applicable to a salary
of £225 was 3.89 per cent. greater than
that on a salary of £900, it was 3.39 per
cent. greater than that on a salary six
times larger, and 2.89 per cent. greater
than the reduction on an officer in
receipt of a salary seven times higher.
Other anomalies would arise.

“He considered that his argument in
the court showed conclusively that there
was no divect relation between the basic
wage and the public service seales.
“The reductions on the percentage
basis now brought about the position
that a salary of £400 must be reached
before the percentage reduction of 74
per cent. (total £30) exceeded the basic
wage reduction of £29. It followed
therefore, that, for the future, any appli-
cations made to the court would benefit
only those officers recciving more than
£400, unless the basic wage were
increased in the meantime.”

[Mr. Mazwell.
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I see the difficulty, and so do other hon.
members, They based their calculations on
the basic wage, and, as Mr. Bolger pointed
out, a certain position arises. I am saying
that it is not nccessary for hon. members of
the Opposition

Mr. McLrax: You are out of order.

Mr. MAXWELL: The hon. member for
Bundaberg may have been mayor of Bunda-
berg, but he is not Chairman of this Com-
mittee.

Mr, McLeay: I risc to a point of order.
By a ruling given by the Chalrman in refer-
ence to the Treasurer's explanation that the
case had not been finalised, matters could not
be read in Parliament although they appear
in the public Press. The Chairman ruled
definitely that nothing relating to the judg-
ment could be read in Parliament.

Mr. MaxwelL: He did not say
He never said that at all.

Mr. Miner: On a point of order, I
desire to say I have given a liftle more
thought to the position that arose this after-
On my reading of the Industrial

“read.”

noon. )
Court’s decision, a judgment was given.
There is no mistake about that, despite

what the hon. the Treasurcr said in this
Committee. A judgment was given, and it
has been broadcast all over Quecnsland, and
those concerned have expressed their feelings
in very strong terms concerning the nature
of the judgment.

The TRMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Order!
T should like to point out that the Chair-
man has given a ruling, and that being the
case I will not allow any debate on the
matter.

Mr. MAXWELL: T am not in any way
discussing the judgment of the Industrial
Court, or criticising the amount of money
that bhas been given. I am rebutting the
statement that has been made by the hon.
member for Bundaberg—one of the critics
of the Opposition—and I am showing him
and the Committee that his statement was
wrong and that it is not necessary for the
Opposition to attempt to incite the public
sorvants, when, according to their own offi-
cials, there is ample room for criticism.
Surely in a British community and parti-
cularly in a British Parliament, we are
entitled to free speech! Surely we can get
that! I have no desirc to criticise the court.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic INSTRUGCTION :
On the present case?

Mr. MAXWELL: I am not going to do
that. I am giving the opinions of certain
officials of the union. I am quoting them
from the Press. I am not apologising for
doing that because I consider it to be my
right.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. MAXWELL: I have read some of it
and I am satisfied that Mr. Bolger, the
secretary of the State Service Union. gave
that opinion.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
1f the hon. member will not obey my call
to order I shall have to ask him to resume
his seat.

Mr. MAXWELL: All right, Mr. O'Keefe.
We shall take another opportunity of con-
tinuing it. Do not worry! What we
cannot do inside this Chamber we may be
able to do outside. .
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The hon. member for
from a leading article in to-day’'s *‘ Tele-
graph ” concerning the Leader of the
Opposition. I presume that if he is pre-
pared to accept the criticism of the ‘¢ Tele-
graph” as being correct in one case he
will accept it as being sound in another.
I propose to quote the opinions of the
“Telegraph ” concerning the present Pre-
mier and Treasurer, and I submit that I
am perfectly justified in doing that. It is
absolutely essential that these things should
be quoted not weekly or daily, but even
hourly—all the time that we are in this
Chamber.

Kennedy quoted

Mrp., Warers: Every minute?
Mr. MAXWELL: Yes, so far as the
hon. member is concerned. We should

take every opportunity to correct the mis-
statements  concerning  conditions  that
operated in this State some years ago and
to correct the assertions that certain persons
were to bleme when they were not respon-
sible for them. The hon. member for
Kennedy was quite prepared to accept the
criticism by the ‘“Telegraph™ of the
Leader of the Opposition. 1 presume that
he is also prepared to accept this criticism
that the ‘“Teclegraph’ published on 18th
April, 1935, just prior to the last election—
“ Mr. Smith overacted his part and

was altogether unfair in inferring”——

Mr. WaTERS interjected,

Mr. MAXWELL: Mr. O'Keefe, would
you be kind enough to keep the hon. mem-
ber in order? If he is prepared to get up
and make a speech I am content to listen
to him, but I certainly object to his mutter-
ing. The ‘Telegraph’ said—

“Mr. Smith overacted his part and
was altogether unfair in inferring that
Mr. Moore and his friends were respon-
sible for all the ill effects of the world-
wide economic crisis which raged during
their term of office, and that depression
was banished by magic as soon as
Labour returned to  office. Strong
language and exaggeration should not
impress  thoughtful, intelligent people,
such as an assertion that * The reckloss
drive to ruin and bankruptey during the
years 1928-1930-1931 had been stopped
and stagnation had been arrested.” Nor
should the public be led astray by the
parade of the Moore deficits or the
charge that the Nationalists slashed
wages and strove for the impoverish-
ment of the people. Such methods of
campalgning are unworthy of a Pre-
mier,”’ .

The hon. member for Baroona said, “ Of
course they did,” but he has no knowledge
of the matter. That is just his usual clap-
trap, the usual talk that is heard from the
soap box. He thinks that he can induce
a body of intelligent hon. members on this
side to believe his assertion.

Mr. Power: You are not intelligent.
Mr. MAXWELL:
ice with me.
on a duck’s
further said—
‘“But the economies effected by the
Moore Government ”’——
Mr. Waters: You are a Punch and Judy
show.

] That remark cufs no
It is only like pouring water
back. The * Telegraph”
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Mr. MAXWELL: And the hon. member
is a good Judy. The ¢ Telegraph ™ further
said—

“ But the economies effected by the
Moore Government were consistent with
prudence, with safety. and with honour-

able trusteeship. They established a
condition which facilitated recovery
and very considerably smoothed the

path of the incoming Iabour Party.
The Premier would have lost nothing
in prestige had he admitted these facts
instead of trying to put the onus of the
world depression on Mr. Moore and
taking to himself credit for recovery
which is at least as recal and patent
throughout the Commonwealth as it is
in Queensland.”
If the “Telegraph ™ is reliable in the one
case, I take it that the hon. member for
Kennedy will adsit thal it is as reliable in
ihe othor. I have quoted it to show the
opinion that i held of the hon. gentleman
who was our worthy leader at that time.

There are other matters to which I should
like to refer, but in view of your ruling,
Mr. O’Keefe, I am precluded from dealing
with them. However, wec shall have an
opportunity later on of doing so. I should
like to draw attention to the interjections
by hon. members opposite when the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was referring to
certain coincidences in connection with a
recent industrial case. They complained
that he was attributing dishonest motives fo
the Government, that he suggested that the
Government must have interfered with the
Industrial Court by virtually telling it what
it had to do.

When Labour was in opposition hon. mem-
bers opposite eriticised the treatment that
had been meted out to a number of men
for the offence kunown as * jumping the
rattler.”” They also staied what they would
do if they had power and how they would
treat these people. Prior to the elections
Labour members, the present Secretary for
Labour and Industry, Minister for Transport,
and the Secretary for Public Works, waited
on the then Premier regarding the provision
of shelter sheds and free transport for the
unemployed. The present Secretary for
Public Lands complained of the iniquity of
the unemployed being gaoled for jumping the
rattler. What did the Labour Party do vhen
they got in? They had the matter in their
own hands, and they could have altered the
law if they were dissatisfied with tlre penalty
provided. The “ Telegraph’ of 3lst January
this year contains the following item:—

¢ Rockhampton, January 31.
“1f T make it too lenient, the Railway
Department write to my depariment and
say 1 am too lenient and am encouraging
this sort of thing, stated Mr. A. H.
O’Kelly, police magistrate, in the police
court this morning when Ray Cotterill,
thirty, asked for leniency when he pleaded
guilty to a charge of travelling by rail
between Marlborough and Yaamba with-
out paying the fare of 6s.
“The defendant was
ordered to pay 6s.. in
hours’ imprisonment.”’

convicted and
default twelve

If this is done by one department—and I
presume it has heen done—therve 1s nothing
to stop it from being done somewhere else.
That is a particular case that should be
brought under the notice of the departmant.

Mr. Maxwell.]
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Let me deal with the alleged genervosity of
this Government in their treatmenr of ‘rhe@e
unfortunate men. The Government vere in
power when the following statement appeared
in the “ Courier 7 of 8th November, 1932 :—

At Maryborough, on T7th November,
195 Avrchbishop Duhig said: * Youths,
in quest of work, got on a train without
a ticket. They were arrested and put into
gaol with the stigma of the gaol on them
for ever. Faulty government, perhaps,
wa., the cause of this trouble, and he
conld sce no harm in 'tttachmw an extrs
("o'mn to train whereby those secking

~ork could tlav'l from place to p‘a@
without the danger of imprisonment.’

“The Minister for Labour and Indus-
trs (Mr, \1 P. Hynes), in reply, declared
that the proposal of Alchbxshop Duhig
would be lllll)laktl"lb(, and was quite
unnecessary.’

It was not Impossible when the Moore
{Government were in power to build shelter
sheds for these people!

I draw the attention of the Committee to
the *‘ cailous brutality ”—to use words of hon.
members ¢ opposite when they referred to the
treatment of the unemployed by the Moore
Government—of the Secretary for Public
Lands when a deputation waited on him on
the 12th January, 1933. Labour had full
power to dcal with this matter at the time,
but in reply to a deputation represcnting
the uncmployed at Innisfail the Secretary
for Public l.ands made the following state-
ment, as recorded in the * Cairns Post’ of
13th January, 1933 :—

“IfF we wore to build shelter sheds, how
long would it be before the rest of Aus-
tralia was flocking here. I say that the
position of unemployed is no worse to-day
than it was years ago. People talk about
hard times. When I was a kid living av

ss Island I wore no shoes and had
dripping instead of butter. Conditions
to-day in  Queensland are immensely
superior to when I was a boy. In those
days we never talked about shelter sheds,
Every Government tried to do its best,
just as they do to-day. I can tell you
the Government is definitely opposed to
shelter sheds.”

members opposite are
opposed to the unemployed, but when in
opposition they believe in them. There is
such a thing as consistency, but it is a jewel
not to be found on the other side of the
Chamber. The article continues—

«

When in power hon.

. . . . . I cannot understand whr,
whenever people got into difficulties,
they rush to the Government to get them
out of their difficulties I again
tell you single men, ‘the Minister con-
cluded,” that the best way to emancipate
vourselves is to get married and thus
become entitled to the privileges of the
married men (i.c., £1 0s. 3d. per weck.
for relief work).”

"That is typical of the treatment meted out
to theze unfortunate men—and they are unfor-

tunate—but hon. members opposite stand
in this Chamber and make an accusation

against the Opposition of not playing the
game, and of inciting the public servants
to strike. There is no doubt that the party
opposite fooled them on the hustings and
are attempting to fool them still further.

[Mr. Haxwell,
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The party that I have the honour to be
associated with—and it is an honour—has
boon charged

Kixe: A party of three.

My, MAXWELL: That is immaterial.
We may y»ot have quantity but we have
guality. We have becn accused of being
associated with the Communists, but some
hon. members opposite know—and you know
this, 2Mr. King——o
The TEREMPORARY CHAIRMAN :

ad

1ho hon. member to a

Order !

7 dress the

L KWELL: Hon
dm‘;ng election time

membera opposite
the Labour

v Iusy  running round geiting
votes, Tnis ; not hearsar, for I have seen
them myse and the hon. momber for

ption. They run round
docs not matter from
The Labour

at the Bowen

Baroona 1 no cxnee
retting v)t and it
whom so 10;1” as they get then
Press that was in existenes
by-clections and men interested in the elec-
tions on the Labour Party’s side made state-
ments from which the inference could be
drawn that irrespective of how bad Labour
government was—and God knows it is m~ot’ry
bad at the present time—it will never be
as bad as Tory government. They asked
that the No. 2 vote given to the Com-
nmni:t Part Intelligent men know that
the objectives of both parties are the same.
To dmw an analogv we might say that
although they do not sleep in the same bed,
they have two beds in the same room.

The Government muzt do everything pos-
sible to relieve the burden of taxation
being bornp by the people, and it is rather
stupid for any hon. member opposite to sug-
gest that because there arc forty-five other
in this Chamber with similar views to his,
those views must be correct. If taxation is
not reduced there will come a time, and
the people are looking forward to it, when
hon. members opposite will be given the
order to “ Right about furn.”

Mr. NIMMO (Oxlcy) [4.34 pm.]: The
appropriation of a sum of £4,200.000 should
hlV(\ seriows conzideration.  This morning

he hon. member for Bundaberg made cor-
fain statements regarding the outlawing of
the public servants from the Industrial Court
by the Moore Government, but there 1is
nothing very new about that. On three
different occasions Labour Governments out-
lawed public servants from the Industrial
Court.  They took them away from the
court when it was necessary to do so, and
the Moore Government only did likewlse;
it was necessary that the public expendi-
ture should be reduced by a certain amount.
The Treasurer quite recently informed the
public servants that the cuts in Queensland
were the lowest of any of the Australian
States. This shows that the Moore Govern-
ment  did the right thing, but we find
that although the Labour IParty on file
hustings in 1932 accused the Moore (Govern-
ment of callously outlawing the public sex-
vants and reducing wages to a starvation
cvel—the basic wage to-day is still £3 14s.
a week,

Mr. Jmssox: And a better purchasing
power.

Mr. NIMMO : The purchasing power is
9s. a week less, and the unemployment

relief tax is very materially higher than it
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was under the Moore regime. I think that
every member of this Committee recngmhes
that the cost of living has risen to such a
height that it is almost impossible even for
the man on the basic wage to carry on in
any comfort. According to the figures of
Mr. Brigden we have on unemplovment
relief work a number of men equivalent to
£10,600 on full-time; that is, 30,000 men
are on intcrmittent relief work. From that
it will be seen that the Government _are
not fulfilling their election promises. Dur-
ing the 1922 elections Thgv led the people
to believe that if the Labour Party were
returned they would immediately right the
wrongs committed by the Moore Govern-
ment. Even the public servants were foreed
to wait for ncarly three yoars before they
were given access to the Industrial Court.
Despite the fact that the Labour Party
promised to give the public servants access
to the court, they found immediately upon
their return that there was a chock in the
wheel—the Financial Emergency Act was
still operating.
Mre. W, J. Correy: That is not true.

Mr. NIMMO: That is true; and every
hon. member of this Committee knows it.
The public servants had no accers to the
court for twenty-seven monthe, Although
it was necessary to impose those cuts on
the salaries of public ssrvants when the
Moore Government were in power, the
Labour Government continued to practise
every one of those economies, and also
increased the relief tax. From that it will
be seen that the public servants have been
treated much more harshly by the Labour
Government than they were by the Moore
Government.

In the Nstimates this year the Govern-
ment have provided for certain restorations
of salary cuts. Luast year a restoration of
one-quarter was made to certain publie ser-
vants. A perusal of any one of the Estimates
for this year will disclose that provision
is made for the restoration of a certain
percentage of the salary cuts. Take, for
example, the Estimate for the Sub--
Department of Irrigation and Water Supply.
There we find that last year——

The SECRETARY TFOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
I rize to a point of order. The hon. mem-

ber for Aubigny was quoting exactly the
same figures on the occasion when the

Chairman of Committees gave a ruling that
these comparisons and quotations could not
be made. Probably the hon. member for
Oxley was not in the Chamber at the time
that that ruling was given,

Mr. NIMMO: I am quoting from the
Estimates. I am not referring in any way
to the act of the Industrial Court. I am
quoting from the Estimates now before this
Comnuttee, and if we are going to be ham-
strung, and Ministers are going to ftry
to rvestriet dizcussion in this Chamber——

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Order;
I cannct allow the hon. member to make
any reflections on the Chair. The hon.
member heard the ruling that was given
by the Chairman previously, and that rul-
ing stands.

Mr. NIMMO: I will respect that ruling.
The matter I am discussing is the Hstimates
that are before the Committee. At present
we are discussing the appropriation of
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£4.200,000, to which the Estimates are

relevant.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: The
hon. member may quote from those
Hstimates.

Mr. NIMMO: I will do that. In the

Estimate for the Sub-Departinent of Irri-
gation and Water Supply we find a total
of £22.813 for last year, from which was

doc’mcted salary reductions of £2.814. That
reduction worked out at 124 per cent. This
vear the amount provided i1z £21397 and

the salaries reduction of £2,163 works out
at just on 10 per cent., showing that in these
Bstimates provision is made for a restoration

over the whole public scrvice of 2§ per
cont,
Mr. W. J. CorLey: You know that these

Fatimates were framed before ever the case
came before the court.

Mr. NIMMO: I am discussing these
Lstimates. I cannot discuss the court case.
Mr. W. J. Copuiy: And the Estimates

can ecnly be framed with regard to what
the position wultimately is, and that case
has not been finally determined.

My NIMMO: I am discussing the Hsti-
mates before this Committee, I do not
intend to touch on the court case, as that
matter has beon ruled by the Chair to he sub
judice. We had a ruling in this Chamber
during the discussion of the Police Acts
Amendment Act of 1928. You will remember
that the Premier said that Parliament was
supreme and beyond any ccurt, and if it
was the right thing to do for the people na
one could stop the discussion. I hope that
hon. members in this Chamber are not going
to try to stop discussion in Parliament.

The Secrerary ror Pusric INSTRUCTION :
There arc Standing Orders that must be
chserved.

Mr, W, J. CopLEy : In that case, it was a
Bill being introduced by the Government

Mr. NIMMO: The hon,
Chairman of Committees.
Chair.

The TEMPO
Will the hon.
his speech?

Mr. NIZIMO: Taking out the
as I have quoted them

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: I have
already told the hon. member that he may
make a quotation from the KEstimates.

member 1y 1ok
I appeal to the

RARY CHAIRMAN : Order!
member for Oxley continue

Tstimates

Mre. NIMMO: I can prove by my figures
the point 1 am getting at, witheut making
any refercnce to “the court, In tallying up
the figures on the Estimates we find “that
90 per cent. of the public servants are under
£300 o year, and 10 per cent. of them are
over £E02 a year.

Mr. W. J. CoPLEY :
cent. of them.

Ir. NIMMO .

Not more than 85 per

Who is making the speech,

the hon. member for Bulimba or I?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
interjected.

Mr., NIMMO: If the hon. gentleman
thinks so, I had a higher opinion of his
intelligence than I have now. The poing
I am making is that on these Estimates
there is a general restoration throughout
the public service of 24 per cent. As 90 per

My. Nimmo.]
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cent. arc getting less than £300 a year, they
will get very little, according to those Lsti-
mates, while the 10 per cent. over £300 a
year will get a very material increase. I
have worked out the actual increases pro-
vided by that restoration in the Estimates,
and T find the increase is as follows: —

Salary. Amount of resteration.
£ £
Under 270 ... ... nil,
270 Lol
300 .. 4
400 .. 15
500 .. 20

The TEMPORARY CHATRMAN : Order !
The hon. member is getting on to danger-
ous ground.

Mr. NIMMO: I appeal to you, DMr.
O’Keefe.  If vou rule me out of order I
shall discontinue.

The TEMT'ORARY CHAIRMAN : Order!
I must ask the hon. member to keep within
the limits of the debate now before the Com-
mittee. 1f he dees not do so, I shall not
give him another warning. 1 shall ask him
to resume his scat.

Mr. NIMMO: That is what I expect if I
am out of bounds. I have prepared a list
here from the Istimates showing the amount
of the increascs that ave likely to accruc to
the public servants. Am I in order in quot-
ing that?

The TEMPORARY CHATIRMAN : Order!
I ask the hon. member to resume his seat,
and to discontinue his speech.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. F. A. Cooper, lrcmer)
{4.45 p.m.J: 'There are just one or two
matters I shall touch on in reply. So far
as speeches of hon. members of the Opposi-
tion are concerned, I do not propose to go
into the whole question of the £600,000
granted by way of subsidy. I refer the hon.
Leader of the Opposition to page 915 of the
current issue of “ Hansard,” wherc he will
find a full and explicit explanation by the
hon. the 'Treasurer. .

The hon. member for Aubigny made some
reference to the cost of administering the
Unemployment Relief Fund. It is true, as
the hon., member has said, that these costs
have increased slightly, but since 1931-32 the
relief department has become a much bigger
department. It handles a greater amount of
money, and there is need for a higher
officiency and greater supervision. As a
matter of fact, the percentage of administra-
tion expenses to the money handled by the
department in 1931-32 was 1.83, whercas in
1985-36 it wag 2.61 per cent. The increasc is
not very great when one considers the
increased amount of work and the need there
is for greater supervision in that department.

The hon. member for Aubignv also made
reference to the matter of subsidy-loans. I
remember many years ago that one of the
delights of the populace was to go into the
gallery and hiss the villain when he dis-
owned his own child. I was reminded of
that this afternoon when the hon. member
for Aubigny disowned subsidy-loans—those
wretched things that were the ruination of
the country !

Mr. Moorg: I said from the unemploy-
aent relief tax. That is very different.

[Mr. Nimmo.
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : The hon. gentleman cannot
disown his own child as quickly as all that,
because 1if anybody was the father of that
thing it was the hon. member for Aubigny.
As a matter of fact he made a distinct
statement to the Press, I think, in May,
1929, or 1932. 1 forget the ycar.

Mr. Moore: It was in 1932.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION: He pointed out just how he
was going to do this particular little job.

Mr. MooRre: Quite right, but not out of
the Unemployment Relief Fund.

Tha SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : e mentioned that he was
poing to get so much out of one fund, so
much out of another, so much out of another
—lr2 was going to raise so much by taxation
—and out of that he was going to subscribe
£1 for every £2 subscribed by the local
authorities. One hon. member interjected
that he did something in that direction and
he knows that he did. He made that pro-
posal in 1929, if I remember rightly. I am
sorry that I cannot put my finger on that
particular “ Hansard.”

Mr. Moore: I will take your word for it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: He did publish that state-
ment. The unemployment relief tax is doing
what it was supposed to do, and that is to
put people into employment. If it is giving
employment then it is doing what it was
designed to <o, but the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition scems to have overlooked that
fact entirely.

I do not desire to detain the Committee,
but I asked the hon. member for Fassifern
a question, and he having given a wrong
answer, I should attempt to put him right.
I asked him what Communism was, and he
zald that it was something brought into being
by the Labour movement. ’

Mr. Maner: Something hatched in the
Labour incubator.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION : Yes, that is it. If 1 remem-
ber rightly, Marx and Engels drew up their
Communist manifesto in 1848, and I think
that was a little bit before the advent of the
Labour movement in Australia. The hon.
member also wanted an explanation of its
relationship with the Labour movement. I
think that Communism might fairly be
described as the revolution of the empty
stomach, whereas the Labour movement is
the revolution of the full mind, and I think
there is some distinction betwen those two
things. 1 believe that the Communist doc-
trine might be described as “ Each according
to his need,” and the Labour Party policy
might be described as * Kach according to
his deed.” 1 do not wish to pursue that
subject any further, so I shall leave it at
that. Probably at a later stage of the
session we may have an opportunity of
debating that matter more fully.

Mr. Moore: Does the Labour Party’s
policy of ‘“Each according to his deed”
mean payment by results?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: The soclalistic policy means

nothing less than payment by results—the
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full result to the worker according to his ser-
vice, nothing more and nothing les That
has always been the poliey.

Mr. ais All products of the one pod.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION: The hon. gentleman pro-

fessew to know, but L am afraid that he does
not. I understand that the time of finishing
is near at hand and I do not propose to
prolong the dcbate.

Que-tion—"* That  the
Cooper’s
paszed.

The House resumed.

The Tla,\u’ou.\ny CrAIRMAN reported that the

rogolution  (Adr.
motion) be agreed to”—put and

Conmmiittee hed ceme to a resoluticn aud
asked leave to sit again.

Resumption of Committee made an Ordey
of the Day for Tuesday next.

Resolution received and agroed to.

AND N
CoMmMITIz oox Account, £4,200,600.
, )

(Mr. Hanson, Buranda, in the chair)

The SLECRETARY FOR PURBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. F. A, Cooper, Bremer) :
I move—

“{u) That, towards inaking good the
Supply 11,;tod to Flis Majesty, ou
account, fm the service of the year
1936-1837, a further sum uot exceading
£2.000,000 be granted out of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund of Queensland
{exclusive of the moneys standing to the
crodit of the Lican Fund Account).

“(h) That, towards making good the
Supnly granted to ¥is Majesty, on
account, for the service of the year
1936-1837. a further swin not exceeding
£1,500,000 be granted from the Trust and
Special Funds.

“(¢) That, towards making good the
Supply granted to His ’\Ialc\rv on
account, for the service of the year
19:5-12¢7. o further sum not exceeding
£700,000 be granted from the moneys
standing to the credit of the Loan Fund
Account.”

Question put and passed.
The Touse resumed.

The CuamrMan reported that the Com-
mittee had come to certain resolutions, and
asked leave to sit again.

Resumption of Committee made an Order

of the Day for Tuesday next.
Resolutions received and agreed to.

Ordered, that a Bill be brought in founded
on the resolutions.

APPROPRIATION BILL, No. 2.
FirstT READING.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. F. A. Cooper, Bremer)
presented the Bill, and moved—

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

Question put and passed.
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S82coxD READING.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION (Hon. F. A. Cooper, Bremer)
(458 p.m.]: I move—
“ ’Ihat the Bill be now read a second
time.

In the Committee stage we dealt with the
matter thorcughly, and I do not wish to
speak further on the Bill.

“ That the Bill be now read a
C'ouper’s motion)—put

Qu(‘“th‘l
socoud  thue V[
11;(] passed.

COMMITTEE.

(3r. Hanson, Burandu, in the chuair.)
Clauses 1 1o 4, both inclusive, and preamble

agreed to.
The House resuwed.
The CHAIRMAN Hl without
amendment.,

reported the B

Tumzp Respmwa.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION (Hon. F. A. Cooper, Bremer):
I move
% That the Bill be now read a third
time.”

Question put and paszsed.

The Houss adjourned at 5.2 p.m.





