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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

TUESDAY, 14 JULY, 1914. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. D. Armstrong, 
Lock11er) took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 1. 

ASSENT. 

The SPEAKER: I have to report that I 
presented to His Excellency the Governor 
Appropriation Bill No. 1 for the Royal 
assent, and that His Excellency was pleased, 
in my presence, to subscribe his assent there­
to in the name and on behalf of His Majesty. 

A mr·esage was also received from His 
Excellency the Governor assenting to the· 
said Bill. 

AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORTS. 

SINKING FUND UNDER GOVERNMEN1' LOAN 
ACTS. 

The SPEAKER laid upon the table the 
following papers :-

Report of the Auditor-General on the 
sinking fund under the Government 
Loan Act of 1910. 

Report of the Auditor-General on the 
sinking fund under the GoTernment 
Loan Act of 1911. 

Ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS. 

The following papers, laid on the table, 
were ordered to be printed. 

Thirtieth report on the creation, in­
scrip~ion, and issue of stock under 
the Queensland Stock Inscription 
Act. 

Regulations under the Harbour Boards 
Act, 1892, and the Gladstone Har­
bour Board Act of 1913. 

Report of the Official Trustee in Insol­
vency, Townsville, for the year 1913. 

Report of the Local Deputy Curator 
of Intestate Estates, Townsville, for 
the year 1913. 
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The following papers were also laid on 
the table:-

Rules of the Supreme Court of Queens­
land, as of Thursday, 4th Decem­
ber, 1913, being the Law Calendar 
for tho year 1914. 

Statements of various insurance com­
panies under the Life Assurance Com­
panies Act of 1901. 

DEPARTURE OF THE GOVERNOR. 

The PREMIER (I-Ion. D. F. Denham, 
Oxley) sard: Mr. Speaker,-I desire to move 
a motion without notice. 

The SPEAKER : Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the Chief Secretary be allowed to 
move a motion without notice. 

HONOURABLE JYIE}IBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The PRK:YIIER: I am obliged to the House 
for their permission to move, without notice, 
the following motion :-

" That the second paragraph of the 
Address in Reply as now printed be 
deleted, and that a special address be 
presented to His Excellency the Governor, 
aB follows :-

"To His Excellcncv Sir \Villiam 
MacGregor, Doctor of Medicine, Knight 
Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished 
Order of St. Michael and St. George, 
Companion of the Most Honourable 
Order of the Bath, Governor of the State 
of Qu~ensland and is Dependencies, in 
the Commonwealth of Australia. 

"May it please Your Excellency,-\Ve, 
the members of the Legislative A&,embly 
of Queensland, in Parliam<>nt assembled, 
learn with deepest rcr;;Tet of Your Excel­
lency's approaching retirement from the 
service of the Crown, and beg to assure 
Your Excellency that you will carry with 
you our sincere affection and goodwill, 
and our earnest hope that all happiness 
and prosperity may attend you and your 
family." 

Whatever may be the fate of the Address in 
Reply-whether it be adopted or amended­
certain it is that the second paragraph will 
meet with the hearty concurrence and ap­
proval of the House. 

HONOURABLE MEliiBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The PREMIER: As we all know, His 
Excellency leaves to-morrow morning, and 
there is no possible chance of the Address in 
Reply being adopted by that time. Yet I am 
liUre that I am consulting the wishes of han. 
members in that before he leaves Brisbane 
there should be communicated to him our 
appreciation of the splendid service he has 
rendered to the Crown and the people, and 
<Jur good wishes that will accompany him and 
his family for all time. 

HON01:RABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: Right from Cape York 

to Point Danger, and from east to west, Rir 
William. MacGregor has earned the goodwill 
of all classes of the community. (Hoar, hear!) 
'ro his gentleness and kindliner;s of spirit there 
has been added exceptional learning and 
ability, and he has never spared himself in 
travelling, nor has he spared himself in im­
parting to young and old the rich stores of 
knowledge he possesses. He is a loyal servant 
of the King and a good friend of the people, 
and I am sure that this Houw desires to 
convey to him appreciation of the services 
he has rendered. and to expre•s to him our 
heartiest goodwill and best wishes. 

HONOURABLE J\1Eli!BERS: Hear, hear! 
1'he PREJ\IIER : With these few words, I 

move the motion and I am sure having con­
ferred with the l~ader of the OprJOsition, that 
he will heartily support it. .'l.nd _I would 
further add to the motion, that on 1ts adop· 
tion the House desires that you, ::\lr. Speaker, 
shm;ld convey to His' Excellency the purport 
of the Address. 

HoNOURABLE :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. RY .A?\ (Barcoo): I have much pleasure 

in supporting the motion that has been moved 
b:>· the Uhicf Secretary, and also in endorsing 
the remarks that have just fallen from the 
han. gentleman. I think that the expressions 
that have com.e from all classes of the com­
munity throughout Queensland are sufficient 
evidence that the regret felt at the departure 
of Sir William is widespread. and I think it 
only fitting that a resolution should b~ placed 
on the records of tlw HouS-'l cxpressmg tho 
regret that we feel at his departure. 

HoNOPRABLE ::y{EMBERS : Hear, hoar ! 
Mr. RYA:::--1: Many things have been said 

with r<>gard to thr· good qualities of Sir 
William at the many meetings which have 
recentlv been held on the eve of his departure. 
One particular feature \vith regard to ~ir 
William's discharge of his duties in the office 
of Governor of QuPcnsland has struck me, and 
that ""''s the faculty he had of s"cing, at all 
official functions at which rf'prcsentati,,.s of 
both parties W<'fe present, that both parties 
had the opportunit~· of being he;trd. 

IIoNO<:RABLE ME:MBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. RYAN: That is only what might have 

been expected from a man who had had the 
wide experience and the natural dispo8ition of 
Sir \Villiam, and it is a practice from which, 
I think, many of our adult population might 
take example. I regret yery much the causes 
which have led Sir Yl'illiam to take the course 
he is t<J.king in retiring from the service of 
the Crown, and I trust that the leisure which 
he will enjoy when he goes to the old country 
will lead to the restoration of his health, and 
that he and Lady MacGregor may be lo_ng 
spared to enjoy the well-merited honour whwh 
has come to him from a long and honourable 
career in the service of the Crown. I have 
much pleasurP in supporting the resolution. 

HoNOURABLE ME:MBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Question put and passed. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY. 
\V ANT OF CONFIDENCE MoTION-RESUMPTION 

OF DEBATE. 

Mr. SWAYNE (J.lirani): At one time I 
did not propose to speak on this amend­
ment, and more especially after the speech 
of the han. member for Burrum, when, so 
far as I remember, he expreased his wi!.l­
ingness to accept something better, if it was 
offered, than the measure on 1vh10h this 
motion hinges. But there has been so much 
criticism of the measure that was introduced. 
last session that I .am not disno,pd, to u&e 
a common term, although it expresses per­
haps more than one really means-I am 
not disposed to take it all "lying down." 
I think that the Bill was certainlv justified, 
although to a certain extent-a~d perhaps 
unintentionally-it has been misrepresented. 
So I propose for a short time to deal with 
sundry speeches that have been m1de in. 
reference to it. I think it needless for me to 
say that no industry is of greater importance 
to the future of Australia than that of sugar. 

Mr. Swayn..:.] 
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It seems to me that with it a successful settle­
ment of our Northern <:loastal lands and the 
future of our white Australia policy are 
largely bound up. This is one of those indus­
tries which has been shown to be particularly 
adapted to the solution of that question, so 
that it is not merely its economical feature 
that has to be considered. Further, I w.mid 
point out that the growers, in asking for 
the narticular intervention of this Parlia­
ment~ can show that their nosition is one 
which does not exist in any -other industry. 
During the discussion it has been stated that 
if the Bill is required in the case of cane 
price boards, then it will be required in the 
case of prices of other commoditie". I do 
not agree with that, as I do not think 
there is any class of producer so limited iu 
his range of buyers as the canegrower. 
When a man buys .a farm in the proximity of 
a mill, he has generally to sell to that mill, 
whether he likes it or not ; but in the case of 
any other industry, if the producer is not 
treated fairly, or growing a crop which 
does not remunerate him sufficientlv, he can 
change his farming altogether; he can go 
in for general farming or dairying. In 
the case of the cane farmer, however fre­
quently he is limited to the one buy~r. I 
mention this to show that conditions exist 
in the sugar industry which do not exist at 
all in other industries. We have been told 
that ~he Bill unon which this amendment 
is framed is opposed to Liberalism, but I 
sometimes think that Liberalism is in as 
nebulous a state as socialism. (Opposition 
!aufi]:>ter.). I have often agked myself, "Wh"t 
1s Lrberahsm ?" It seems to me that while 
we think that the system of individual owner­
ship and individual enternrise is best cal­
culated to make for the best prosperity of 
this country, still, under certain existing con­
ditions, injuetice might arise. It appears 
that we have three schools of political 
thought. On the one hand you have the 
old-time Conservative, who thinks that 
things are just as they were fifty years 
ago, when, under the old-time law of supply 
and demand, men were able to meet any 
difficulty that might arise and secure fairly 
good treatment, or a certain amount of 
equity all round. On the other hand, we 
have the socialist, who believes in collective 
ownership of everything and the national­
isation of all industries, and will leave 
nothing at -all to private ownership. Be­
tween the two we have the Liberal, who 
does not agree with collective ownership of 
all the means of production distribution and 
exchange as being calculated to bring 'forth 
the best results, but who recog-nises that 
un~e.r. altered methods_, improved transport 
facrhtre~, and such hke, there are times 
when he is called unon to interfere, anc:1 
SNJ that no wrong is done. Coming- back 
more particularly to the industry which is 
affected by this amendment, I mig-ht point 
out t.hat a few years a f\0 anyone could 
establish a sugar-mill with the expenditure 
of £3.000, £5,000, or £10,000, as the case 
may be, and in those times there was no 
monopoly of the business at all. It was 
a comparatively easy matter to establish a 
mill then to suit a cPrtain g-roup of growers. 
But. now, when we know that it reouir<>s a 
capital of nothing less than f!15o".OOO to 
establish an up-to-date sugar-mill, properlv 
equipped, it is manifest that the comnetition 
so far as the milling is concerned is limited. 
Seeing that it costs so much to establish a 
mill. on<' is r>ot going- to put one up just 
fer the fun of the thing. The owner of a 

[Mr. Swayne. 

mill has therefore a monopoly over all the­
cane grown within his sphere of action. I 
do not think that that is a state of things. 
which exists in any other industry. For in­
stance, take the dairying industry. It is. 
a comparatively small matter to establish a 
butter factory. The amount· of money re­
quired is much smaller, and there is always. 
the Government aid to be relied on to­
the extent of at least half the cost. I just 
mention these features to show that those 
who brought the Bill before the House last 
session had good warrant for doing so. 

Mr. RYAN: Then why don't you stick to­
your guns? 

Mr. SWAYNE: If the hon. gentleman 
will only be patient and let me go on in 
my own way, I will give him a good reason 
to show why I am taking the action I P>O­
pose to take when this question comes to a. 
division. Dealing with the criticisms, I 
notice that the Premier, speaking last 
session, said-

" If there is to be public control of 
prices for one set of conditions, then it 
will have to be followed right through in 
every industry." 

Those -are not his exact words, but that is 
the effect of what the Premier said. That 
does not appear to me to be the case at all. 
I just pointed out the peculiar circumstances 
of the canegrowers, and I will show that it is 
far easier for the miller to secure better 
treatment for himself the.n it is for the 
primary producer to do so. About two-thirds 
of the sugar grown in Queensland oat the 
present time comes from mills which are 
altogether outside the mills of the refiners. 
\Vhen vou consider that two-thirds of the 
sugar i~. Queensland comes from mills that 
have no connection with the refiners, you can 
see that if they are not fairly treated by the­
rPfiner it is well within their power to 
establish their own refinery, or else to 
take advantage of the new processes that· 
from time to time are discovered, and so­
be able to put the raw sugar direct. on the­
market. They might find it worth while' 
to go into this matter, and see if it wili 
pay them to compete with the refined sugar. 
I mention that just to show that they ar& 
far better off and more able to take care· 
of themselves than the grower is. They 
are not, as the grower often is oat present, 
tied hand and foot, and absolutely .in the 
hands <Jf one buy~r. Then, if the consumers 
think they are unfairly treated by th" refiner. 
they can get their sugar from outside Aus­
tralia by paying the import duty, and again 
are not in the same position as the grower. 
At the present time, the refiner must self 
his sugar at the same or a lower price than 
the landed cost of the foreign article. 
Another objection to the Bill which I found 
was m<tde bv the Premier when h<l referred 
to the inela.stic character of the Bill. The­
han. gentleman said-

. "::-J aturoally, a product such as cane, 
which differs so mnch in the eesentiaf 
elements of ve.lue, differs as to its density. 
differs as to its fibre. and to such divers.<>­
treatment in the mills, mills of ''arying 
power and efficiency, could not be dealt 
with in the same way as wages boards." 

We have many industries dealt with by wage-s 
boards, under which the same condit;on!! 
arise, and we have to provide for all thes& 
exigencies. The price of cane in the Bill 
depends on a number of different factors. 
What has not been looked at in this debate-
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1s the fact that a. board appointed undel.' 
the Bill would be able to regulate all con­
ditions of sale. It would be left to the 
boards to fi~ the . prices according t{} the 
cc,ndttwns whtch artse from time to time It 
is not a hard-and-fast measure to deal ;.;ith 
the industry on hard-and-fast li;..es and when 
it was stated that it was, that wa.; somethino­
that was undeserved. We find that a. good 
d'..:al of n1isunderstanding has arisen in con­
nection with the establishment of cane 
boards. For instance, there was a discussion 
between the Premier, the hon. member for 
Chillagoe, and the hon. member for Herbert 
as to whether the _cane should be paid for 
accordmg to analysts or upon the gross ton­
nage. The Bill did not deal exactly with 
that questi'?n at all. It did not say you must 
buy accordmg· to the analysis or according to 
the gross tonnage. but just left it open for 
the . boards, which :vere practically ac­
q:'':mted, not only wtth the general con­
dtl.IO?~ of the industry, but with the local 
co:Hhtwns as :vell,. to fix the proper price. I 
thmk that thts Btll that has been so criti­
cised would meet all those objections. It 
would enable the parties concerned to come 
together and arrive at an equitable decision 
as to the distribution of the profits givino­
so mu?h to the miller and the ' growe~ 
reopechvely. It has been said by inference 
that <In att~mpt is b:ing ~'lade by t.he grower 
to get <~;n mcrease m price for his cane. I 
should hke to say that the Bill does not say 
tnat at all. The Bill lays down that therfl 
must he a fair and equitable division of what­
ever profit there is. For instance, say that 
the profit amount3 to 20 pPr cent-I do not 
ooy ~hat it ~O"' nmount to 20 per c.Pnt, but I 
~>m Just mmg that figure for the sake of 
ar!"ument-unrler the present system, the 
mtller gets 15 per cent., and the grower 
5 per cent. Under the cane price board, as 
:r:rm·i.Ued for in the Bill introduced last 
se''sion. the idea is that they should each get 
10 per cent. of the profit. The Premier 
when speaking- the oth.Pr night said that it 
was a most difficult problem. He then went 
on-

" On the part of some, I em told that 
good farming is yielding a really excel­
lent result and a profit. Bv others who 
are equally dependable, as far as ve~e.city 
!!OPS, we are told that, under present con­
ditions, it is not profitable. We learn in 
some places that cane lands are changing 
·hands -at very extreme prices, and usually 
men do not pay extreme prices if they 
are not prettv certain that the land wiil 
yield them 'an -adequate result and 
profit." 

Those who are well acquainted with the 
industry know that high prices are paid for 
the land that has a crop p-rowing on it. 
We know that men may pay £1 per acre for 
their land, and then put a crop upon it and 
sell it at a high price, but we must consider 
that they have to spend a lot of money 
before they get a crop. And that was one 
crop in many years, and when that crop 
wa• off the value of the land might have 
gone down to £5, £10, or £12 an acre 
which is not excessive for good farming land: 
I refer to this to show that the values which 
we hear mentioned from time to time are 
not a true criterion of the position. I 

might cite other instances in 
[4 p.m.] which good farming land has 

. been sold at very low prices, but 
ll1 these cases again local conditions must 

account for the low prices. I notice that the 
Premier said-

" It is far better that we should find a. 
way out of the difficulty along the lines 
of mutual arrangement rather than by 
statutory enactments." 

Yes, if we' could find a way out of the 
difficulty in that manner, that would be all 
very well; but I ask anybody >Vho has 
observed recent transactions, what prospect 
there is of arriving at a mutual arrange­
ment? The millers simply take up a hard­
and-fast position. Of course, I know that 
quite recently the cancgrowers and the direc­
tors of a central mill met together to discus~ 
the qu011tion of the prices to be paid for cane, 
and there was give and take; but then there 
is the Colonial Sugar Refining Company, 
who are quite the reverse; but, speaking 
broadly, it is impossible, once a miller 
has made an offer, to get him to depart 
from it. Such a thing as moral suasion 
is of very little use to us in this matter. 
I think it is right that I should point 
out that there was nothing in the Cane 
Price Boards Bill fixing the price of cane. 
The Bill simply aimed at bringing the two 
interested parties together in order to make 
an arrangement with regard to the price 
which should be paid for cane, and it pro­
vided that when an agreement was made 
that agreement should be binding on both 
parties. I know that some people do not 
think it right to exercise compulsion in a. 
matter of this sort, but I ask, how would it 
be possible for an understanding to be 
arrived at unless there was some compulsion 
exercised? All over the world, and in places 
where socialism is almost unheard of, it is 
recognised that where privately owned con­
cerns are exploiting the public, it is a proper 
thing for the State to intervene. I have 
here a magazine entitled " The Round 
Table," in which there is a description of 
what is called "The Grain Growers' Move­
ment in Western Canada." I find that-

" No elevator can refuse grain if it 
has room for it, or discriminate in favour 
of special parties." 

I also find that by legislative enactment 
it is provided that-

" On a written approved application 
of ten farmers within twenty miles of 
the nearest shipping point, any railway 
company operating there is required to 
build at its depot a loading platform of 
certain length and width for the purpose 
of loading grain directly into grain cars, 
and all persons may have access to these 
platforms free of charge. 

It has been stated by one han. member­
I think it is the hon. member for Towns­
ville-that you might as well attempt to fix 
the price of bullocks by such means as those 
provided in the Cane Price Boards Bill as 
to fix the price of cane. The present Com­
monwealth Government are actually doing 
something like that at the present time. 
I have seen in the Press a telegram with 
reference to an agreement with a meatworks 
firm at Port Darwin, in which it is pro­
vided that a certain amount of accommoda­
tion shall be reserved for cattle owners, and 
the rates to be charged are, too, a matter of 
arrangement. If no arrangement is arrived 
at between the parties, then the matter is to 
go to arbitration before a judge of the High 
Court or the Federal Arbitration Court. 
The very same principle has been found 

Mr. Swayne.] 
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nece,c,sary in many other connections, because 
as I have already said, things have changed 
a great deal from what they were years ago. 
There are instances in which under the 
facilities that civilisation provides very great 
powers have accrued in the hands of one 
individual or a fe;; individuals. and it is 
neces,ary in behalt of the public welfare 
for the State to step in and regulate matters. 
It would be very hard to justify individual 
m':ner'h1p unless that right obtained, and I 
thmk we _have come to the stage now when 
such a nght should be exercised. Before 
concl~dinil' my reply to the objedic•1s raised 
on th1s s1de of the House, I should like to 
r,c~er to the remark of the Treasurer, who 
said that the cen~ral mills were not doing 
as well as ihey might do, although it seems 
to. me. that_ that remark has no bearing on 
thiS discusswn. All we seek to show is that 
the P<;r~i"' interested should come together 
and divide whatever profit there is attached 
to . the indu,try. You cannot, however, 
~rnve at a true idea of the position of the 
mdustry by referring to the results of the 
operatw'!s for one or two years. The Trea­
~urer . pomted out that the Auditor-General 
m Ins report on the central mills for 
1~11-1912,_ stated that from out of the 
nme mills dealt with in his report 
four had. worked at a loss. But what was 
the positiOn of the farmers in that year ? 
It was a bad year, and more than four out 
of every five of them worked at a loss 
All these mills had paid their year's interest' 
an~ ample provision ha·s also been made fa; 
mamtenance and depreciation. I have in my 
~and th0 _balance-sheet for last year, accord­
mg t_o w hwh one of the mills referred to after 
malong. ample provision to meet all charges 
for mamtonance, depreciation, and repay­
ments. to the Treasurer for interest and re­
de:r;nptwn, sl:ows a profit of £15,000 upon a 
pa_Id-up_ capital of £60,000. That is some­
thmg like 25 per_ cent. profit for one year ; 
but, as I ha.ve smd, you should not place the 
result of one year as a criterion. The mover 
of the a"'!endment gave the House the very 
best J?OSsible reason for not supporting it. 
He smd-

" What hope is there of getting a 
~nPasur'.' through the "C"pper House that 
Is not mtroduced and supported by the 
Government? They place their nominees 
ther~, and, even if it pa"ed its second 
re~dmg here and went through Com­
mittee under the control of some private 
member, there is not a 10 000 to 1 
chance of its getting through in another 
place. 

That s~ows conclusively that the han. member 
rec'?gnise~ t~at there is not the slightest 
busmess m his proposal. The han. member 
kr:ows that those who are in favour of the 
Bill_ would like to see it made law; but. 
!'?along at the matter from the point of 
;rrew of the farmers, I would ask. Would 
It be of any use under the circumstances 
for those members to support the amend­
J_nent? If the han. member had reallv been 
m earnest about the matter if he had 
really be_en desiro_us of giving the cane farmer 
any assista!'-ce, If h<: had bHen genuine in 
the expresswn of his desire to assist the 
farmers, he would have come to us who are 
~mneg_rowers, and who are directlv concer.ned 
m this n:atter, and would ha\·e "said to us 
" Wf1at do you think is the best wav of 
ge~tmg the Bill placed upon the statute:book 
th1s year?" 

Mr. RYAN : I wanted to show that you 
talk one way and vote another. 

fJir. Swa11ne. 

Mr. S\VAYNE: I contend that if the hon. 
member had not been actuated by party 
politics, had not been actuated simply by _a 
de,ire to embarrass eJme members on this 
side of the House-(Governmont laughter)--:­
he would have consulted the members on this 
oide who reprbent canegrowers. Anyone 
who knows anrthing at .all about the matter 
knows verv well that there is not the slightest 
chance of getting the Cane Price Boards Bill 
made a Government measure by the plan he 
has adopted. The han. member has ta~e:n 
the very best course of preventing anythmg 
o£ that kind being done. 

Mr. RYA": You support the amendment 
and we will soon get a Govermr.ent measure. 

Mr. S\VAY).JE: Oh, no; the han. member 
knows very well that we !'re not going to get 
a Governn1ent n1ew~urc 1n the ay he pro· 
pose•;. I am quite willing to leave it to the 
electors to say \\hether he is in e;:rncst in this 
proposal or not or w heth_er he Is m earnest 
in his de.,ire to do somethmg for the farmers. 
I can quite understand the anxiety of han. 
members opposite to get on this side of the 
House, and that is a perfectly fair dc<'rn: 
but what will the farmers get if they (the 
Opposition) do come over to this side of the 
House? An official explanation of the plat­
form of the Labour party appearcd in t!:e 
"\Vorker." One plank in that platform IS 
c:,rcfullv shirked by the leaders of the Labour 
party bot.h in this Ho~se and in thf _Federal 
Parliament, and that IS the plank whwh pro­
vid<'s for the nationalisation of all means of 
production, exchange, and distribution. ';1-'J;lat 
moans the confiscation of farms. (OppositiOn 
laughter.) What else does it mean? I be­
lie\·e the statement which emanates from the 
official organ of the party. Do han. members 
opposite m0"n to say that such statements are 
false? 

Mr. KIRWAN: No; we don't. 
Mr. SWAYKE: Wcll, here it is officially 

announced bv the rr.outhpiecc of the party 
that thev intend to .nationalise all means of 
production, exchanl;(e, and distribution. The 
farmer, as a rule, IS a man who has 'Yorke_d 
bard on his holding in order to establish h1s 
home and we who represent farmers are 
asked b" members opposite, under cover of 
this amendment, to put them in a position to 
carrv out that plank in their platform. 
(Op]Je>sition laughter.) It is all very well to 
laugh, but the pla!'-k is_ ir: the :ol_atf_orm, and 
until that plank IS elimmated It IS no use 
asking us to support that party. 

Mr. COYNE: What platform is that? 

Mr. SWAYNE: I have read from a re­
printed article which appeared in the 
·'\Yorker" explaining what the Labour plat­
form means. 

::Mr. CoYNE: How old is that? 
Mr. SWAYNE: Members opposite must 

either admit that this article, which is dated 
1911, interprets their platform or affirms that 
is does not. 

Mr. HYAN: \Ve interpret our platform, not 
you: 

Mr. SWAYNE: In view of that official 
interpretation of the platform of the Labour 
party, members on this _side, be!ievinil' as 
we do in private entcrpnse and m pnvate 
owncr;:hip, would be very foolish to do any­
thing which would enable that party to take 
office while they retain that plank. What the 
farmers generally have in view is co-ope_ra­
tion; and a further reason for not supportmg 
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the amendment is that the leader of the 
Liberul party, in his utterances this session, 
has shown that he is fully alive to that, 
and I think quite sufficient rcuson has been 
shown to warrant us in waiting to sec what 
may be brought forward. So far, any promise 
macle from this side of the Hou'e has been 
carried out. I remember wh<'n there was a 
little delay in th •. ~ building of the Babinda and 
South J ohnstonc Sugar ::'.1ills, how it "as 
seized upon by the other sicle and thrown up 
to us as a broken promise of tho Premier's. 
It was said it was ncv<'r intended that those 
mills should bo built-that it "as simply an 
dectwn prom1;;e and all that sort of thing. 
As a matter of fact, these mills arc now being 
built. Again, as showing that this side of the 
House has assisted the growers in such 
matters, I remember that as far back as 8th 
December, 1911, I usked the Premier this 
question-

'• If evident:e upon im·estigation dis­
closr•s that Messrs. Drvsdale Brothers arc 
paying an unduly low 'price for cane, will 
the Gov<'rnment consider the erection of a 
sugtcr-mill upon the north side of the 
Burdekin RiYer ?" 

And I got this answer from him-
" I shall cause careful investigation to 

be made, and, even though the mill re­
ferred to in paragraph 2, page 31, of the 
report of the Royal Commi>,ion on Sugar 
:Mills, is being ercctod, if circumstances 
demand it, the Governmr>nt will fayour­
ably consider any representations which 
the Jarvisfip[d growers may make." 

'fhat promise was acted upon, and the result 
is that the growers in that localitv received a 
considerable sum of mone1;· through the dirc•ct 
intervention of the Treasurer of the present 
Administration. If a scheme can be evolved 
for converting our raw sugar-mills into 
genuine co-operative mills-if that can bo 
-done (I am quite content to wait und see if 
it i' forthcoming) that will largely meet the 
case. More than once during this debate it 
has been said that co-operative alternatives 
aYe in Yicw, and we have it referred to in 
the Governor's Speech. On the whole, I think 
we can hardly be expected to support the 
.amendment. The hon. member who moved 
it, in his mind, must know that under the 
f'OnditioTJ• in which he brought it forward he 
-cun har·lly t' ~pcct us to vote for him. 

Mr. ltYAN: I do not expect you. I want 
to show you in your true colours to the people. 

Mr. SWAYNE: As no member on that 
side of the House is &o largely concerned in 
the industry as men like the hon. member 
for Burrum, the hon. member for Bowen, 
m:rsclf, and others, who are cane!'rowers our­
selves, it is only fair to say that we are 
genuine. Everything we have is wrapped up 
in thP industry, so I do not think the remarks 
of hon. members onnosite, to use a common 
phrase, will wash ouhide. I have pointed out 
that the position of the growers demands that 
something should be done, but the amendment, 
introduced on the third dav the House met, 
was moved palpably not with the intention of 
really bcnPfiting the grower. In fact, I think 
it can be fairly urged that it is morp calculated 
to prevent anything being done, and in view 
of all the circumstances we can be hardly ex­
pected to vote for it. 

Mr. FORSYTH (.lfurrumba) : I do not in· 
tend to take up much time in connection 
with this debate, hut I should like to make 
;a few remarks with regard to the matter. I 

quite agree with the last speaker that the 
leader of the Opposition did not mean busi· 
ness \vhon he n1oved tho amendinent. 

Mr. ltYA;>; : Who told you that? 

Mr. FOHSYTH : '!.'he hon. member knew 
that, but the arguments that have been useJ 
by hon. members opposite require to be "x­
piained. The leader of the Opposition did 
not enter into tho que,tion very fully; he 
simnlv made a few remarks about it and then 
moved the amendment. Last year, when this 
quc::~tion \vas being discussed, hon. 1nombers 
opposite told us that it was not enough, that 
if you wanted to work the proposal in the 
right way you mnst begin at the beginning 
and go right on to the end-you must start 
with the labourer, then go on to tho raw 
miller, then to tho r<•finer, and right on to 
the consumer-go right through the piece. 
Ko doubt that is the policy of the Labour 
party-collective ownership by the State of 
all means of production, distribution, and ex­
change. There can bo no getting away from 
that fact. The price in connection with this 
Cane Price Boards Bill is only in connection 
with the miller. The miller might say "I 
cannot. afford to gi,·o you that price unlos; 
I get a certain prirP from the refiner." There­
fore, vou must ~o to the refiner and tell him 
whatever profits he ma~· make he must give a 
certain proportion to the miller, and then the 
miller must give a fair proportion to the can<'­
grower. Of course, we know the labourer is 
getting a fair thing now. 

Mr. THEODORE: I thought vou said it was 
not a fair thing. · 

Mr. FORSYTH : I am speaking for myself. 
I say the worker' are getting a fair thing 
now. But how is the price of sugar fixed ? 
I am very glad indeed that the lion. mem­
ber for Chillagoe is in his place, because 
I want to say a few words to him in regard 
to the speech he made last year in connec­
tion with this mattPr, and I also want to 
make a statement which I can prove in 
black and white. Tho hon. member, in 
speaking last year, as reported on page 2766 
of "Hansard," made uc;e of these wordo-

" It must not only regulate the price 
of cane, but there must be some authority 
to regulate the price of raw and refined 
sugar. At olr0Rent the regulation price 
of refined and raw sugar is indisputably 
in the hands of the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company. The most representa­
tive millers in the Southern nart of the 
State own up to that. It is regub.ted 
by Messrs. Kater, Knox, and other 
gentlemen in the Colonial Sugar Rofining 
Company. The cost of production of 
sugar in Europe has no bearing on the 
cost of sugar here. It is the greatest 
fallacy to sav that the European market 
has any act'ual effect on the price of 
sugar in Queensland. It suits hon. me'TI­
bers on that side who adYocated the 
millers' cause to say so. It is throwing 
dust in the e~·es of the farmPrs to Ray 
that sl.!gar in Quee~sland is in,~uenccd by 
the pnce of sugar m Europe. 

If he had the slightest conception of what 
this reallv means, he would know that his 
statement is absolutely fallacious, and I 
challenge him or any other member on that 
side of the House to show me that the state­
ment is correct. 

Mr. THEODORE: Judge Macnaughton said 
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company fixes 
the price of sugar in Australia. 

Mr. Forsyth.] 
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Mr. FORSYTH: It is quite true that they 
fix the price of sugar in Australia. The hon. 
member is trying to shuffle out of it; he 
stated that the price of sugar in the markets 
of the world ·has nothing to do with the 
price of sugar here. The hon. member is 
absolutely wrong, and I will give a reason 
for that to which he cannot reply. During 
the last ten days the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company have reduced the price of sugar 
by £1 a ton. If, as the han. member for 
Chillagoe says, they can charge what price 
they like, why have they reduced the price 
by £1 per ton? It is simply because the 
price of beet sugar in the markets of the 
world has gone down, and they must reduce 
their price .accordingly. Docs the han. mem­
ber know that the price of sugar in the 
markets o± the world fluctuates to an enor­
mous ext<,nt? He laughs. The Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company practically handle 
about three-fourths of the total sugar con­
sumed in Australia. There are about 20,000 
tons of sugar a month consumed in Aus­
tralia, and out of that quantity-! think I 
am well within the mark-in fact, the Royal 
Commission says that about three-fourths of 
that sugar is handled by the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company. That is equal to 15.000 
tons a month. Does anvbodv in his sane 
senses imagine that for the sal<e of fun the 
Colonial Sugar Refining Company arc going 
to giYe away £15,000 a month by reducing 
the price of sugar by £1 a ton? To show 
the wonderful difference in the prices ruling 
in the world in one year, I want to give 
another quotation, became it is just as w<>ll 
for people to understand how truly ridi­
culous the statement made by the hon. mem­
ber for Chillagoe is. In 1911, the highest 
price for beet sugar in Hamburg was 18s. 
9d. a hundredweight and the lowe.,t price 
was 9s. 3cl.-just about one-half. Does the 
hon. member mean to tell me that when 
the price of beet sugar comes clown like 
that. it does not affect the price of cane­
sugar as well? The price here must come 
down, and if this were a monopoly of the 
Commonwealth Government the price would 
have to come down just the same, so as to 
keep out other sugars of the world. In 
1912 the highest quotation for beet sugar was 
16s. l!d. per hundredweight and the lowest 
9s. 3d. Last year was not so bad. In 1913 
the highest price for beet sugar was lOR. a 
hundredweight and th, lowest Ss. lO~d. The 
reason whv the nrice is reduced here is be­
cause of these wonderful fluctuations. It may 
be because of federation; it may be becaus'e 
the quantity of SU'l"ar on the market is not 
available, or somebody has had a bad crop. 
and up goes the price. That is what ru]ps 
the price of sugar in Australia just as well 
as anything else. and I challenge .any memb0r 
on the other side to get un and deny it. If 
the hon. member for Chillagoe will only use 
his common sense he will sec that such must 
be the case, and surely he will see that the 
Colonial Sul.l"ar Refining- Company is not so 
philanthropic as to give away £15,000 a 
month. In some years they have reduced the 
price by £3 a ton, and in some years thev 
inflate the nrice by £2 or £3 a ton-accord­
ing- to the -marht.s of thP world. It is the 
markets of the world which rule the price. 
The Colonial Sug-ar Refining- Company's 
basic price for Al sugar is £19 per ton, 
and whenever the price exceeds that .it is 
paid back to tho growers-every £1 per ton 
above that figure is not kept by the 
Colonial Sugar Refining Company. The 
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Colonial Sugar Refining Company do not. 
make one solitary shillmg over and above­
the price of £19 per ton. 

Mr. THEODORE: .. How do you know? 

Mr. FORSYTH: I will show you how. It 
shows how little the hon. member knows. 
\Vhen the price of sugar goes up £1 a. 
ton beyond the basic price of £hJ a ton 
they hand back to the miller 18s. a ton. 

Mr. LENNON: What do they do with thO' 
2s.? 

Mr. FORSYTH: No doubt they lose money 
by retaining that 2s.-because they pay upon 
the refined price, and they pay the m1ller 
on the raw price. 

Mr. L.ii:NNON: Do they make their profits. 
out of the losses ? 

Mr. FORSYTH: No. In connecnon with 
this matter I do not think the Cane Pries 
Boards Bill will effect the purpose at all, 
because if you take the average price as paid 
to the miller for raw sugars durmg the last. 
vear or two it works out in this way: In 
l911 the price was £9 7s. 6d., and they actu­
ally got additional payment, because of the 
increased price, of no less an amount than 
£4 ls., making the average that year £13· 
8". 6d. In 1912 they got £3 9s. S~d. over the 
basic price a.nd then they got £12 17s. 2~d. 
Last year 'they got £2 15s. lO~d. 9ver the 
£19. The miller got that and thererore they 
got £15 17s. 6~d. per ton~ but the Col~n~1al 
Sugar Refining Company d1d not get a ~hillJ:>g­
picce of that. We all know that the Coloma! 

Sugar Refining Company crushes. 
[4.30 p.m.] about one-third of the raw sugar 

in Queensland, but I am not con­
CPrned about that; I am speaking generally. 
These a;e the arguments that have been used, 
and they are fallacious, because of every 10(); 
tons of raw sugar 95 per cent. net titre they 
lose 6~ tons and that is the reason, if th<> 
han. memb~r for Herbert wishes to know, 
why they cannot make any profits out of that 
2s. They get back £3 15s. 6d. and they can­
not afford :o pay £4. The price that the 
miller gets for raw sugar is £~3 ~s. 6d. per 
ton. The question that '?ccurs JS-:-Is the man 
who sells his cane gettmg a f.a1r deal? I 
say that if he is not getting a fair deal it 
is only right that he should. But you h'!-v<> 
got to go a great deal further than fixmg· 
the price as between the grower .and the 
miller. And that is what I wan~ to try to 
explain, because, whatever the _PriCe may b"' 
over the basic price, the Colon.Jal Sugar Re· 
fining Company does not get tt. T\Jat goes. 
back to the miller. The only questwn then 
is whether the basic price is a fair deal as' 
between the sugar-grower and the miller. 
Now, what. does this company make? W<> 
hear .all sorts of yarns about how much the_y 
make and how rr.uch they do not make. It IS 

said that the markets of the world really are 
the thing that fixes the price of sugar, a?d I 
am r>'Oing to use tho evidence of my fnend, 
the bon. member for Herbert, as against the· 
hon. member for Chillagoe In ~is speech 
the other night, when he was talkmg about 
the price being fixed, he said, on page 61 of 
" Hansard." that th<>y were fixed upon th<> 
markets of the world. I wonder what the 
han. member for Chillagoe has to say to· 
that. The hon. member for Herbert at least 
knows something about the matter, but I 
must say that so far as the remarks of the 
hon. member for Chillagoe go, he apparently 
knows verv little. These are facts. There 
is no getting away from them. After .al.l. 
what do we want? We want to have a fa1r 
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deal between the grower and the miller. 
The miller may say, " If you are determined 
to take £1 or £1 lOs. per ton more, I cannot 
do it, because my price is fixed on the money 
received from the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company." Therefor,e, I say that the Bill 
i~ not sufficient. If you are going to touch 
it at all, you should touch it all. You 
have to go further; you have to deal with 
it from 'beginning to end, as the leader 
of tho Opposition said. This party does 
not believe in the nationalis.ation of in­
dustry. The Liberal party believes in in­
tense individualism-and in that they are 
directly antagonistic to the Labour party. 
We believe in giving every man a fair deal 
and then letting him fight his own battle 
the best way he can. The han. member for 
Chillagoe again rr.akes the stupid statement 
that the Colonial Sugar Refining Company's 
balance-sheet shows that the major portion 
of the profit was made on sugar made in 
Queensland. 

Mr. THEODORE: Hear, hear ! That is ad­
mitted. 

Mr. FORSYTH : Did he read the ballmce­
sheet of the Colonial Sugar Refining Com­
pany1 

Mr. THEODORE: I have read the whole of 
the criticism. 

Mr. FORSYTH : He has read the criti­
oism, but I have got better than that. I have 
got the balance-sheet, and I want to show 
how utterly ridiculous his 9tatements are. We 
will take the two last periods of six months 
if you like. The actual profit made for th" 
half-year ended September, 1913-and this is 
from the printed balance-sheet of the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company, which anybody 
can get; it is not a secret clocument-W6d, 
in Australia, £128,000, and in Fiji and New 
Zealand, £127,000. For the following six 
months, that is, the half-year ended 31st 
March, 1914, the profit was -in Australia, 
..£133,760, and in Fiji and New Zealand, 
..£130,000. And yet the hon. member for 
Chillagoe deliberately states-rr..akes a state­
ment which is absolutely false-that the major 
portion of the profits made were made in 
Australia. · 

Mr. THEODORE: Do you expect us to 
swallow that? 

Mr. FORSYTH: We must believe facts 
when they 'lre put forward by men who have 
at least the reputation of being honest, 
atraightforward dealing people. You can't 
l'et away from facts. 

Mr. LENNON : Is there anv record of a sum 
of .£2,000 being given away? (Laughter.) 

Mr. FORSYTH : I have never heard of 
any sum of that nature being given away. 
If the hon. member thinks that he will draw 
me off the track by that remark, he never 
made a greater mistake in his life. To get 
back to the policy of the Labour party, I 
hold in my hand a book by the Ron. W. M. 
Hughes, a very able man, who was Attorney­
General in the late Federal Government. 
The book is entitled, " Labour in Power," 
and on page 19, dealing with this subject, he 
eays-

" It is beginning to be realised that 
the regulation of prices is the comple­
ment to the regulation of wages. It is 
the immediate cause of all industrial un­
rest, and until a solution is found, indus­
tria.! unrest. must inevitably continue. 
Whether effective regulation of prices is 
possible under any system while private 

enterprise remains in occupation _of any 
subst'_tntial portion ,?f the ecnom10 field 
remams to be seen. 

That is tho position, and that is just the 
reason why we, as Liberals, a~e absolut_ely 
against the proposal. Here IS somethmg 
else. The hon. member for Eacham also 
knows a good deal about this question of 
sugar. and he says that the price of sug-ar 
is only about £21 a ton, and he was als0o 
honest enough to state that the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company had reduced the­
price by some lOs. within the last few days; 
since then there has been a further lOs. 
reduction making it .£1 in all. But he 
works upon a somewhat wrong basis. On 
page 82 of " Hansard" this year, he states, 
this-

" A fair averDr:~·e price for manufac~ 
turing raws is £1 15s. 9d. per ton for 
95 per cent. net titre. It is safe to 
assume from the sworn answers by Mr. 
Knox and others that the cost of refin­
ing in Australia is £1 5s. If we allow 
another .£1 5s. for reasonable profits, 
depreciation, interest, etc., we find that 
the total cost of manufacturing-refining 
and marketing-a ton of sugar is about 
£4 5s. 9d." 

The hon. member may be all right up to a. 
certain point. I do not _Profess to know 
whether the cost of raws IS £1 15s. 9d. or 
not. I do not know whether refined suga:r· 
eosts .£1 Ss. or not, but what I do know I~, 
that in l\fr. Knox's sworn evidt'nce before· 
the Roval Commission he stated that the 
orofit fi:om raw sugar was 16s. per ton. The­
han. member for Eacham stated that "it 
therefore proves that the miller can afford' 
to pav £1 13s. 6d. per ton to the grower."' 
Now,· taking as an average that 9 tons of 
cane go to make 1 ton of sugar, as the hon. 
member for Eacham said, that would give 
the grower £16 4s. a ton. If you take off 
the .£4 .'is. 9d. from the £21 lOs., it would 
leave £17 4s. 3d., as against the £16 4s_. which 
he says the miller can afford to ~;Ive the 
grower. But the hon. member has forgotten 
a great deal. o.f which h_e has not spoken. 
How about frmght and msurance, harboul­
clues, wharfage, and ot~er e;x:pens!"s, which 
Mr. Knox put down m his evidence at 
£1 4s. per ton? The han. member pays no 
attention to the fact, as the hon. member 
for Herbert well knows, that the agent who 
sells the sugar gets about £1 3s. or £1 5s. 
per ton commission. Therefore, when that 
hon. member argues with a view to convinc"' 
the Hous" and people outside th<' House 
that his figures are correct, he is wrong, 
because he must know-and I know it is 
correct-as Mr. Knox said, that 5i per cent. 
is the average commission they pay. 

Mr. GILLIES: Is £21 lOs. too high an 
average? 

Mr. FORSYTH: It makes no difference­
wheth<'r it is .£21 or £41, because they do­
not benefit over £19 basic price. That iS' 
all handed to the miller. 

Mr. RYAN: But they have a lot of mills? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes; and they make a 
profit out of their raw mills, I suppose, just. 
the same as out of refining. 

Mr. RYAN: Would they not make a profit. 
on that? 

Mr. FORSYTH: They would make a 
nroportion. ·what I am arguing is this: 
That whatever the price of sugar may be on 

Mr. Forsyth.] 
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the market over £19, the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company get no benefit. 

C\Ir. GILLIES: Thev make one-third of the 
raw ~",ugar thmnsolvC's. 

Mr. FOHSYTH: I am not concerned 
about that. I understand that they manu­
facture one-third of the total quantity of raw 
:cugar manufactured in Queen,.land. They 
haYe some mills, and I pr('Sume they also 
make a profit out of them. But you cannot 
go on tho price of £21 lOs. which has been 
fixed, so far as r<'fincd sugar is concerned. 
You must only work on the basis of £19. 
~\nd ther<>fore. if von take off £1 4s. or 
£1 5s. commis,ion aile! all other charges, you 
<an see that if they gave £1 16s. a ton 
to the grower they would make a dead loss. 

:Mr. GILLIES: Did I not allow £1 5s. for 
that? 

::\Ir. FORSYTH: The han. member states 
distirv Lly that the <'ost of refining is £1 5s., 
and that if thev allow another £1 5s. for 
reasonable profits, depreciation, interest, etc., 
they found that the tot11l <'OSt of manufac­
turing-r<>fining and marketing-a ton of 
wgar wa·' about £1 4s. 9d. But hon. mem­
bers will see that he has left out the com­
mission they have got to pay. 

:::VIr. LENXOX: lie certu.inlv meant interest 
to cover commission. ~ 

::\lr. FOH.SYTH: It could not cover that. 
::\Ir. GILLIES: You have not proved that. 

:::VIr. FORSYTH : I am prepared to state 
that. The hon. membec· did not refer to two 
<Jr three thing••. He >•:tid that £1 15s. per 
ton 'vas a fair averago price- for lnanufac­
turing raw sugar, that £1 5s. was a fair 
price for relining, and that another £1 5s. 
was a fair allowanc<> for depreciation, profits, 
and interest but I suy that he has forgotten 
.altogether the cost of freight and the com­
mission, and the discount that they have to 
IXty when they sell sugar, charges whi<eh Mr. 
Knox sa,1 s arc £1 4s. a ton, whilst the com­
mission is £1 5s. a ton. So, therefore, it 
appears thut it is not so much the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company who get the benefit 
as it is the raw miller, because he gets the 
benefit of any incrcas<>. Therefore, it is a 
que"ltion as to whether the raw miller gives 
to the grower a fair proportion of tho in­
crease over the base price of £18 per ton 
which he receives himself. If the raw miller 
does not do thut. th0n all I can say is that 
the grower is entitled to get it. 

Mr. GILLIES: \Vhat ·do you propose to do 
for the grower? 

Mr. FOH.SYTH : I say that it is only a 
fair thing that the grower should get a fair 
proportion of that increase. The hon. mem­
ber for Burrum, in speaking the other night, 
stated that there were tw<J mills at Childers, 
and while one mill only paid 12s. 6d. a ton 
for cane, tho other paid 16s. per ton. It is 
a remarkable thing that, although the 
Colonial Sugar RPfining Company are being 
continually maligned by tho Labour party, 
.Ft it wus the Colonial Sugar Refining Com­
),any that paid that 16s. per ton at Childers, 
while the other company paid only 12s. 6d. I 
made inquir~- about this, and got the infor­
mation h·om the hon. member for Burrum 
himself. So it doe~ not appear that the 
{.;olonial Sugar Refining Company, so far as 
this is concerned, are doing a bad thing for 
~he growers. In that particular district, it 
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takes 8 tons of cane to make a ton uf sugar, 
so that it would appear that the difference 
>Yhich the Colonial Sugar Refining Company 
pay for the cane, as compared with the 
other company, >Yould be sometlnng con­
siderable, when the amount of sugar manu­
factured is taken into consideration. I do 
not think for one moment that cane price 
beards will meet the case at all. Another 
thino- I do not think the farmers look to the 
Lab;;'{,. party for any as,istance whu!Rver. 
(Opposition diEsent.) Although the hon. 
member for Chillagoe refeued to the Liberal 
Govcrrunont es being Conservative:~ and 
'I'ori<''l of the worst kind, we know that, as a 
matter of fact, the pr<:>sent Liberal Govern­
ment in power have for yoors passed the 
most humanitarian legislation that has been 
passed anywhere in the world. (Opposition 
l<1ughter.) 

An OPPOSITION MEMBER : Vl'here are you 
ref ex-ring to? 

:vrr. JfOH.SY'I'H : In Queensland. The 
farmC\rs have always voted against the 
Labour party, and I think they always will. 

Mr. RYAN: "'o. 

:Mr. FORSYTH : You cannot get them to 
swallow vour arguments, or to believe that 
the Labour Partv are their t1iends. Look at 
the different measures the various Liberal 
Governments have passed. They pa,sed th_e 
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act, the Agri­
cultural Bank Act, the \Vorkers' Compensa­
tion Act, the \Yorkers' Dwellings Act, the 
Industrial Peace Act, and many other 
measures. 

Mr. 'I'HEODORE: The postal vote. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yt-s, that was also a 
humanitarian Act. The hon. gentleman 
would not allow anybody to have a postal 
vote if he had his way. All these measures 
which I have mentioned were humanitarian, 
and some of them have received a good 
word even from members of the Labour 
Party. The farmers know whom to depend 
on as being their friends; they have depen­
ded on the Liberal Government in the past 
and they will do so in the future. The 
Labour Party, not only i_n Queensland, but 
right throughout Australia, arc endeavour­
ing to force the farmer's log down the 
throah of the farmers of Australia, while 
at the same time the Liberals are working 
in the interests of the farmers in endeavour­
ing to prevent ~hat fr.om being_ done. I voted 
against the B1ll whrch was mt_roduced last 
session because I do not thmk for one 
momer{t that cane price boards will meet 
the case. It is better to arrive at some 
other sol uti on than placing on the statute­
book of Qu~ensland a Bill such as that intro­
duced last session. 

Mr. BARBER: (Bunda berg) : After t_he 
eloquent disquisition on commercial et~rce 
and business generally that we have JUSt 
listened to from the hon. member for Mur­
rumba it seems fo me the hon. gentle­
man has simply left the House in a perfect 
maze and whirl of figures, as per usual, and 
while we are looking at these matters from 
a purely commer<'ial point of view, the cane­
growers are obtaining no assista'!'-ce. Wh'!t 
the cane fa.rmers desire to know rs what thiS 
House or the Commonwealth Government, 
are g~ing to do to assist the~ out of t_he 
trouble thev find themselves mvolved m. 
The hon. gentleman who has just resumed 
hi• seat laid great stress upon the statement 
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-a statement upon which a large percen­
tage of the people of Australia are in ignor­
ance-that the price of sugar in Australia is 
controlled by the price of sugar in the old 
world. \Ve recently had a Sugar Commis­
sion, of which Sir John Gordon was chair­
man. It was comprised of men who were 
thoroughly conversant and fully acquainted 
\nth "ll the commercial life of Australia. 
Sir John Gordon himself is a man of a most 
acute mind, and one of tho best legal minds, 
a mmd that "as able to sift evidence quickly, 
and lay his finger on tho weak spot of any 
evi<;!eur;? that w_as tendered during the ex-

. ammabon of Witnesses before that commis­
sion. He was also able to draw his own de­
ductions as to the a.ccuracy or otherwise of tho 
evidence submitted. The proceedings of that 
commission coverc'li nearly 40,000 questions 
that wore submitted tD various witnesses and 
in dea.!ing with the pDint referred to by tho 
hon. member for ~urrumba, regarding tho 
price of sugar, 1 und that the commission 
make' this statement-

" \Vo do not think it would be unfair 
to state that the gennal scheme of prices 
for cane, raw sugar, and refined sugar 
in Australia is so manipulated that the 
advantage of enhanced prices for sugar 
resu:ting from high foreign prices 
accrues, generally speaking, almost oxdu­
sively to the miller and refiner. But 
even if this were not the case, it appears 
t? us. that not~ing can justify fluctua­
tiOn m the pnco of Austra:ian sugar 
depending upon causes which have no 
connection with local production costs. 
That an international conference of 
sugar p_roducing States, or possibly an 
mternatwnal sugar combine, should 
have a power of determining to so large 
an exte_nt, even indirocctly, the price to 
Australian consumers of an Australian 
produced and tariff prDtocted commodity 
appears to us a condition of things which 
eannot be justified by argument or by 
practical necessities." 

That entirely annihilates the argument ad­
vanced not only by the hon. member for :Mur­
rumba but other hon. members who are ever 
ready to bolster up that large and influential 
corporation, the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company. I happened to be in Bundaberg 
last week, and was away while the debate 
was going on, but from my reading of 
"Hansard" it seems to me that tho han. 
gentleman who was responsible for the intro­
duction of the Cane Price Boards Bill last 
year-a Bill that received some considerable 
surport from some of his colleagues on that 
side-was very anxious to show that there 
was more interest taken in the welfare of the 
primary producer among members on that 
side of tho House than there is among mem­
bers on this side. 

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN : That is a well­
known fact. 

Mr. BARBER: It might be a well-known 
assertion to the hon. gentleman. The hDn. 
gentleman was not at all modest during the 
Federal campaign when he was speaking to 
the canegrowers of Bundaberg and con­
tiguous districts, and pointing <Jut how 
desirous he was of assisting those cane­
growers. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: That is quite right. 

Mr. BARBE.R: The hon. gentleman may 
think so. Practically every report of the hon. 

member for Burrum's speeches stated that 
Lieut.-Colonel Rankin completed his speech 
by a brilliant peroration. (Opposition 
laughter.) I nDticed that the han. member 
tor Burrum had a meeting at ChjldPrs on the 
11th May last, and tho repo:·t ot that speech 
also ended up by stating that the hon. mem­
ber finished up with a brilliant peroration. 
(Opposition laughter.) Tho han. member lor 
Bm-rum may be a brilliant perorator e;nd 
a brilliant pierrot-(laughtcr)-but I thmk 
he is a brilliant and lamentable failure 
as a prophet, at any rate.. He made _a 
prophecv, and ''o far as that IS concerned, It 
was a l;mwnt~ble failure. I did not intPnd 
to deal with this portion of my remarks 
at the present time. I desired to do it 
at a later period. 'When I was in Bun­
daberg la't we<>k, the Australian Sugar 
Producers' Association Conference was in 
scs-.,ion, and during their c!Plibc'rations on the 
CjtlPstion of tho sugar indu,try, which I think 
every member Df this Chamber looks upon, 
so far us QuPcn.,,land is concPrnprl, fiS a very 
important industry, they claimed that more· 
assistance should be given to the cane­
gTowcr. I consider that the sugar irdustry 
is 1\ most important industry, so far as 
the interest' of Queensland are concerned, 
because I ·do not know any other indus­
trv in thi" State where 3 acres of land 
will provide, as it d<JPS under a sugar culti­
V«tion, for two inhabitant"•, That is a fact, 
so far as tbo ;;;ug~r industry is concerned. 
It is an importunt inclustr:v. and should ha:ve 
the careful and best attention of this 
Government and of every member of this 
House. I read the report of the deliberations 
of the conference in Bunda berg last week, and 
the men attending that conference were very 
anxious that some immediate assistance should 
be crivcn to thP canE'grower. It seemed to IDE> 

that it was quite immateri<ll to them as tD 
whet party it came from. :'-Jow, the party at 
prewnt in pmvor in Qu<'ensland have not 
included in tho Govprnor's SpPech any pro­
vision for deeJinp; with this rnurh-vexf'd ques­
tion, The party on this side are quite pre­
p:ned to show their sympathy with the 
primary producer: not merely _by words, but 
in a verv matf'nal manner If we get the 
opportunity. \Vo recognise that ac, no men­
tion is made in the Speech of a measure 

which will grant r<>lic>f to thc,Ge 
[5 p.m.] people, it is the duty of the House 

to take action and end<>avour to 
brina- about S<Jme immediate improvement in 
the ~ondition of the canPgTDwcr, if their 
condition is as narlous as the hon. mem her 
for Burrum and other hon. members con­
tend it is. We must admit either that the 
conditiDn of the sugar industry, as far as the 
cancgro"\l'ler is concerned, is in a very had 
condition or that it is not. We heard last 
vear and alsD during this scs·;ion, from 
the ' hon. member for Townsville and 
the hon. member for Wide Bay, that the 
sugar industry is in a flourishing c_on­
<'itiDn, even from the growers' standpomt. 
\Ve have heard the hon. member for Burrum 
over and over again chanting the fune~al 
dircre Df t.his industry. I have hNtrd him 
perform the funeral o hsequios of the industry 
times without number, and yet the hon. 
member has not done one solitary thing, 
except as far a•; wor,ds arc concerned, to 
assist the canegrmvers. It appears to me that 
the hon. member and other members on that 
side of the House recognise that th" primary 
producers, whether engaged in the sugar· 
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industry or other farming pursuits, are 
gradually slipping out of their hands. They 
recognise that the primary producer has little 
.to hope for from the present Government, or 
even from the members who are supposed to 
constitute the farmers' party. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON : And less from the other 
side. 

Mr. BARBER: In ever-increasing numburs 
tho farmers are looking to the Labour party 
to help thGm out of their difficulties. When 
the Labour party embody a principle in their 
_printed platform, and when Labour members 
state on the hustings or in a hall or on 
the floor of the Legislative Assembly state 
that they are prepared, whenever they have 
the power to do so, to introduce certain 
legislation, not only lor the immediate 
amelioration of the condition of the primary 
producers but ·also to make their position 
more permanently successful tha.n it hLs 
been in the past, then the House and the 
Gountry may rely upon it that the party 
.mean what they say. There is no manoeuv­
ring and no shadow-sparring by this party. 
The one thing that the party opposite 
.fear is that this party will carry out 
its promises. The Labour party has 
never been condemned for their sins of 
..omission as they have been for their sins 
of commission in both the Federal and the 
State Parliaments. It is quite correct to 
•tate that owing to the fluctuations in the 
price of sugar the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company have retained the best part of the 
.amount realised over a certain price. I know 
that is correct, because I made out some 
scores, probably hundreds, of those agree­
ments years ago. It is practically stated 
in those agreements-whether the agreement 
is with the Colonial Sugar Refining Company, 
or with the Milliquin Company, or with other 
large companies -for all the troubles of the 
canegrowers are not altogether connected 
with tho Colonial Sugar Refining Company­
·that when they get back 18s. per ton on a rise 
above a certain price, the canegrower gets a 
very small percentage of that. 18s. In some 
•cases the canegrower gets nothing at all. 
That is one of the complaints that the cane­
~rower is putting forward at the present 
time. I have here a copy of a report by 
Mr. Cattermull, one of the largest and up­
to-date canegrowers i.n the Bundaberg dis­
trict. Mr. Cattermull dealt with this 
·matter very fully when the Sugar Com­
mission· was sitting at Bundaberg, and in 
the statement he madll on behalf of the mem­
bf'rs of the Oan<:growers L:nion he urged that 
a considerable percentage of the 18s. should 
'be returned to the grower. He pointed out 
that that would to a !Treat extent do away 
with the difficultv \\hich then existed. An 
a.valanche of figures have been quoted in the 
course of this discussion, and I do not intend 
to reneat them, because I do not think it 
·would serve any useful purpose to do so. The 
hon. member for Burrum did not impress the 
cane producers of Queensland that h" was 
Tery sincere in the attitude he took up 
when he introduced his Cane Price Boards 
Bill last year, and although the hon. 
member has endeavoured during the re­
cent recess to justify his action in voting 
a,_.ainst certain amendments and certain 
motions submitted bv the partv on this side of 
the House, I know that a considerable number 
of canegrowers an' not satisfied with the 
action of the han. member. The discussions 
which have taken place on this matter dur­
ing the past few years demonstrate in the 
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most forcible manner possible the utter con­
fusion which has arisen in connection with 
the positwn of the cancgrower and the sugar 
industry owing to the unwarranted inter­
ference of members like the hon. member 
for Burrum. and those who are supporting 
him. I believe I am correct in statmg that 
during the past twenty or thirty years there 
has not been a session of Parliament in 
which there has not been considerable dis­
cussion on the sugar industry. \Ve were told 
some twenty or thirty years ago that the 
sugar mdustry V\as in a very bad way. \Ve 
were assured that the deportation of coloured 
labour would ruin the industry, and it wa• 
pointed out that the Labour party by its 
action in advocating a white Australia and 
the Federal Parliament by their legislation 
with regard to coloured labour would abso­
lutely ruin the sngar industry. I have here 
newspaper extracts containing quotations 
from speeches, letters, and Press interviews 
with the Hon. Robert Philp, Sir Alfred 
Cowley, and other prominent men connected 
with th" sugar industry in Queensland, and 
all predicted the absolute and hopeless ruin 
of the sugar industry. I ask this House, 
and I ask the people of Queensland, and even 
the canegrowers themselves, whether the 
sugar industry has ever been in a better 
financial position than it has been during the 
past ten years. I contend that it has been 
more flourishing during those ten years than 
it was at any previous period of its history. 
The indust-ry has been put on a sounder basis, 
and more money has been made out of it by 
millers and refiners during that period than 
during nny previous ten years. 

Mr. MoRG.\N : Why do you want to inter­
fere with it then? 

Mr. BARBER: We want to improve it. 
There are a larg-e section of the smaller men 
among the canegrowers who are being 
squeezed by the n:;illers and the refiners, and 
who are not getting a fair whack out of the 
business. 

Mr. MORGAN: Then it is not in a flourish­
ing condition? 

Mr. BARBER : I believe I am safe in 
making the assertion that if the hon. mem­
ber will read the reports of the· commissions 
which have made inquiries into the sugar 
industry at different times, he will not find 
one statement by a grower, miller, or a 
manufacturer to the effect that ther·e is not 
a good thing in the industry commercially, 
financially, economically, and i.n other ways. 
If a fair amount of the profits connected 
with the indlistry were apportioned to the 
parties interestE>d, that is to the refiners, the 
millers, the g-rowers, and the workers, there 
would be very little to complain of. One is 
almost inclined to think that that remark 
which the hon. member for Burrum made 
during the Federal election campaign of 
1913 was made out of pure cussedness, when 
he stated from the various platforms from 
which he addressed public meetings that he 
considered it was the iniquitous and infamous 
desire of the Federal Labour party to crush 
the sugar industry. Yet the hon. member 
made this statement at a public meeting in 
Bundaber(\" on the night before the pall­
and the hon. merr:ber no doubt brilliantly 
perorated that night and finished up by pre­
dicting that the farmers' candidate, owing 
to the iniquity of the Labour narty in con­
nection with the industrv-he waved his 
hand like a gallant charging to battle-and 
said, "I am sure. Mr. Chairman, the far­
mers' candidate will be returned to-morrow." 

Mr. HUXHAM: He was not. 
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Mr. BARBER : He was returned; he was 
:2i,OOO or 4,000 behind, and he returned 
home. (Laughter.) There is, in my opinion, 
<tnd in the opinion of an ever-increasing 
number of cancgrowers, o.ne remedy for this 
'trouble. The Premier made certain promises 
<Jn the Commonwealth Labour Government 
promising to do certain things; he promised 
i:o introduce certain legislation, and large 
nun:;bers of "\he canegrowers of Queensland 
believed that the Denham Government .in­
tended to give them some measure of pro­
tection from the hungry maws of the miller 
and tho refiner. So far the administration 
of the Sugar Cultivation Act has been 
absolutely worthless, absolutely useless as far 
as tho canegrower is concerned; and as for 
the administration of the regulations in con­
nection with employment in the sugar 
industry, it has been absolutely rotten. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : That is 
all you know. 

Mr. BARBI£R: We saw that a gentleman 
ihe other day in riu.adaue.l'g-a man who is 
a large grower of .,ugar in North Queens­
land; a man who has no time for the Labour 
party-in a speech pointed out that it was 
o.nly a rr.atter of a few months or at most a 
few Y<'ars before they would practically have 
all aliens and foreigners employed in the 
business. The deputation that waited on 
the Secretary for Agriculture some time 
ago, consisting of the President of the Aus­
-tralian Sugar Producers' Association and a 
large number of the members of that 
association-all blue-blooded Tories with 
.absolutely no sympathy with Labour senti­
ment or La hour ideals-pointed out that 
the fact of that gentleman, or the Govern­
ment generally, allowing such a large 
number of permits to be granted would 
oreate a strong sentiment amongst the 
people in the southern part of the Common· 
wealth against increasing the duty. They 
further pointed out that it would have 
the opposite effect ; that the people down 
there, seeing that such a large number 
<.>f aliens were permitted to be employed in 
the industry, would commence agitating for 
a reduction in the tariff. 

The PREMIER: In spite of the wages being 
ihe same. 

Mr. BARBER : Those are the words of the 
friends of the han. gentleman, and of a 
strong association that backs up the present 
Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is 
ihe first time you hav-e called it a strong 
association. 

Mr. BARBER: That backs up the Minister 
.for Agriculture. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are 
wrong. 

Mr. BARBER: I am not wrong. With 
all due deference to my colleague, I contend 
on this occasion that I am not wrong. There 
are times when I am wrong, but not often. 
·{Laughter.) That deputation consisted of 
men who are strong .supporters of the hon. 
1\'entleman. Take, for instance, the Hon. 
Angus Gibson. What were his statements 
on that occasion? It .seems that these gentle­
men who attended the deputation to the 
. Secretary for Agriculture were not very 
much concerned about the white worker; 
their chief trouble seemed to be that the 
<iluty on sugar would be reduced by £1 a 
ton. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : There 
was .no deputation at all. 

Mr. BARBER: The mere fact that hun­
dreds of coloured aliens were permitted to 
work in this industry did not seem to trouble 
them a snap of the finger. The mere fact 
that hundreds of native-born Australians 
were being squeezed out of the industry did 
not concern them at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There 
was no deputation. 

Mr. BARBER: Will my hon. friend " bide 
a wee"? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There 
was no deputation. 

Mr. BARBER: Well, I know what I 
read in the "Courier," and I also read in 
the " Sugar Journal " that a deputation 
waited on the Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICL:LTURE: No. 

Mr. BARBER : Well, on the Acting Pre-
mier. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No. 
Mr. BEBBINGTON: Wrong again. 

Mr. BARBER: I am not wrong. The 
fact remains that a deputation waited on 
members of the Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: \Vhat 
for? 

Mr. BARBER: For several reasons, but 
mainly to protest against the large number 
of aliens being allowed t<J undertake work 
in the sugar industry . 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: \Vrong 
again. · 

Mr. BARBER: I say that the members of 
that deputation are strong supporters of the 
han. gentleman, and it is through the work 
of the Australian Sugar Producers' Associa. 
tion, backed up by the han. member for 
Burrum, that the sugar industry largely 
finds itself in the parlous position that 
it is in to-day. There is only one remedy, 
ana that is to allow the sugar industry 
to revert to the control of the Federal 
Government. Whatever legislation may be 
introduced in this House, whether in 
the shape of cane price boards or a.ny 
other Bill, it will never, in my opinion, 
settle the trouble until this industrY revert. 
back to Federal control. Then we· shall be 
able to deal with the industry in the vray 
the Premier stated last year it requirEljj to 
be dealt with-from the top to the bottom. 
~\ deputation waited on the Treasurer the 
other day and asked for some assistance, and 
the han. gC'ntleman asked them if they 
expected assistance from the consolidated 
revenue. I do not think one member of the 
deputation said "Yes," but at the same time 
the Queensland conoolidated revenue received 
a considerable sum during the years 1901 to 
1911 from the sugar industry-on an average 
something like £80,000 a year, and during 
the course of that ten Years about £826,000 
were paid to the Queensland Government by 
the Federal Government. Can the Secretarv 
for Agriculture deny that? · 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I do not 
want to. I think they should have paid a 
great deal more . 

::\fr. BARBER: The hon. member fnr 
Burrum, while criticising the 60tion of the 
Federal Labour party, pointed out that that 
party were robbing Queensland. During the 
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F~deral cami?aign the hon. member, dealing 
With the perwd from 1901-2 to 1910-11 put 
the position this way- ' 

•· The amount leYied by way of e':cise 
by the Commonwealth GoYernment was 
£5,145,544. The amount paid in bounty 
for the same period was £2,836,3c6; ex­
penses in connection therewith amounted 
to £53,918; leaYing a balance of 
£2,255,290 taken, from thu sugar-grower 
and paid into tho coffers of the Federal 
Treasurer.'' 

The SECR!cTARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is that 
not correct? 

::Ylr. BARBER: It is not correct, and if 
the hon. gentleman will turn i o Knibbs' 
"Commonwealth Year Book," No. 5, page 
394, he will find, as the hon. member for 
Burrum found out afterwards, that it is 
not correct. For a certain nun1her of years, 
under the Fedora! Constitution, certain sums 
of money had to be paid back to the Statf>-­
for a period of ten years under the ''Bradd on 
blot"-and during that time the amounts paid 
to the Queensland Government averaged 
about £80,000 per annum. Yet in face of 
that the hon. member for Burrum has been 
continually quoting that the sum of over 
£2,250.000 has been taken from the cane­
grower and put into the coffers of the 
Fedora! Government, while, as a matter of 
fact, owmg- to the amount of monpy paid 
back to the State during that time the 
FedNal Government actually lost over 
£1.000,000. 

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Not 
through the sugar industry. 

::\lr. BARBER : The amount collected as 
excise by the Commonwealth Government 
during the ten years on sugar was 
£'5 145,544; the expenses in connection there­
~ith amounted to £53,982; the amount paid 
m bounty for the same period was 
:f~? RO<ij 336. leaving a balance, "'·' th" hon. 
member said, of £2.255,290, which, he 
asserted, was taken from the growers and 
paid into t:he c'?ffers of the Federal Treasury. 
Everyone m this House knows that under the 
"Bradd'?n blot': during the first ten yoors of 
our natwnal life, three-fourths of l!w net 
Customs and excise had to be handed over 
to ~he States comprising the Commonwealth. 
Th1s meant that, while the excise stood at 
£3 a ton, £2 5s. had to be handed back 
to the State. 'When it was increased to 
£4 a t<m then £3 had to be handed back to 
the State, which meant that of the amount 
of £5.145.544 collected three-fourths hed to 
be paid to the Yarious State Treasurers 
amounting to £3,818 719. The growers were 
paid as bountv £2,836.336, and the cost of 
administration' was £53,918. The total 
amount paid by the Federal Government 
during that ten years amounted to £6.655,055. 
Deduct from that the amount that was paid 
bv way of bonus, etc .. and it will be seen 
that the Commonwealth lost £1.562.529. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Did 
Queensland g-ain it? 

Mr. BARBER: Queensland g-ot about 
£826.000 during- that time, which they neYer 
got before. That was an additional source 

of revenue, an average of over 
[5.30 p.m.] £80.000 a. year from the sugar 

excise. And yet the hon. mem­
ber for Burrum held up to ridicule, ·as e. 
band of pirates and buccaneers, the Federal 
Lahnur partv-who were doing all they 
could to crush the sugar-grower. The hon. 
member quoted figures to suit his own pur-
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pose. The fir:sures in themselves were cor· 
rect, but the application of the figures was 
incorrect, which the Hon. the Secretary for 
Agrieulture knows-as was pointed out by 
the Bundaberg "News." 

The SEL:RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Absolute 
rot! 

Mr. BARBER: The hon. member interject" 
"absolute rot." On the morning tho hon. 
member for Burrum's letter appearDd in that 
brilliant organ which givex the hon. member 
so much support-I refer to the Bundabcrg 
"Mail "-I met the hon. member in the 
street, and his face shone like the morning 
sun. (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULT"CRE: It always 
does. (Laughter.) 

:Mr. BARBER : Shone like the morning 
sun-like those of his friDnds up there, the 
mc,nbers of the Chamber of Commerce and 
otherF. It was the one weapon, the one jaw­
bone that would slay the Fisher Philistines. 
But when these figures were analysed by men 
capable of analysing them, and "ihen the 
full quotations were given from the ''Com­
monwealth Year Book," No. 5, page 324, and 
when a statement of the exact position was set 
out in the "Daily Ne,vs" next morning, you 
would haye thought that an epidemic of 
plague or fever had struck the commercial 
and right-thinking community. (Laughter.) 
The hon. mem her was not seen out for a 
week. 

The SErRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I was not 
there. (Laughter.) 

Mr. BARBER : I admit the hon. member 
was not there; he cleared out. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC"CLTURE: No. 
Mr. BARBER : Just to remind the hon. 

member that I was not wrong in my state­
mE'nt, my colleague has been good enough 
to look the mutter up in the "Suge.r 
Journal" of 5th March, 1914, and I see that 
the deputation was to the' Acting Premier. 
He was the acting head of the Govern­
ment, and, whatever action was taken by 
him, the responsibility must be shared by 
his colleagues and by the Government party 
as a whole. I do not intend to §ay any more, 
beyond that I consider that in the interests 
of the sugar-growers the Government should 
take immediate action. I know that during 
the past three or four months there has been 
deputation upon deputation in regard to this 
matter. A deputation waited upon the hon. 
member for JYiackay when he was up that 
way. Since that time we have seen that 
there has been trouble at Plane Creek, 
there ha'i been trouble at Mourilyan, 
trouble in the Isis, and if anyone desirei 
to know the powerful influence that is 
exercised in Queensland by that corpora­
tion, the Colonial Sugar Refining Com­
pany, I think there is every indication of 
it, as was pointed out by the hon. member 
for Burrum the other week at a deputation. 
when he said that thDy were not prepared 
to deal with the g-rowers unless the growers 
consented to give them the running rights for 
a term of fifty years. \Vhy, fifty years, at 
the rate at which we live to-day, means thai 
two generations of people will be born and 
die before that term expires. And yet the 
only hope that the hon. member for Burrum 
can hold out is that " In his opinion it is 
time that something was done." But when? 
What is the hon. gentleman going to do? 
What can he do? What can his Govern­
ment do? In the course of the interview 
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with a deputation that waited on the Han. the 
Treasurer the other day, the hon. member 
practically admitted that he was quite helple"-S 
and unable to assist the canegrowers. And 
although the han. member for Bm·rum, I 
see, spoke in Childers last night, trying to 
keep up the courage of the caneg-rmver, the 
hon. member knows as well as I know and as 
well a> anv member in this House knows that 
under the 'present conditions the sugar indus­
try, being controlled as it is by the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company and one or two 
other large concerns, is such that the State 
Government finds itself absolute;y helpless 
to do anything to bring about a permanent 
settlement of the trouble or an improvement 
of the conditions o£ the canegrower. 

Mr. \VILLIA1IS: You are against the amend­
ment 1 

Mr. BARBER: I am not. I believe in 
the sentiment expressed in "The Village• 
Blacksmith"-

" Something 
done." 

attempted, something 

We mav not be able to grapple with 
this moi'Ister, the Colonial Sugar RPfining 
Company, and the other big concerns yet I 
believe it is possible to do a little to help 
those mPn; and, believing that, I give mv 
hearty support to the amendment moved by 
the leader of the Opposition. 

HONOT:RABLE J\1E:UBERS : Hear, hear! 

Mr. CAIN)~ (Bou•en) : Last session I sup­
ported the Cane Price Boe,rds Bill and 
this s<>ssion I see no reason to chango my 
attitude so far as support of that measure 
is concerned. I listened on Thursdav even­
ing to the arguments of the Hon. the Pre­
mier against such a Bill ; and I see no reason 
from them why I should change the view 
which I hold. We are told that sam<' mills 
are giving the growers a fair deal-that some 
mills are not doing too well. That may be 
so. All that we are asking is that the 
growers should got a fair deal and a reason­
able proportion of what is earned, or rather 
I should say, not an unreasonable propor­
tion.. If ~he mill is making a failure or only 
a farr thmg, the grower, even though he is 
not getting much for his labour, cannot 
expect to get much more of a return for 
himself. But I say that we want to see 
some reasonable protection afforded to the 
grower. The moment we suggest such a 
mea,ure we are confronted with those who 
say: " Move along those lines-na.tionalisa­
tion-leaving the Liberal platform alto­
gether." I ask: Is thut the sum and sub­
stance of the move that is made? 'Where 
does nationalisation come from such a Bill 
as the Cane Price Boards Bill?" I fail to 
see it, and I see nothing in the aro-uments 
which support that contention. " 

Mr. FoLEY : You might say the same for 
the Wages Boards Bill. 

Mr. CAINE: I am coming to that. We 
are told that to do anything of this kind 
means class legislation. Iv is too late to talk 
of anything of that kind. Are we not here 
to look after a. class-any class ; every class? 
Did this House not think fit to support the 
working classes, and does anybodv to-day 
oppose the industrial legislation which is on 
the statute-book-pluced there certainly by 
the Liberal party? But if tho workers ·are 
to get any consi.deration of that sort, is it 
unreasonable to suggest that in an E'xtreme 

1914-L 

case the workers, who happen to be the 
growers of cane, should get some considera­
tion also? The only argument that I can 
see against that view is that the growers 
have put into the industry, along with their 
toil, a certain amount of capital. But is that 
fact going to debur them from reasonable 
consideration'! I, for one, certainly think 
not, and I fail to see that when we find that 
tho growers are being crushed we should 
not make an effort to assiet them. And 
'when we recognise the marvellously excep­
tional conditions of the sugar-grower as 
compared with other growers and producers, 
and we think fit to look towards their 
troubl<>s and lend them a helping hand, I 
fail to see that we are g·oing to bring about 
that state of things that every plank of 
the Liberal platform is going to be smashed 
to atoms. 

HmlODRABLE iiEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

:Mr. CAINE : Did I think so, I would 
look with pleasure on the smashing of that 
platform, but I do not think anything of the 
kind. I contend that the Liberal platform 
is sufficiently liberal to help every class in 
the community, and that tho grower and the 
producer are not outside that protection. 

Mr. RYAN : There seems to be a difference 
?f opinion as to what the Liberal platform 
IS. 

::Ylr. CAINE : There seems to be a differ­
ence as to what the Labour platform is, be­
cause when we come to inqq.ire about it we 
cannot find out what it is. It vanishes. I 
was just referring to mv opinion of the 
Liberal platform. Then \ve are told that 
the remedy will be incomplete, that you 
want to have a remedy from one end of the 
indus,try to the other, affecting the grower, the 
miller, the refiner, and the consumer. I say 
that we should take things as we find them, 
and do what we can to assist the canegrower. 
\Ve may not be able to help every person 
who is a part of this particular industry, 
but let us take things as we find them. Let 
us take the value of raw sugar to the miller 
and at any rate see that the grower does 
not get an unreasonable proportion of that 
sum. As I said before, if there is a mill 
whieh is not making a profit the grower 
cannot expect any more. 

Mr. RYAN: Are you in favour of the 
amendment? 

:Mr. CAINE: I am in favour of the Bill. 
T will deal with the amendment later on. I 
contend, as I said before, that if we cannot 
do everything for the grower, we ca.n do 
something, and let us do what we can, for it 
is much better that he should get some con­
sideration rather than none at all. If we are 
going to sit down here and say that we will 
do nothing until we can ·deal with every 
phase of this industry, such an attitude is 
unreasonable and unjustifiable. One hon. 
member said that if the mill could not 
alford to pay the price awarded bv a cane 
price bourd, it would close its doors. I take 
it that if the Bill was brought into operation 
no mill would be asked to pay an unreason­
able proportion of what is got. It seems to 
me that there are many han. members, or at 
any rate some of them, who oppose thi11 
particular Bill, w~1o do not really uppreciate 
its provisions. They look at it as fixing a 
har.if-and-fast price which must be paid. But 
the Bill provides a basis, and I say a reason­
able basis, and the matters that can be taken 

Mr. Caine.] 
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into consideration inf'ludc t~w- q:uality, the 
qt~.antity of the ')ugar-t:ane, the efficiency of 
rL: n1ill, at!d thP yu]up o( thP sugar, o.tnd so 
yon ultin1aL~ly arriYe at what is a rcasunable 
J: ·iec. It i~ not ev,'n like a wagt>~ hoard, 
,., :1:.h fixl~'.· a wagL' whi~h i-; a r,·;~.~:Jnah1P pay­
HH'nt fol' t}lP V(Olk?L<lll irn ·~·)C'CtiY{' c£ what 
is in tlP inch,trv. But in tlli"' Bill '' e "look 
to ponwthing th~t is ah-olutPly rca-,otuth10. 
... -\~ I said bpfore, if ther~~ is nothing in the 
particular indn~try, tho -canPg:ower c·un1ot 
~ xpc'-t t to P,··'t it. Lnt thp vYorlnnan docs, and 
so far Jw gpt ~ it IYh.:•ther profit is ilwrr~ er 
not. \YP do no·_ vyant to ,ngp-e:3t anything 
that i.:; going to c1~u- h t:~{' tnillcr, }Jut y,·c ·want, 
if po~;;:lhh'. to avoid t1H' pre ,:·nt ~tate of 
affair~ iu whieh in llh'~ny c;·,sps the grower is 
Cl'U•:lJed. 

~!1·. Hn:-;: 1I<' is goin<>; to remain cru·ohed 
if you huvp your ay. ~ 

:vi:-. CAIXE: ::.:othing of thr kinrl. liP is 
1K,t goin::; to remain <'rushed nt all. \Vhat 
arP ·we aPi::Pd to do? An1 I !i:?,'Oing to ,:;upport 
thP amendment? \Vhat would I havp tu do 
to support the amendment? \Yo are asked to 
~i.lPPort the auH~nclnwnt, ·which is a \Yant of 
{\JU!i--lencP rnotion. Tt is an aHH'lHlrnent. 
which crr·.ks that the Labour pan;.' virtually 
should l:c put into power. \Yhat would that 
Dl<''Hl for thr· ccnm(rv 't \Yhat ha\'C the 
L, }Jour party doPc for' the g·ro\YPrs ': :J,Ienr­
L 'r,. of the Labour pa:-ty tell us tim{' and 
~) 'l'a.in that tlwy arc' the fri{'nds of the 
ro·ro\~ ''r..:, but the;.· take goo<l r::u·p to p:a{'riiice 
thr~ intPl'C'··t J of the produc:crs {llld grow0rs 
t'Vf'ry time in the intcrc-)t··( of the ·workers. 
'Tll"V se0 that th" \Yorkers get their fair 
shc.'l:C', but they cru~h the gro"\Y~"'l'S every tirne. 
\Vh~, t diti ">\ e ~:._·{_ only t\vo y%"rrrs ago, ,,-hen 
tht~ f!.'l'llL'ral strike took place in Bri::-;bane? 
Dirl that 'trike !TC''ive the support of the 
I .. a~'onr }Wrty-o£ 1n0mbPrs Bitting on th0, 
o;Jllosik Bide of thP. IIousP? \Yhat did that 
, fr.ikc 1nC':1n hJ tho producc~s? Go hack 
three' y<•aro to thf'- sugcrrr snikc. Di.d the 
~ug-, 1.r ~trike l'f'C'Pive thP f:Ul1n<~rt of hon. 
mr mh'r'' op:oosite' \Yhat did that strike 
l'H' ,n to tiw producers? It meant practically 
for two '~'asons--the 1911 and 1912 scamns­
t11P producers in the nurar districts \vcre 
ruinr:d. That is thP sort ,;f support :nemhers 
ormc·,ite gin· to tlw procluc<'rs. Then they 
eo1nc 0long a:Ll trv t,'1 {li;;:h the GoYC'rnmcnt. 
a~rl as~~ us to f'Uj1ivJrt tb{- n1, as if 1Xe \YOuld 
rr':dly hP'icvo that they ar<' the supporters of 
th<• prodv'"'')r I 1ni-:ht give nn apt illu>:tra­
tion ·to f,x:1Iain thP pcRitlon. It is jn~t like 
thP bo:v -,t f'rhool. IJ o turns to his noighb0ur 
an<1 £:iY'S b}n1 a t:ood hard dig, and '\hPn his 
nei10hbonr ·' 'll'n' indignant he says. "That is 
all righL !'"'' it on." Thet is the attitude 
of th'' Labout· party to,day. The:<' dve 
th0 p:ro'.':cr err 2:'Jod hard dig. and tl'll him to 
Jl""' it m>. Thc>thPr he < ',n do it or not. As 
a mettPl' of fueL th0v do no!. care ,,, hcther he 
{'ftD pa;-; it 0:1 "- 1' not. Tho~~ arp nl1 r0ad)7 to 
Lhf .,1u ... P1y <'rnc:h t~-H'- g-ro\Yf'-rc:. I-I on. n'icn1hcrs 
<ppo,itP ···r.uld h1v0 ns hP]i<'ve that they arc 
r(""'ldY to :?·ivc a~'"is:tan-c'P to the pro,r1nccrR, but 
fro ,; onr (•xn(:l'\'icncP of thr'n1 in the pnst wn 
kno\\' t'•'•' th,,:, '"mlrl tn1 c g<Jod ('are that if 
they [CDW' a hehing hand now, it would he 
V c'Jl rU!l!lter-balanrPd by the VOOd hard dig 
that thev '·' nnH gjy(' tlw producer•·· when"vcr 
the opportunity occurred to a>:Jist their own 
p,uticular cnpporters. 

l\Ir. H.YAN: You ar<' making e good speech 
for u.s. 

[Mr. Caine. 

:Ur. C'AI:\E : I am very glad to hear it. 
I a1n content wi.th '\hat I nnr saying. I am 
~2ying 1\ hal I nrc an, at any rate. (lioar, 
lwar !) I could not for one rnontPnt support 
:.1 want of -confi dPtHY~ rnotion to put into offire 
tbosL:.>: \Yho have o:)vo::t·d the llroclucc~l~:-, in the 
ua;;;t. I intend to votf' again::;t this a~ncnd­
nr~ ~lt, <UHl to snv~""Ol't the UoYernrncnt. be­
' rm<P all almw the Gov<'rmn mt hav:' done all 
illr;: eonld to ~,,si~-t tho growPrs, and to a:-.sist 
Qur·pnslancl gt'llerally, and because I _feel 
,;tisfied that the ace r~ady to contmue 

nlong those line:. in tl1e fnture. \Yo <e.rc told 
that ~then' ie no rl'fercnco to this pa1 ticular 
measnrp in tho Governor's Speech tn grant 
r!·lief to the cancgro\\'er. Berau·.e there is no 
r<'fl'rPJH"(' to that in t]p Spee~eh. it cdoes not 
follow that no such rl"lief will b.o forthcom­
ing;. I ;-;e(' a rc_•fercneP to the grower~ in the 
di~t'·~tion of co-opel\J.tion, arHl I trust that the 
GoYPl'IH11t:'nt will ,"Q·C' fit to bring in a 
nH''l'·Ur nndr·r that hc~1dinp· which ·v\ ill ~~fford 
~onw relit>f. not nuf"r··-.:-:aril;,~ cane l1rice boards, 
hut s-orncthing that v;.'ill re-lieve thf'St'' gro\ven. 
I tl"llst tlmt tih Governm·_llt ·will do that 
during the lHf·c-ent -scf:·Jion. (Gov0~nn1ent 
lllCJllberB: li"Par, hear ~) If something is 
Lot done to aiftlrd ,omp rr lie: to the grmvers. 
then tlwr~:' arP 1nc•1n1)('l'S on this sidP v·hu \Vill 
take good cart;' t!wJ thev \vill (lo thc>ir utter­
rno~.t 'in th::.tt ~lirection 'bv introJucing so1ne 
nwu~nre to n"'' ist the gr~"\vcrR. because they 
are entitled to some consideration from us. 

::\-Ir. KIR\YAX (Brisbane): I desire to say 
l1 few words on this yery important ques­
tion. I might say at the very outset that 
I cannot help contrasting the change of front 
that we have had displayed by the leader 
o± the cou1nry L1beral party. l went to the 
trouble last night of r('ading up the speeches 
made bv the hon. gPntleman during the 
FPderal 'campaign of 1913. The hon. gentle­
man dclud<'<l the sugar-gro\W'l"s of the par­
ticular district of which lw is a representa­
tive, and alw the \Yidc Bay' district genor­
allv when he told them that he had the 
ass\{rancc of the Premier that if the excise 
and bonn tv wPre abolished that immcdiatdy a 
measure \vould be brought in to give the 
canet;Towers 9omething better than they were 
~.;etting for the cane. Docs the hon. gentlP-­
man d<"nv that? He cv,nnot den:' it. In 
order th~t the matter mav be stated fairly 
a:Jd squarely, I will read im extract from a 
d.r''JUtation that the hon. mrmo0r for 
nC:rrum engineered, not for tlw purpose of 
doing the ~ugar-growe-rs any good, but for 
the ]nn·pose of providing politi,,;,.) C>!pital for 
his party, in order that they might bB able 
to wrest the r'•ins of Government from the 
Fisher ~.\dminiotration. and for no other pur­
nosP. Tho hon. member for Bnrrum intro­
clucPd a deputation to the ex-Prime Minister 
of the Commonwealth at Childers, and he 
asked ~:Ir. Fish0r nc\ to \\'..tit until the 
C:hid Sccretarv lucd carri0d out his part of 
i h~ contract, ~hut tn in1mcdiatt~1y i~3ue a 
proclamation abolishing thP exeise and bounty 
in ordPr that thfl Premier of Queensland 
\Yonld ho c>nabled to look after the interests 
of 1-1H' su,rrar-gTOWf'r. On that ocC'r~ion. ac-
0orrling to the report in the "Bundaberg 
C'vlail" of the 4th April. 1913. the hon. mcm­
hFr for Bnrrum introduced the denutntion. 
The deputation was a very larl'c and reprc­
scntati,,c one. It comprised all the leading 
nwn on the ,, arious loc:1 1 bo<iies of Childers. 
Th" hnn. l'entlcman took care to arrange it 
on a big sralP so that a d<'C'P and lasting im­
pression would be made o.n the people whom 
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he was thtm tn ing to impress that he was 
lookinrc after their iutL•l'Gsts. On that occa­
Bion t11·c hou. member for Burrum said-

,, The abolirion of the cxcioc and 
boc1t:: ould giYc tLo grower au addi­
tim•:ll 2,. 2d. pc•r wn for his < ·tlie, but 
that v:n 110' pnovgh. During th·" last 
r-'.ession oi ParliarncHt he had rl·cerYed an 
a "'u·anH from )I:. Deuham that in thu 
•. , :•nt oi t!H < ~ei · ,, aud bounty !wing 
abo1idH d, h" c:_\Ir. Dl'!lharn), 'vould iu­
tl'Ol~ll-~'- lt \ i;-.latitm in ei' t:• pffcct to a117 

pr~u tic.J ~e:heuw that v.ould ensure i;) 
the• g-rm> Ci' th · ftdl economic ya]ue of 
~_,_; .. c~\!.''· Such a ·-cht>ul_• ,v:-·nld be snb­
rni,_tc r1 when Par1i:c:1H'nt n1et, but in the 
m<anvimc--" 

-:\o"\v ""~:ou ',;"ill ('e ho';i· anxious the hon. mprn­
ber p~l'ft'1llled to bo for the int<•r< ·:ts of the 
~ugar-g:ower when he stressed this point-

" In tlw lll- -lntiine all cann hary,L;::-ted 
frorn tho b._cinning of the s"ason '>'.'ould 
br- subj{--'"-t to "Lhc C

1,Pchrctio:Il;_; caw:::cd by 
PXC i· hlld houut,_~, Llld any haraP'3ing 
eonditiur,.~ that might be impos,,d by the 
:J.Iini,-L_r for CustonL::>." 

The ::\Iin:· 1 
• r for Customs hapj1•"rwd io be a 

Ijabour n1an. and th0 hon. ge11iltn1an could 
not rPsi't the temptation of havi1,g a dig at 
him. The hon. gC'ntlenmn wc11i: on-

,, \Yh-reas b;: gr;mting the· requ<.'st it 
\Youlcl placJ all _:-TO\V(~rs on tlu~ :.arne 
footing, gi ,-e an incr<"a»c of 2s. 2cL pL•r 
ton on their cam' and op_·n th0 door for 
fu1 thPr ;<>-:~,~pc;n1e-< frnrn the State Go­
vr~run:;.en4_ le !~·ir-lation." 

''fhe hon. r·'f'llt1.nrnan duliht:'rutelv and wilfulh· 
ducPiY('(l 1 :w c:::negro\< er on that occa:-.ion. · 

Li<at.-Colorwl R:,xn:rx : On what grounclA 
do von melee that ass ·r·tion? It is a bald 
assprtion and is absolutely untrue. 

l\Tr. KIR\VA~: I accPpt the han. gentl<'­
man's denial, but when the ·,ugar-growers of 
the Childers die' rict read thP.s'; cxtEaei thev 
will "·'Y something stronger than 1 h: .. \e 
suid. 

LiPuL-C·.1loncl RA~KI~: Th0 Childers 
people know me better than you do. 

]\Jr. KIR\L\::.J: Tho hon. member for 
Bunum could not rcsi,.t the temptation of 
htvinr:- a furthc~ clig at thP ex-Prime 
:iYiini ·hor \vtlC'll he dcclinPd to i;:,ue tho pro­
damation r:sked fnr. \VhC'n JHr. Fisher re­
:sur,'<'d his ::-?at the hon. 111ernber for Burrun1 
Baid-

" He regretted the rep!:'"- He said 
the industry yas of in1portance to the 
State, and pointf'd out that the issue of 
the proclam d ion as asked for would gi>e 
the StJ•.. Premier tho opportunity of 
nrrying out his ]Jro::li>•' JWOYiding for 
tho bco:i·:r n;>:ulation of the price· for 
c::nc, ,.,-,c! in addition imm<>di·•te relief 
"o :!d frllo,,· the abolition of the excise 
and bounty." 

Lit·ut.-C:>lonel R-INKIX: Did :Mr. Fisher 
do i;.? 

::\Ir. KIRWAN: ·Hr. Fish!'r did not grant 
thr r( <111" !- nf thP hnn. rc< nl\eman. end tho 
Ri.c;·ht Hnn. ,J ocr ph C'H!k did not gr::nt the 
rcquc><t of tho. hon. gpnt1<·rnan, th<'r:by Yin­
dicc;ting th" at-•itnrle t:!k0n u;o by the Hon. 
Andrew Fi~lH'l'. The hnn . .Q"Pntlt•man kno\VS 
that perfcetly welL liC' !Fnows that the 
Liberal scon. ttor5 wore pcrm1ttcd to tell the 

eanr-gTowt~rs that if thcv were returned a 
prodamation would bu iseucd immediately. 
That proclar11ation ·was not is~ued. lt \vas 

· onlv afte-r ..:.\lr. Cook had fiOYeral eornrnunica­
timc~>i \Yith tho Chid Sccr<'tary of (.,!ueensland 
that that was carried ou,. Tlw hon. member 
fur Bur::. urn abo \Yl'c.~e a verv lo.a,\; let~oer to 
the papd"::l of Bundabt·rg \\iti1 thL; cbjeet of 
irnprt"·"1il,_5' the ,.ug,\r-gru\\ t.'rs '";ith the atti­
tude th.1t was adoptt•d by the Labour Go­
YC'rrnne:ut on that ocea·)iou. In order to be 
ab:'ohr: \ ·ly fair t.o the hon. geutlernan, I 
shall re:;d the c•xtruct in fllll, a •. it appears in 
the Bundaberg "Daily :'i't•w ," of the 21st 
..:-\pril, 1913. ThPre is a rather ~,ignificant 
h~adint-, "::;ugar (;rj:-1--) ., and then th-· letter 
reacL;-

" _\nd a n:atter of even greater momDnt 
i;-; tho! fact that this bountv or bonus is 
only alhnvc-d to those gro\~ r-rs \vho pay 
Hw ratC' of wo....:. 0;-; aud fulfil other con­
ditions laid dos:: n from : imo to time by 
the ::\Iini:-ter for Customs. 

'· Iniquitcus a·;; 'Lhis is in itself, it has 
" mu<'h more far-r<'aching and deadly 
l'ffu t, bcou'c it prev•:nts the State 
Go\ crnnwnt fro::n doing anJ thing to help 
the grower, who, metaphorically speak­
iiJf" .• , r~ hct\vcen the devil and the deep 
':iCU. 

That i-" -whc·rc he i.J to-day, although tho 
exci '" and bounty is abolhhod, aud that is 
\Yhcrc he is ;,;oing to remain by the votes of 

tho country Liberal party. I 
[7 p.m.] congntulv.to the Prenuer in all 

sill( erity for ha,·ing "-hipped up 
thc.s(\ g0ntlu11en in order that it 1nay be 
clonvnt-'tr:,\tpd that tlil' country party no longer 
rcpre;-;:eni.:; the cou'otrv intere.Dts, but that 
they are part and pare<.! of the gre.at Liberal 
]Jarty in Que< nsland. I hope that, now they 
have coHH' undL"r the Premier\ umbrella. 
thov will be comfortal:IP. (Laughter.) I 
mu;t say that I could not help atlmrrin~ 
tire Chief S<'<'r< t"rv the other night. Tho 
hon. member for B'urrum, in hi" letter, goes 
on to s:,y-

,, On one hand he has to pa:r . his 
workers whatever rate a capncwus 
Fodera! ::\Iini·~t . .or chooses to dic!are, ancl 
in the sPcond place he has to acoopt 
whatt'n•r price thC> miller chooses to pay 
for his cane. In some cases the miller 
tr< ..cts the growers fairly, but many of 
us are of the opinion that in sorr.e in­
stanc,0s the grower is not receiving a. 
fair d0al, and that State IE l(islative 
adion is dl'sirablo to place the grower 
on a better footing. 

"It i,o, how ever, impo,c,ib!D for tho 
Stat<, to interfere with the price of cane 
while the Fc'dcral Minister for Customs, 
through the o; eration of the Exci.te and 
J3ounty Acts, controls th0 price of labour. 
That the Rtate Goyernment is prepa.red 
to se,cure fair treatn'0nt to the growGr is 
shown by a statement made by JY1r. Den­
ham in rPph- to a question by my..-elf." 

I will quote that reply from " Hansard" 
for 1912. pag·o 2929. I,iout.-Col. Rankin asked 
the Prt·mier-

" 1. Has any communication been re­
ceived by him from the Fodera! Prime 
Minister in reply to his Iotter of the 5th 
8:ptemb :r r,clative to the abolition of 
the excise and bounty on sugar? 

" 2. In the eve.nt of the FedPral Go­
V"rnmcnt abolishing the excise and 
bounty, will he bring in legislation to 

Mr. Kirwan.] 



148 Address in Reply. [ASSEMBLY.] Address in Reply. 

secure to tli.e growers a prieD for their 
ca.ne oorr.m<>nsurate with the protection 
afforded by the tariff 1" 

" Tho PRE~IIER (Hon. D. F. Denham, 
Oxley) replied-

" 1. Merely an acknowledgment of 
my letter. 

"2. I will introduce legislation to 
give effect to any practical scheme that 
may ensure to the grower the full 
econo1nic value of his cane." 

1 presume the hon. member for Bm-rum had 
some definite and clear promise from the 
Premier when he made that statement, 
otherwise we can onlv come to the conclu­
sion that the hon. mm~1ber was endeavouring 
to make political capital for the purpose of 
bringing about the defeat of a certain party. 
The han. member in his letter wenb on to 
say-

" This promise still. holds good, and, 
as pointed out by me to Mr. Fisher, at 
Childers, on 3rd April, was one of the 
reasons which prompted me to urge upon 
him the desirability of freeing the in­
dustry from the excise and bounty at the 
earliest possible moment.'' 

It is evident that during that particular time 
there was a. coalition between the Premier 
and the han. member for Burrum. They 
were doing their level best in their own way 
-and I do not quarrel with them on that 
ground. as they were perfectly justified when 
a political battle was on in fighting for the 
inter<:>sts of their party. Our party do not 
complain of that, but what we complain of is 
that all the promis<>s which were made to 
the sugar-growers during that period have 
evaporated like the morning dew. Last 
session the han. member for Burrum brought 
down his Cane Price Boards Bill, and I 
cannot help contrasting his ignorr.inious re­
treat the oth·er night with the stand he made 
when he moved the second reading of that 
Bill. There was an altog<:'ther different to.ne 
ifl his speech when introducing the mNtsure 
from that which characterised his 'speech the 
other night. His former speech was full of 
confidence, and was one which gave the 
House the impression that he had at last 
formulated a scheme which was going to give 
the canegrowDrs of Queensland a fair deal. 
His behaviour on that occasion was quite 
buoyant, and the abundant vocabulary which 
he possesses was used to its full extent in 
a,dvocating the cause of the canegrowers. 

Mr. O'SuLLIVAN: He issued a parr,phlet, 
too. 

Mr. KIRWAN: Yes; as the hon. member 
for Kennedy interjects, he issued a pamphlet 
to explain what would be the operations of 
the Bill. Contrast the speech he made on 
the 2econd reading of the Bill with the lame, 
paltry, hesitating effort of the hon. member 
the other night, which amounted to a. most 
ignominious retreat from the attitude he had 
prev:ously taken up. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : There 
was no hesitation about it. 

Mr. KIRWA"': On that occMion the han. 
member urged the farmers in the sugar dis­
trict of South Que<msland to throw off 
Federal control, or, as was interjected the 
other night, Federal interference, and the 
chief ground for the advice which he gave 
on that occasion was that the Premier would 
see that the matt1er was dealt with. One of 
the Bundaberg newspapers at that time 
utterc,d a prophecy which has been amply 
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fulfilled, and will be again amply fulfilled 
when the division i~ taken on this amend­
ment. The " Bundaberg Daily News" of 
the 23rd April last year said-

" In our judgment the whole business. 
is nothing but a ruse on the part of 
those who speak for the State Govern­
Inent to once n1oro induce the growers to 
do their utmost to reimtate the Queens­
land Government in control of the in­
dustry. Such a development, in our 
judgment, would bo the very wor't thing 
that could happen to growers, because 
paramountcy would thus be continued 
to the refining and milling intercots in 
the industry." 

That is absolutely true; that is the position 
to-day. The other week we had the spectacle 
of a deputation representing the sugar­
growers-the people who are now most 
directly interested in the mattBr we are dis­
cussing-waiting upon the Acting Premier and 
placing before him their position in clear 
and unmistakable language. They pointed 
out that the time had arrived when the 
Government should do something to fulfil 
their promise. 

Lieut.-Colonel RA~KI~: \Yhat did that de­
putation want 1 

Mr. KIRWAN: The point I wish to make 
is that the Premier during the Federal cam­
paign tDld the people of Queensland that 
this Parliament poss<>ssed all the powers 
requisite to deal with any question that 
might come before it, and that the Ading 
Premier told that deputation of sugar­
growers that he would write to the Premier, 
who was expected to arrive in Sydney on 
the 6th of J nne, and that he would call upon 
Mr. Knox and discuss the matter with him. 

Lieut.·Colonel RANKIN: That d,•als with the 
tramway agreem<>nt. The cane price board 
would not deal with that. 

Mr. KIRWAN: The hon. member may in­
terject that that related to the tramway 
agreement, but I say that if a company are 
not prepared to deal fairly with the cane­
growers in connection with the tramway 
agreement the hon. member for Burrum can 
scarcely imagine for one moment that the 
Premier is going to interfere in the matter. 
\Ve can only judge the Government by their 
past actions, and I think we are justified in 
coming to the conclusion that they would not 
interfere. 

Mr. E. B. C. CoRSER: Don't come to a 
hasty conclusion; the time is not ripe. 

Mr. KIRWAN: It is very strange what 
haste the hon. gentleman showed to dnal 
with the sugar-gowers' difficulties when they 
asked Mr. Fisher to break the agreement 
he had made with the Premier of this State, 
and it is very interesting to contrast the 
action of the Government then with regard 
to Federal control with their action since the 
excise and bounty were repealed. The hon. 
member to-day d~livered one of those perora­
tions for which he is noted against the leader 
of his own party. 

Mr. E. B. C. CoRSER : To please you. 

Mr. KIRWAN: I do not expect the hon. 
member for Bun·um or the han. member for 
Maryborough to do anything to please me. 
The position of the han. member for Burrum 
is that he has failed to please the sugar­
growers. 

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN: We will in due­
<'Ourse; at the proper time. 
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Mr. KIRWAN: \Ve are told that some­
thing will be done in due course. \VhY did 
1l0t the han. gentleman do it when the sugar­
growers of the Burrum were asking him to 
deal with the question during the Federal 
~ampaign: The han. member did not ad­
vocate putting the matter off then, but bom­
·barded the Prime Minister with deputations, 
.and bombarded his opponents with speeches 
from the political platform. But now the 
hon. member is absolutely silent. Only the 
other day he deliYerod a speech at Childers, 
in which he distinctly told the sugar-growers, 
·or, at .any rato, gave them the impression 
that something would be done for them. I 
do not wish to take up the valuable time 
of the House by reading long quotations, but 
han. members can soc from the renort of the 
"Daily News" that the han. member for 
Burrum, on that occasion, led the sugar­
growers to believe that the Government 
would do something for them. At any rate, 
he felt very sore and expreb·<ed himself in 
indignant language when Senator Givens 
que,tioned his sincerity. \Vhatever the pro­
fessions of the han. member may be, what­
cever may be the policy he has advocated in 
the past, no man can get behind the vote 
which he gives. After the miserable argu­
ments and the miserable special pleading, it 
is evident that the hon. member has placed 
himself in an equivocal position. Tho han. 
member is not getting a fair price for the 
·canegrowers, or, rather, is not pushing the 
passing of a measure which will enable 
them to get a fair price. They do not want 
any platitudes or excuses· from the han. 
member. \Vhat they want and what they 
-demand is that they shall get a fair price for 
their cane. \Ve had the sugar shuffie last 
year, and this year we haYe the sugar be­
trayaL The han. member, in the course of 
his political campai~;n on the occasion I 
l1ave referred to, distinctly stated that if the 
growers would only throw off Federal con­
trol, if they could only get rid of F<>deral 
interference and of the harassing regulations 
of men like Mr. Tudor, if the State Govern­
ment could onlv get control of the mgar 
industry, immediately .all would be well. 

Lieut.-Colonel RANKIN: So it would. 

Mr. KIR\VAN: And now the han. gentle­
man says in " due time " the sugar-growers 
will get what they desire. Whenever the 
primary producers of this State ask for any­
thing definite, and particularly when a motion 
is moved by a member on this side of the 
House to comply with their requests, the 
Country Liberal party and their leader im­
mediately get up a campaign of misreprc­
Bentation as far as the political principles of 
this party are concerned. \Ve have fought 
that kind of thing in the past. The han. 
member and those who support• him have 
denounced instalments of socialism which 
tlwy have frequently passed. \Ve h<'ar mem­
bers opposite raising their voices against 
the Cane Price Boards Bill because it is 
socialistic, and yet we r£'ad in the opening 
SpeRch that the Gowrnment propose to in­
troduce a State Insurance Bill. Is that not 
an int0rference with private enterprise? I 
think the common sense of the countrv will 
-come to the eonclu•ion that State 'insur­
ance as forecast in the Governor's Opening 
Speech is more socialistic than Cane Price 
Boards Bill. I can giye extracts from the 
speech of the leader of the Country Liberal 
party when moving tho second reading of 
the Cane Price Boards Bill, but I have no 

wish to do so. But I "·auld ask why have 
he and his party abandoned tho position they 
took up last year? Why have t.hey for­
saken the political principles which they 
<'spoused so eloquently on that occasiop? 
Simply because the leader of the Opposttwn 
has seen fit to introduce ihis motion, and 
whatewr else it may do, it will do as their 
official organ said last year when they an· 
nounced the formation of a Country Liberal 
part~··-they said they hoped some measure 
or some resolution would be moved in the 
House that would separate the sheep from 
thP goais. I believe the eHect of this re,olu­
lion will be to ha.ve that very necessary 
s. paration, and tho primary producer will ~ee 
that han. member, opposite are in favour 
of tho principles of liberalism as against the 
principles of their own party. \Vhen we 
have the spectacle of the han. member for 
Toowong, whose adherence to tho front 
Treasury bench no man can question-when 
we hear that han. member etating in this 
House t.hat the principle of th·· Cane Price 
Boards Bill is oppos0d to all the true prin­
ciples of liberalism then we can only come 
to the conclusion that the principles of 
liberalism stand for low wages and long 
hours, and as far as tho primary producers 
are concerned, low prices for their product. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULT1:RE : How 
do you arrive at that? 

Mr. KIRWAN: The han. gentleman gave 
me the reason. The han. gentleman de­
nounced the award made by Mr. Justice 
.Macnaughton, and to-day we have appeals 
mado to the Premier to secure the repeal 
o£ an m'arcl which only providE's for a. living 
wage. Am I not justified on that evidence 
in stating that this Government, if not the 
Gover.nmcnt, at least some of its principal 
supporters, including one of its Ministers, 
contends that a living wage is not a fair 
thing for the sugar workers. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : That is 
not what I said at all. 

Mr. KIRWAN: The han. gentleman can· 
not quibble. Mr. Justice Macnaughton's 
award is laid down on the principle out­
lined by Mr. Justice Higgins, and followed 
by Mr. Justice Hayden of the New South 
Wales .\rbitration Court, and that is, that 
the worker is entitled to a living wage. 

Mr. BowMAN: Yon have made a mistake 
when you say the Minister cannot quibble. 

Mr. KIRWAN: Perhaps I should accept 
the correction of the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley, who assures me that I am 
wrong when I say that the Minister for 
Agriculture cannot quibble. We may justly 
ask why has not the Premier made a move 
in the 'direction of doing something for the 
sugar-grower ? If not in the direction of the 
Bill outlined by the member for Burrnm, 
then why not in some other direction? The 
sugar-growers are perfectly entitled to ask 
at this time of the day why has not the Go­
vernment carried out their promises as far 
as they are concerned? ThC'y were lavish in 
their ·prom,ises when tho Federal elections 
were on; they were told " Once get rid of 
the curse of Federal control and all will be 
well." Now we find the Government has 
absolutely fail<>d to carry out their promises, 
and eycn when the han. member who leads 
the Country Liberal party brought in his 
measure last year it was practically kicked 
out. I think tlH' reason for the attitude of 
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the Governnwnt j,, correctlv stated in the 
:'In nisi ail Democrat" of 2.0th J nne, when 
It !;,'l_T,->-

0 ,"The Government is in open allianco 
with thP sug·ar and shipping trusts 
uga1nst the pt!ople-a perfectly natural 
and wholly congenial po~ition for a 
·Liberal' Gov~rnmcnt to occn'lv-but it 
is {.:Ortainly tho rwoplo's ov~Tn fa~t{lt if they 
do not compel it to retreat from that 
position by exposing and odPnouncing its 
treachery to the conl!nnnaJ intc-c"~tF) its 
disho:Jouring of tho sacr< ::1 oatL" of office 
anr1 its [dlu~"; and pervr-rsion of the 
h-i~, hc:,t nnd ITI0':·1 honourab~c positions in 
the gift of tlw people." 

~1r. KK"·~:ELL: \\-hat are you speaking of? 
On the arnf'nthncnt? 

1\Ir. KIR\YAK: :i>Ir. Speaker. I have yet 
to learn that you arc not the Spc·,lkor of this 
House. It would suit the han. member for 
Port Cm,is u g-roo,t d(•al Letter to em·k up his 
interjPetions and r"iY~.' thf'Hl in tho fonn of 
an in'Qllig,cnt cpP~ch, wh0n they yyould be 
much mon· appreci<,ted. I think his interjec­
tion irr. a refl{'ction on the Speaker of this 
House. The hem. member for 2\Iurrumba, 
whon1 nobody -r•,-ill ·a.:::cu·-,-. of twisti11g on this 
question-the han. IllPiuber for :Vlurnunba, 
the hon. member for Toowong, and the hon. 
member for Townsville, have been jwrfcctl:: 
consistent {)n thi~ quf'-stion. and I a~n sure 
th<'c•' must be laughing to-clay at the attitude 
of the hon. IUCHI~Jcr for Burrurn, a~ cotnvured 
with his .attitude last year on this qnr ition. 
I wond0r how the primarv producers will 
rega

1
r{l his action. The. han: InmnbPr, a~s~red 

us tnat he can1-0 do'\Yn last vcur on •~n···lnto'g 
b0nt, and he a·"Urc•d us in a 'sfJPe>ch luet night 
that he did not mPan lmsinc-; .. -thC>t it \Vas 
onl;~· for the purpose c·f luvin;; a loan of the 
Labour partv. lie c.~id. "If I l" d the 
Labour part~.~ last ye~.r. thP;-' ar0 not p;oin~r 
to u:;:e nH' t hiR : ession." That i5> net g-oing to 
p:0t \ 1w canPtrro~~vf'rR a. fair c1<'nJ. That ""ort 
of ar:;um<mt will not apnPal +.J tlw canc­
gTO\'H'l'B of Qr;C'cnsland. \Yhat thrc'" want to 
knovv i~ '\Yh{tt th~) han. tr·Pntlf'~nan is p;oing to 
do to {'arry CEt his o:~t-rPpc&.t:>d p1 ! .. Hnisf''. 

2\Ir. ::\!ORG.\": \Y c will let von know whr,n 
'\Yf' con1e to a , ... ate on the ainC"lchnent. 

}fr. KIR\YA::\: \Vr· han' nnclJC,.(ly chirp­
ing fron1 the corneT l,:nty that t:10 votp of 
!='Onfid, r1ce .... vill ·!}wv.- vdwt tbe~· are ~:r{ling· to 
{~0. 0! CnUn··, this is a votn o£ C.Jnfidt~-1· in 
the hnn. u1»l11br-r for BnlTUPl. and it n1nv he 
a vote o£ '-On;:,rlPll{ .--.. in the fr0nt lJ,•nr·h .. Thr> 
hon. me'n'Jer for :',Iurrnmln stater! that thi· 
•chct"n \Vas impructictl>k. lYe dicl not hear 
tha"" durin-; th:' eaLipaign. I did not -rt ad 
al(\. ."ncech of tlu"' ~1011. .tnt'lllhcr for :\1 ur­
ruL'., ,Jl h ·' }1p. poinh•d OU' to tllC' C3~1f'­
gr~ :·c; o~ his distric+ tlwt the hon. memlJer 
for Burruin wr;., <-h):·f'h-iru.r an(1 r1 C'ludinq; thcn1 
when lw F id tlh' fL, •'~' p,.;, r' '~\rds Bill was 
going to ~ivo thc·nl a ;J\ir re-: :_;.rll froLl the 
1nil101'. ThP-:! the hem. !11Clll1H'l' ~-1okP n1vnlt 
int(ld\_•: in:... •Yit11 privatf• (-ntPl' q i~e. anrl he~ 
bon··tecl up individual cntPrpri~c~. ThP safP 
e.x1onl to a<:op" in pn"' .,]np: l0r6·-:lat:on in thr(c 
days i~. that th!"' intPrc~"+·;; of the f'O 11'1lnnit.v 
con~e flrst. and thP int~·rc:-;t o~ anv 11ri·'. ah• 
indi....-i-:lual or "CompHn;t coni·' ""C'ond. T£ '\Y( 

tind tlrlt th~- {'ane}:ro .ncr~ of Qllf'C'n~l ·nd are 
not g~"tting a fair clen l, i.~ >\ ,, find thcr'' are 
unfair {l_g"T{'('lllflnt., or honourahlr ancl0rst1nd­
ingg a' they arr tP"mcd. or if v·p find that by 
othPr ':war::3 the grovv0rs n.r0 l1eing- d0prived 
of thP jmt fraib of thFir industry, it is about 
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time this llon-<e decided to do so,110thing in, 
tlw matter. Tllf' hou. member ior }Iirani 
said that rnoral sua ·--~on was no usc in this 
case. I eEdor~e tb 1t ,~c~,lltituent, and I say 
'\vhetht'·f the lcgi:·dation con1c::. this sL;::;ien or 
later, lPgi,,lativ(~ enactrnent ill haYP to deal 
with this lJ'kotion. \'\e have cJ-,o be, n told 
that the nu'a Ji!l'O 1vas ;;;.,Dei ali:,, i, , a..nd that it 
Ill~ till~ COH£iSCltion. v,-hat i·~ tiw USC of bon. 
rnc1nbPrs rising ,,.lt this titno of 1·hc~ day and 
alleging that this part_,~ Etauds for confisca­
tion. 

Mr. Boormu: Road the "Stanc:urd." That 
is ab,olutc conller·ation, every line d it. 

2\Ir. KIRWA::\: I hea1·d n well-known 
LiLerul supporter of the presem Gon rnment 
say that the only party that believed 
in couiiscatio..::.._ wa~ the prc:-wnt oC'cupants of 
tho front Trc>asurv Bench. Be;o,·e eo"clud­
in~ I think it wo{,ld bco just as WPll to quote 
th~' opinion of the Bundaberg .. Daily Xe'\'i-s" 
of Tu(~ .da.v ]a ,t on the attitude o: the hon. 
membc' f~r Burrum in connc•~: ion with this 
particular matter. The urticl.· in quo·,tion 
"tatec-

" \Yhilr the pooition maln's cl< ur the 
uttitmk of the Labour partv---" 

. Th0 SPEAKER: Order! \Yill the hon. 
lllCinber eonnf'ct hi~ rQniarks with tho ques­
tion before the Huu,0 '! 

:C.Ir. IGRIYA::-;: I find I have the wrong 
paper. What 1 wieh to s::y is. tl:at as fa~ as 
this paper i~; c:"m<'crned, 1t dHtmdly pomts 
put that no matt<'r whut re,•ult eomes from 
t,his votr it c:mnot but make cl0ar to the 
countrv thf' at[-itnde a1loptccl IH ~ oaly by 
the pr0--:Pll~ O('_:upunt.:; of il.~·,, rrrPaSUl'Y bcnsh 
but. abo bv the c 'lH:.try L1ber:d p[uty. '\"'\' c 
know n ·y' well thrt the-y arc h"t lo,ing any 
r0put- :.ti(~n thL'Y n1a.., haYe h d~ nnd only 
qui\P. ru>'nt1y at . :;,1ar~7 b·wnn~}L ·when !he 
que::;-hon (;£ "(~h,r··; tn;,; ,1 C"UlchdatC'. for ,.Lhe 
]ll'PH'nt ( J.111pUit;l1 'ct!11P .up for dHWU:3810ll, 
thP farniPr:::' rcprC' ·entatn-:>-. ro::;c up and 
said tlwv dirl not want a Libc>r:.] c:.>Ldidate 
in that 'e1Pctm_ at0. f,iinpl:v bee au'<~ the narnc 
:;:tank in the nostril~ r.£ Pn"'ry fa.rmer. I 
:-.nppo·,r: the hon. 1nC':.1bcr for Burrum read 
t lw l'l'TH:l·t of a nlt'•ehn ~ of f'ancgrc_~w0rs last 
Saturdav .. nhcr(' HlH' Yt>l'Y f-tnmg lan~uage 
was u·:;.~d. aud tlH· bon. nlPnlhCi' :·:_d his 
a"' .. o, :.tt-.':' in f'O~ll1(',·tion \.Yith thi" rnattcr '-\ere 
dPllL tlfH ·<1 in '.--..ry plain lan£_-~na.~;C'. ...\..; far 
r:· thP L.lhour p ,rt i concPrnc<-1. '\1'. ~) have 
aL·,olutc1v nothin;r t.J f( ~r in eonncdio~l with 
thi; vo+·,·: 'L·c· at't' llci' like th0 hon. ;nenlbcr 
\.vho :,-h~nrJ.~ ,-.;;; c,•r1c~in priLciph" e110 \Car 
nlld TI~'":t , P<11' tln·fJ\.\'.~ thL"'ln OYt"'rh 1nrd. If 
the hon. rlr·rnber \.'n~rc con~i;:;tcnt h,~ would 
('Prt 1i.Jv hnYf' ;~11Pt'nrt: 1 fl th1:-. l',l(Jt.ion, but 
}H' prf·f0r· 1 b0 <'O~t.:i.;.b-:_:lt on~y in his _in<'on­
·'·istf'n( L T~l0 fll't~dP 1 dP~lr, a ( ,-rh0r to 
quot" L; fronl :,.fondu ..... ,'s ·'Daily Xew . .,~" at..d 
j · rs fqll<,'\Y'c• :-

Th() SPS..:\1\:ED: OrJp:;_·: TI1c ~'.-_:nl. meln­
b··r ,,,111 b0 in ( ,·rlt>r in r frn<~··~~· i.; the 
srtil1r', hut }-;.\ '\vi11 nnt },e in '--.rd('r in rc :.ld­
in;.r it at lPnp:t~t a1·d fnundil!g hi~ rpeC'('h 
upon jt. 

\!r. KIHIYA::\: It do< uot m clb':·. Quite 
sufl: i<'Ilt ha' h:'Plt wid b, tlli' Oj,flc·ition to 
rn·oy0 th·_' nh ·olntP iu~iuc •rjty of the h~n. 
m-'mb'r Y'hcn lw t•<ld<'d the' C,w, Pnce 
Board' Bnl. H has lw·'n prm c :1 th tt there 
is no indm•try in Quec•nsland to-day that is in 
a bdt0r pc..;ition to pay a li ,;ng wage, seeing 
there is no industr:-· that is in a better posi­
tion to gin' the growers a fair return for 
their industry, and the "·hole question is 
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sun\Incd up in thi::;: Bv \vhat n1cans can we 
secure a morn cquibblo die tribution of the 
laq-,P prufif.,, rna de cut of the sugar indu~try '? 
The hon. nlmnbt\r was YQry kt'-"~n to get tho 
extra 2s. 2d. for the grmv0rs when :Mr. Fisher 
was head of the Federal Gov, rnment; he was 
very keen in getting the bouuty aboli~hL\d in 
ordLr to gf'S th(\ Prcrnier to bring in lcgi:s­
latiun to dPal with this particuhr quootion. 
::'\ow \H' find him displaying mash'rful in­
activity. lYe find him retiring from tho 
po ... ·itiun~ bz>;Lting an ignounnious retreat, and 
alt, ,_;. t.l;C'l' the country Libr-ral party hw:; 
br .. •n vnped out, and we find that thLN' \vhu 
WC're -:;upporting this 1neasurc last vQar arc 
sitti1w solidlv b0hind the Troasun 'benches. 
, ... \.,. (' lnu: t.. at any rate\ congratulate the 
Gm·ernmunt with having whipjwd them into 
lin0, ami put them in their proper po,ition. 

Mr. :\IAC'ROSSAX (Windsor): From the 
utteranr,_,, which have fallen from members 
of tho OrJposition on this occasion one would 

b., almost inclined to think that 
[7.30 p.m.] an el<"ction w.1s looming:: the 

prcte·,tations, the conti.nual out­
ponri:lp: of carnest-ap1)arently earnest­
anxiety for the welfare of tho man m1 thu 
la.nd \vould loa(] one to the conclusion that 
tlH."~<' nlL'n had ~ouw f~nd in YiO\V. \Yhv .are 
they so lavi-,h iu their attempts during tho 
last couple of evenings to satisfv ,.OJnebodv 
who is not in this House that thcv arc the 
peotJ!e? T.he last. speaker was ai>parently 
under the lmprp,,JOn that the question was 
whoth<'r hi, party should be elected at the' 
next election or wlwthor this partv should 
be Plectod at, the nc·xt 0lection. ' 

::\lr. KIRWA:;: He showed the hypocrisy of 
thr" cGuntJ·y part;~. 

nh. :MACHOSS AX: And he concluded his 
speech by n1ost forcibl~T dmnonstrating that 
they are wlwre they ought to be--behind tho 
Government. I have yet to learn that party 
politics have been abolished in this State. 
I much rog-rot that they ha vo not bt·C>n i-o 

aboli,hed. I ha vc had occasion more than 
once previously to O}.prc-.., such regret. But 
thi, is a party question and shall giv0 a 
party vob:-. The qulstion nt. i,(;.sue r,,!i~od by 
the lcador c,; th.~ Opposition is simp):l·, 
whdhcr this Home should express its reg1·et 
that when tho Premier, in conjnn·tion 
with his t~.lviscrs-his collaborators­
framed tho Governor's Spc,ech, he did not 
includo in 1t a certain mea,,ure. Tho hon. 
the leader of the Opposition's motion prac­
tica ]!y amount, to this-· an expression 
of rogrot that he did not haY<' the oppor­
tunity of writing tl1P Governor's Spt_'C,<Jh. 
l am quite confident, J\h. Speaker, tlut :-·ou 
will agr e with me that that is not a subject 
for rngrPt, and th(• only \'>a.y in v.,hich we can 
voicP our nb _crwe: of n·f,.rret i'" by !,"':'iying n 
vote. and I ha'e no hr,itation in eaying that 
I urol10f;(' to giye a p:q·ty YOt(' on a. party 
1nattPr. '' H.<nttec· ,~,·hi(_h i;:; N:~untiall:v a party 
matter in the wey in which it has be,·n 
placNl bofor<' the House, and which cloPs nnt 
invoh , in an:: on{) scintilla the qu stion 
whPthel" the Cane Price Boards B;ll i,; a 
desirable or an undesirable nlea-,ure. 

::\Ir. RvAN: You have not read the amond­
mPnt. 

:Mr. MACROSSAN: I have r0ad the 
BJnf·-.rJdr:npnt vc:ry carefull.-1. 

Mr. RYAN: Road the la.;l line. 
Mr. MACROSS}d\: And I read the last 

line, and I arr, confident, Mr. Speaker, that 
yon will agree with me that tho quE•,,tion is 
not "lwiher this House does or does not 

desire to confirm the principle of a Cane 
Price Boards Bill. His Excr:ll0nc, 's 
advisors did not take the same view that' a. 
majority of the Ilouse did on the last occa­
sion when the matter was placed before the 
IIouse, C:''SC'"ltially a:-5 a non-party rncasurc, 
iniroducccl as a non-party n1ea"ur{; and dealt 
with us a nun-p~-, rty Blt-a~urcJ and vra{_'tically 
condemnnd \Yholesale by the Opposition for 
some paltry politic~! g:1in. 

Mr. RL\N: II ow did they condemn it? 

;,1r. ::\>L-\CROSSAJ';": Did not tho hen. 
n:pmber for :'llaranoa stand up the other 
night and tell the Honse in his cpeech that 
this Bill was no good? 

:\h. RYAN: This ;notion favours the intro-
duction of mch measure. 

:!\Ir. ::\IACROSSAX: It does not. It says 
that thn kad~r of the Opposition exprco,ses 
regrr·t that it was not put in the Governor'; 
speech. 

:'.Ir. RYAN: Finish it. 

Mr. :\IACROSSAN (quoting) : 
"\Ve regret that no reference IS made 

in the Speech"--

The whole thing is in that. 'What is the use 
of the leader of tho Oppo,ition and myself 
engaging in an argument aeross the floor of 
the House? 

11r. 11uRPHY: There is no money in it, 
unyway. (LaughtN.) 

Mr. ::\IAC'ROSSAN: I\ot at all. L,et us 
ri:_•ad it once rr:.orc. It has lH;P 11 read so much 
that if we rc:Hl it a~ain p0rhap" even the 
lr,arler of the Oppmition will kc10w what his 
an1cndnF'nt r('ally is. 

" \Y e regret that no refc>rence is made 
in tho Sp,'PCh t,o an:-- int·cntion on the 
;'Clrt of your adYi~ers to introduce a 
~11gar-can0 PricP Boards Rill ha.vii:tg for 
it", object tho c-,tahli•,hmont of rr-presen· 
tativ' and impartial tribunals to secure 
fair nri('''S and ('Onditions lO sugar-cane 
suppliPr;:,, and we are of opinion that 
lc·g·iei~ti,·n on tho'o lines should be sub­
mitted to Parliament w;thout delay." 

By whom 9 

l\1r. RYAN: The iting is in the tail. 

J\Ir. MACRO Sf'· \N: If the kader of the 
Oppc,-ition coneid<'rs that hi stinfi is in his 
tJil ld him have it so bv all mPane. (Laagh­
tcr.) I uwlcretood him' to eay so. 

l\lr. RY.\N: You mis.undc'rstood rr.e. 

:\h. ::\L\C'ROf'S.\X: "Submitted to Par­
lirn~Hmt "\Yitliout d0lav." Sub1nitL•d by 
whom? If tlw leadr•r of the Oppc,·ition ini ·o­
duu, it I promi,.e him I \\ill ., de for iL But 
I. for {'UC. ':;'11 not rro!ng- t'J ;~ ..;j t to fo] ::t nvon 
;_, pro~l>C'l'Olb co:nn1nnity, such as Queen~land, 
nn incon1nctent GoYcrnlnPnt as ~~-ol' ld be 
rPtH'f ·f·IJtc~l on the ot-h0r ~id, of th Iionse. 
\\-e knm, t1utt the Bill la't sc, .ion was -rE~­
ctHsNl fnllv and amplv, and was <tpproached 
b-: ey,·ryh.nd;;- frorn ·a non-party point of 
vlf'w, an~l I ha£1 the nL'\'"-Ul't~ of recording rny 
anproval of it·. and if I have the opportu.nity, 
I brrYf' t1F• i11t ,ntion of rcaffir:-~ing my 
ap)>'"OV;' I. But that is not the qn<'stion. The 
C[Llf'stion i" whdh,r. ~t is c]p,irahlo that. the 
leader of thP Oppos1hon should have wntten 
thl' Gov0r'.or's SnP0ch. I think it very u.n­
dC'sirablo, and I have no hesitation in saying 
so. The discuHion has so far largely gone on 

Mr. 11facros8an.] 
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the lines as to whether the Bill was a desir­
able measure or not. I say that that is not 
the issue. I say that I cannot agree for one 
moment with the Premier, the member for 
Townsville, or the member for Toowong, 
when they say that legislation of this descrip­
tion is hostile to the principles of Liberalism. 

HoxouRABLE ME~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. MACROSSA:J';": I have yet to learn 
that there cannot be within a composite 
party conscientious differences. I ask you, 
:Mr. Speaker, when you retire to your vir­
tuous couch, do you re.collect that your last 
glance took in the leader of the Opposition 
sitting cheek by jowl with the deputy leader? 
Do you laugh? Do you give a silent chuckle? 
Are the·•·e men who havo anything in 
common? (Laughter.) Yet there they are 
hitting cheek by jowl, and they have exactly 
the same differPnces as we have. 

Mr. MURPHY : That is libellous, you know. 

~1r. ::VIA CROSSAN: But let me point 
out this, that while a member opposite who 
v,iohes to di·agr0e with the platform in some 
of its principles has got to vote for tn·Jse 
principles which he docs not approve of 
when they come before this House, when I 
do not approve of such principles I do not 
vote for them. The point at issue is 
whether it is ·desimble that Queensland is to 
continue in the prosperity which she at 
present enjoys under a wise and sane 
..._t\d1ninistratian. 

Mr. RYAN: 'l'hat is very concise. 

Mr. MACROS SAN: There is no doubt 
about it. It reduces tho whole thing to a 
very simple problem, whether the han. mem­
ber for Barcoo is more desirable as leader 
of the Government than one we could select 
from this side of the House. 

Mr. RYAN: It is whether his policy is more 
desirable. 

Mr. MACROSSAN: Unfortunately, that 
is the question we are going to vote 
on. The question is whether the members 
of this Cabinet who framed the Governor's 
Speech should have put in it something 
of which they do not conscientiously approve. 
It has been said by members of the Govern­
ment party that such a measure would 
splinter every plank in the platform of the 
Liberal party. 

Mr. GILLIES: Do you believe that? 

Mr. MACROS SAN : Believe it? I think 
it is all moonshine. Is it not an absolutely 
logical corollary to wages boards that a 
man who is compelled to pay a rate of 
wages should have the right to make a 
profit from the industry in which he is 
engaged in order to enable him to pay 
those wages? Liberalism, as the han. mem­
ber for Barcoo knows, is the spirit of the 
age, a spirit of progressiveness, not hide­
bound, but typified by a true democracy. 

Mr. McCoRMACK : There is a difference 
then, between Liberalism and political 
Liberalism? 

Mr. MACROSSAN: The same difference, 
I pre,mme, that there IS between unionism 
and political unionism. Liberalism is a 
moving force and will continue to be so. 
Now that I have had an interjection from 
t~e hon. !"'ember for Cairns, may I draw 
his attentiOn to the fact that, while I con­
gratulate him on the moderation which he 

[Mr. Macrossan. 

displayed and on the sound reasoning wbich 
he put forward, it would be just as 
well for him to be a little more careful in 
some of his facts. HP pointed out that 
because Mr. John Drysdale in five years 
made £155,000 profit on an original capital 
of £125,000, that by dividing five years by 
two and getting two and a-half you arrive 
at the extraordinary conclusion that he made 
£125,000 in two and a-half years. 

Mr. McCoRMACK: Mr. Drysdale arrives at 
that conclusion. 

Mr. MACROSSAN: Ile did not. He· 
arrived at the conclusion that in five years 
he made an amount of profits more than 
equal to the original capital. 

Mr. FoLEY : Doubled his capital. 

Mr. :YIAUROSSAN: Yes, because he had 
his original capital and profits, which, if 
capitalised, would represent an equal amount. 

Mr. McComrAcK: Just what I said. 

Mr. MACROSSAN: No, the hon. mem­
ber said that if in five years he made a 
profit equal to his full capital then in 
two and a-half vears he would make the 
same amount. if he reads his speech he 
will find that he said what I say he said, 
although I admit that he did not mean it. 
At the very conclusion of the speech of 
the leader of the Opposition he pointed 
out that this was a non-party measure when 
the Cane Price Boards Bill was introduced 
last S(''sion, and yet foreooth they want now 
to make it a party measure. 

Mr. O'SuLLIVAN: Your loader made it a 
party measure. 

::\1r. MACROSSAN: My leader did what 
most leaders under the circumstances would 
do. 

Mr. RYAN: Cracked the whip. (Laughter.) 

Mr. MACROS SAN: Quite likely. I must 
at any rate announce to the House that no 
whip has been cracked over me. Mv leader 
took the view that if the Home was going 
to compel him to put something in the 
Speech of which he did not approve he would 
have to resign. But it does not follow that 
because he took the view that the Rill was 
undesirable that I should follow him. I 
have affirmed my approval of the principle, 
and I propose to reaffirm it when I get the 
opportunity. Why does not the leader of 
the Opposition introduce such a measure? 
He says that the Government ought to do 
it, and the reason he gives is that he wants 
it to be done by the Government, because 
there would be no chance of getting it 
through without the Upper House throwing 
it out if a private member introduced it. 

Mr. RYAN: No. 

Mr. MACROS SAN: That is the reason 
you gave in your speech. But if this prin­
ciple be affirmed in two successive sessions,. 
under the Constitution Referendum Act it 
automatically goes to the people to say by 
referendum whether they want it or not. 

Mr. HAMILTON: \Ve know that a private 
member has no chance of getting it through. 

Mr. MACROS SAN: It was introduced 
by a private member before and it went 
through. 

Mr. RYAN: If the Premier will give me 
the time I will do it. 
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The SPEAKER: Order, I must ask han. 
~nembers on my left to refrain from making 
mterJedwns. 'l'he hon. member for \Vmdwr 
has po:-JSf":isiun of tho Uhair. 

::Ylr. ~\L\CHOSSAN: If it becomes a fact 
that two sections in one party are so diverce 
and opposite in their views that it is no 
longer l,oss1ble for them to remain a com­
posite whole, then it behoves one 01 ,hose 
branches to consider seriously whesher they 
should be on this side of the Houoe or the 
other. That is the whole question. But for the 
han. ?Wlnber for Too:vong .to calmly suggest 
to th1s. House that L1berahsm is opposed to 
~nforcmg the nght of a .man engaged m an 
u;dustry t':' an opporturnty of deriving suffi­
Cient prof1t to pay the wages that he is 
bound to pay by .law, _then all I can say is 
that the sooner L1berahsm changes that view 
the hotter. 

Mr. FOLEY : That is Toryism. 

2\lr. MACROSSAK: That is rank Tory­
isnl, precisely. As you are .a\varo, .:\ir. 
1::\peaker, Liberalism 1s not a hidebound 
exactitude, ~ sort of line with length but 
no breadth-1t IS a broad living spirit keeping 
P_aCe Wlth t~O nece~sit~es of a lllOYlng ci vilisa­
tlon. I thmk you w1ll agree with me, Mr. 
Speaker, when! say that no argument has been 
addueed to show that the principle of cane 
price boards 'is economically unsound. Con­
sider tho disparities that were revealed in the 
speech o£ the han. member for Cairns. They 
could not be disputed. Ko one has at­
tempted to dispute the accuracy of the facts 
which the han. member for CO:irns stated in 
his spe.ech wi~h regard to the disparity in 
the pnces P':Id by one null as compared 
with those pa1d by anoth<>r mill under prac­
tically identical circumstances. It appears 
to me that, so far as those at present Fn­
gaged in the industry are concerned the 
growers do not receive a fair share c{f the 
profits which accrue from that industry. How 
can it be right for one minute for this House 
to compel a farmer to pay wages which 
will preyent him _from making a profit out 
of h1s mdustr:v, 1f at the same time this 
House _is prevented from .consistently taking 
the logwal step of compellmg the person with 
whom he deals to give that person a price 
at any rate suflieient!y high to enable him to 
pa.v th0 rate of wages demanded by the 
labour engaged in it? One thing follows the 
other! in my opinion, just as clearly as 
mormng follows tho eve. There is no 
need for me to beat about the bush and I 
have no hesitation in saying that I 'support 
such a sound democratic measure as that 
introduced last year, which is in consonance 
with the most advanced ideas of Liberalism. 
Liberali.sm has not underlying it a wooden, 
mechamcal platform of exactitude and pre­
,isioTt with no power of expansion. Liberal­
ism has the power of developing itself accord­
ing to the spirit of tho age, and keeping 
time with the dewlopment of the country 
in the interests of country !if<', in the in­
terests of the population, and not only in 
~he int~r<>sts of one class of population, not 
m tho mterests of one class only, but in the 
interests of all classes. Even han. members 
-on the oppo,ite side will be able to agree 
with that. We are not going to be like 
children to be frightened by a name. Just 
because someone gets up and says. " That is 
socialism," are we going to be frightened 
like little children and run awav from it? 
We have only to look at the 'Governor's 
Speech as framed and placed before the 

House this session, to see that it contains 
mnasures which have socialistic principles 
in them in many respects. \Yhat about the 
"l.gricultural Bank Act I What ebe IS that 
but socialism? 
UPPO~ITION ::\fEllBERS: llcar, hoar ! 

::\Ir. 1\L\CROSSAN: What about the 
W orlmrs' Dwellings Act? \Vhat else is that 
but socialism·: (Ucar, hear !) What about 
the proposal to establish insuranco ·: \Vhat 
dso is that but socia!i,m '! Are we going 
to be frightened by any shibboleths or any 
Aunt Sallys that are put up for the pur­
pose of frightening us. Certainly nor. \V e 
arc going along the broad roadway of pro­
gressive Liberalism. (Opposition laughter.) 

Mr. gYAN: What are Aunt Sallys? 

1\Ir. 1\L\CROSSA::'{: An "\unt Sally was 
put up by tho hon. member for Toowong. 

Mr. RYAN: Exactly. I quite agree with 
you. 

1\lr. :YIACROSSAN: Apart from your con­
currence, I say so just the same, although, 
of course, I am glad to have your concur­
rence. I ma v sa v that tho leader of the 
Opposition himself has put up an Aunt 
Sally, and it is not very difficult to knock 
it down. The han. gentleman wants to 
come in behind a lot of men in order to 
get on the rrreasury benches. Everyone 
knows that while party government e·'Cists 
it is impossible for those pledged to sup­
port certain political principle~ to turn 
round and support another party whose 
principles are diametrically opposed to 
theirs. The hon. the leader of the Opposi­
tion could not sit there conscientiously as 
lPader of the Labour party unless he were 
prepared to carry out measures that tended 
to nationalise all the means of production, 
distribution, and <:'xchange. Does the hon. 
member reallv believe in such a thing? I 
am not concerned which member on the 
oth<'r side answers my question. Apparently 
no one on the other side is prepared to take 
the responsibility of saying that they agree 
with such a propo,al. The hon. the leader of 
the Opposition may have set a nice net to 
catch the unintelligible voter, but I think 
1hev wiii be able to sc'0 through it. Does the 
hori. membN beliew in tho nationalisation of 
everything? 

Mr. COYNE: No. 

Mr. MACROSSAN: It matters not 
whether he believes in it or not, but I would 
like to get an answer from the leader of the 
Opposition. 

Mr COYNE : You are wrong in saying that 
members on this side are pledged to 
nationalise everything. 

Mr. MACROSSAK: Then tho han. mem­
ber is not fully conversant with the plat­
form which he has signed, because all m<:>m­
bers on that side have signed a platform 
under which they pledge thems<>lves to t.hat 
object, and they do not. know it. The han. 
member does not know it. 

Mr. McCoRMACK: You also signed a plat­
form. 

Mr. MACROSSAN: I did not. I did not 
sign any platform. I came hero under a 
sound democratic policy. 

Mr. RYAN: Your policy is to vote for the 
Government. 

Mr. Macrossan.] 
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:\h. ::\IACROSS \X: It i" rather hu uorou 
for tl1e hon. member to blk like thtlt, s0<·in;r 
that last yt•ar I voted for the ("aue Pric(· 
Boanle Bill. If he calls that vot'ng for the 
Gon•rnuH?nJ- thPn tlu:-.t i·~ rny 11olicy. -

},Ir. H.DIILTOX: l_'"ou knPY,' th.tt thC'rc wa~' 
no chant e of it' bPing earri<'cl. 

:\Ir. liL\CH.OSfU:'\: It was carried. 

Tlw SPK\ KER: Orc!<'r ! If the bon. 
nlf'Illh .. •r for "\Yindsor invites intcrje~·tions 
~n~d , T~qvf'r thPrn. th0n he has to put up 
with the• cor.Hcf'qUPlJC'(' '·. I a rn trying to kh'P 
thL• IIouo<<' m ,;omcthmg like ordc!r, and I 
won1d --~u:-:=.-,,:(>t t:) t~H' hon. rnt·.mbC'r for 
\~, ... indsor to eo:t'\.innu- his spce.)t and not 
an•m '-r or invite inh•rjections. 

:\Tr. :\L\CROSS.\X: Thnuk vou for vour 
kind Flw:g-c·~tion. :\Ir. Sp0ak>.·r. \rhieh I' will 
r. "}opt. ( ,,\"(•uld jn:--t lik~~ tq cal1 the atten­
ti(•n of th0 II,,u~P t."> tl1i:;; f,~~t: that I eon­
;:if1f'1' lP~r!;..lntion (~f thi::; kind~-1l:1tllP1v. th,; 
fixing of pric0.,---as a· c~-rollarv to "·hat we 
hasc- a1re;,dy fxH-1---nanlPlY, tht; a1nount of 
wncrp;;; that tho gr\)WC'r ha's to pay fo1· tho 
1abonr PnlplnY( (1 b:: h1rn. Th(1ro ]::; no in­
:1ustry Inf.\l'C' fitting-ly Anih:b!e than thf'. ~ug-ar 
IEc1lLtlT 1::1 for p~1- .:inp.· ··.ud1 a Bill ;.,.; thi~. 
1t ;.,, thP onl~v indn4r'- 'V(l have in Qu00:~s­
l:·1H1 1,·\·h:.-h i.~ se}f-:-:ufiicie·nt. and f111' that 
l'f <.c~:-lll it -i:;-; 0llP ~-dl,-re con1d fittino-lv 
:introdnct• lw fL!.·int iplc cf fxing pr~cr"-.:. {\.~~~ 
mn-t al'll r<-ahsp that th·· ],,,, nf ~unnlv and 
dc~~1ancl h . .; b:···'H v·ip{\<l out a -l~a-~i..: on 
\.Vhl<'h to fix thp rate nf wagr·~. That has 
been rlmw away with. and insV-dr! d thC' law 
of su)lply and <l<'mand h.'iug- adoptPd a~ a 
fair thirr"' to {i"{ ,,_ aq·.':--t. \Y,:> htYe no'l,\' to fix 
thc1:..1. sn a-·, to consth:_1t0 n liYiuQ ;yaof~ for 
tho~r~ cnq~·:r('cl in th0 indn:,tr\. ·That is th0 
I a v;,~. and "~c nn:u't ,~:hide b~v it. \Y c ha n~l 
plnc•pcl that law on thP tatut0 bnok ill tlw 
~ndustrial Pearp Act. and wo must abide by 
It. \Ve cannot act like the ostrich and bury 
('lll' h(\afl,. iu thn :;..and so as. not tn ;o;ce Lhv·-~· 
thin"'· The prim·ipk of a rarw nri0c bnard 
is 0~10 whieh I ha Yc no he .. itation in :-;up­
porbng-, but sn far ,ns 111y pr"···.ent. intr·nt-io:n 
1s concerned \.Yith rr-g-ard to the a.mentln1ent. 
I mr1 goin~ to voh· ag-ainst it. 

:\fr.. \YTLLIAIHS (('lun·t, rs Tni··rv.<): I 
think thc hon. m< mbPr who has j{"~t rc.-.umecl 
his r•·nt hn~: P''.'hn1L" put thP c_u-·f 1·" 0-­

th:·t i~. \.Vb0thcr tl1P g,•nt1<'H1Pll on th0 other 
f'id~· of th0 IInu~:J\ , hould <·ccunv th0s0 
}y.•n,.·lu~,~ or •.~-llf•t her \YP shou1•1. Th •rp arP 
.aL""d ct:1cr Uf'Pc;·i of tht· qnt>.tin~J t.-> be c1n-
8idPrf:'d. Tipfprr-nrr: h'l'..( bt>-•n In:-tfl1· to lll('Ill­

b-or~ e-n thi;; siclP "- ho '.-otcd f, r t]w '•<-"onrl 
rt·nrlin°: of thfl C.mP Pl·i;·,l Br•'lrd Bill lw:.t 
d ;.;<"ln. Th0ir naln!~.;:; hnv0 lv0n par.Jdt-d 
h0fnr0 t hP TI r•n · ·' 011 i ;vn oc·,~· n iou,:;, 0111 c 
la··' vr>ar nnd :::ho dlll';ll,T thn. <1r•hnh1 on "ihi:-; 
ntCJti m. \ny01l0 \\ ou1cl think. jnd_gir.rc fron1 
the l'<'n 'rk.::: rf :;;nTtJf' ho~L !ne: lhPrf'. tLat hon. 
nu u1-wrFi t.n this ~:id" of ·i~1' 1 Ticn:;;p \Yho yot.z-d 
for tlw '< 11 .] r,·1.diwr 'f tlnt Bill sc;·e 
r<·•l!v fit f'Ubj< + fer a ehamh.-,. of honnrc 
\Yith r~f01o, nr·0 to thf' Yt;h" I Q"J YC' nn that 
c (: iPn. I hr.y.: TH-t ~h,- ·1 flnv tf'-q•s ~'ine0 on 
thf' subjLJ, nor lun ~~ I L:-,.t a v:ink of slcr•p 
nvPr 1:-. l ..... nrlt•r the f:.HllH' r!rP1U1J·•tanc~ .;, I 
shnula r0f'nrd n1y vr-tc in t\c ~-,n1P v-a, 
again. ~\s to m;-7 rf'a::;,nn,: for ~j\·in!! th ,·t 
YOtC', I 1ni~·ht ay :·hat it ~'-PP0Hrcd to 1ne to 
lw an ohnoxion- Bill R' it stP<'d; lr1t it. rhl 
not ' ( r 'f11 tl) 111 1> t{) h-- hnpplr ('f arnr·nd-
1110nt in thr> r·,~ht cl~l'flr't~nn. 'y c must ar1mit 
that in thn h0n. H1Pl1lb' 1' fnr Bnrn:un v, i' haYC' 
a n.1an \;;hq ha"< a ,~rPat knf11Nlc·rlgP of the 
subjc,"t beforp the House. He is a man of 

["'lfr. 111acrossan. 

great ability and honest sincerity. and we­
know he has tab'n a lot of trouble to trv 
and rC'li"'· c thP m:-n on tlw land. I think 
that his ,_,·h<mo should have been given 
fu!IPr cliscuc_;ion than it wa.· For that 
n'~·son I Yoted for tho s1 "~Jnd r. ;:.di~1g of tho 
Bill. hoping that it w uld get into Com­
mittee so that the subject mir~ht be dis­
cussed. \Vith r('gard to the prin<iple of the 
Bill. I am not an ole! parlianwntanan. but I 
alwav.-: undt•r.-tood that wlv'n a n;n i-; per­
niC'iolJ:~. whHl it i8 introduu'd inlD the HouAc, 
tlw pernicious )lnrt of it i,, pointed out whC'n 
it is bC'in~ intrnclw-- cl. and that i,, th0 time 
to rejC'ct 'it if it is pernicious. Some mem­
bC'r'"' 011 this ~ide UJ:)pr·,tn d to gr t into a 
r.anir. ThPn" WQlT 1<-Ud lam('ntations on 
ihPir part bPf'ansP :-;on1c cf th(•{r ronfr6res 
Yotnr] for th(' :" ··-.nH] rpr<dinU: of thut B;ll, 
and we wcrc ncru,;cd of going into the· 
haek yard of the~ Opposition and of smash­
in:: --'P th'• planlz,,_ of the part:, platform, and 
al---o d trP·ldlf'rY. I Jw n• l!o doubt that. 
thP::•' r<'lnark~ "'.\·Pre 1nadc in h~·-·"t'-·· 

;\h. RY.\~: They WC'l"P YPl'Y true remark~. 

::\Ir. IYILLL\.iHS: Tr:r· rt'nH·rk", as to 
what? 

Mr. 1\n~: ),s to thP Lilwral platfom1. 
:\h. \YILLL\:\18: TheY \H'rP net true re­

n:arks ut all. Soule han~ g·t~nt1cnlPil on this 
sidP :;::.,. PllH\d to he unable to di·3crirninate 
bC'1 w0cn tlw paternal functions of a Gcn-ern­
l~tent and what arc ~ocialistic n1easures. 
Thorp ure ,ome cases in which tlw pat<'rnal 
fun{'tionf' ~1wnld he~ invok<>d. and this \.Vas 
one if an injurious combination cxistC'cl. I 
do not ronsider that it was n<'ccssarily a 
,odnli .. ti{' IH~'a-.un~ Bnd I think that some 
good could be got out of it if drastically 
f>mendN1. There seemed to be a lot of 
scuttling among our friends over that Bill. 
It ehould rP;,llv have been called a Bill 
to preYcnt thP' injurious combination of 
owner~ of :;:.ugar-millR. The name seems 
to make a lot of diffNcnce. The Federal 
p_,rJianwnt has JHoYecl a dismal failure 
in comll'l tion with dealing with trusts. 
The only trmJ thr-\ ever attempted to 
deal with \Yas a g-oorl trnst--tlw Coal Vcnd­
tha' wns a fl.nlenclid con1bin(1.tion. It was a 
fair thing {or tho ownN. and a splendid 
thino- for th, v;tlf"(.:; InPn. Tlw Ii'cdcral 
Gov~rnn10n: nPY{)r i~'l{'h0d the tobacco trust. 
EPcauee the F<>d~;·al Govt'rmnc·nt prov<>d a 
-eli-- '11-ll failure in deali"c;· with tru,ts. that is 
not a n~a;,Dll 1vhv this IIons0 shonlcl not deal 
with th0m. I approve of the object if an 
injurious C·:·nnbination exists. \Yhy did not 
tlw lPadrr of thr Oppo,,ition put forward a 
srhemc? He did not put forward a SC'hcme 
at n!l. C\TcmhPr,, oppo,it<J said thev would 
amend the hon. mcmbPr for Burrum's 
, dleJlJe. \YP know vrhat anH'lHl:zu.:nt~ 1ncnn. 
\Y<' kne-w wlwn tlw i'tt<Jck and Prcdu- '' Dill 
v;('nt up to thr~ ··cppPr IIoUf{', it '<\'U.S so 
amended that on!v the tit1P wa;; lPrt. There 
i::: a- v.-ay ant o( this t1L{t I <'an suggc.st. 
alt-houo·b, pc•rhaps. it would be- too cost!,·. I 
~-ux_gc, t sornrthing· that ·will rcn1ove ali the 
r·r,- i a l i"t'" taints from it. If a mill will not 
comP undC'r th0 Bill, ld that mill he rom•ned 
1L· tllf' Q-.oyprnnlf'n~. an(l lPt thQ GovPrninPnt 
lease it out subi ed to cane price boards. 
On<' of thP olmoxioue, fC'atUT('S <>f thP Dill 
introdme-cl hv the bon. m0rnhcr for Dnrrum 
'YaR it-; faihlrc to rnakP any proviBion for 
compensation. All e.gr{'ClllPnts were to be 

cancC'llcd, and th0re ·v:as {1 {'hance 
[8 p.m.] of very serious injury bP;ng clone 

to some persons. But the pur­
pose of the hon. member for Burrum in 



[14 JULY.] Address in Reply. 

trying to help the sugar-grower I approved 
of, and that was the reason whv I voted 
for it, sceond reading. If the me'asure had 
gone into Committf·e I should have voted 
agamst tho-,e features of it to which I 
objected. There are abundant n•asons ,vhv 
members on this side should oppose tho amend­
;nent of the leader of tlw Oppo.sition which 
1s now hcfoyo the :House. Tho hon. rnmnbor 
for vYinJs<Jr has stated one reason verv 
cogt•ntlv; another l'PHson whv \VO cannot vot~ 
for the' amccndnwn: is that "by voting for it 
we should practiCally be votino- for a sort of 
C<1no Price Boards Bill that "tho lea-der of 
thn Oppu,,ition and his frif'nds v, c)uld giv.-, u::;. 
"\Ye l.Ia\ e ;<JPn that tlw c,l.negTO\Y"ers have got 
nothmg- from the socinlistic p:ntv in tho 
Fr-d<•ral l''arliarnont, >md it is not likeh that 
tlw~ v;ould get anything fro1n the ~anw~ partv 
in this Parlimuent. There is no doubt tluit 
; . Bill introdu<'.'·d hy the l<•ader of tho Oppo­
SitiOn wonLcl give .some s<Jrt of relic•f to the 
cnn:_'gl'o·Yers, but it \Vould be accornpanicd by 
a B1nad\: on the of.cT sido of the fuce. The 
deputy-k:Hler of the Oppo•-ition called atten­
tion tv what he termed ilw ring of insinceritv 
il_I the s:•ce~hcc, delivered by members Dn thi~-; 
s:de of th'' House IIow inoincere are the 
SJWC'cl!L's of hon. meml1crs on tho other side 
Tbey have Fho~,,, n over and over again that 
they cannot be the friends of tlw man on the 
lund or of .ai1y CJJ.11itali~t whc):-~oevcr. Their 
pla!forn~ is to 0lin1inute the c.q)italist-to 
natwnah~P 'he means of proc!udion, and that 
me~h., <'liminating- thP capitalist. I do not 
SC'~' ho\v hon. lllC'lnlwrs opposite rrre rroin·.r to 
elitninute thP. capitalist and at i:IH~ ~a~ne tin1e 
lwlp him. Thc•re arc manv wavs Df eliminat­
ing th::-- C'apitalist. Ow•~ is ·h~~ incrc:tc,ing 
wag-es to such an Pxtent that it will be im­
r-ossi],]p for him to pay them. and anotlwr is 
by shortening- the hour., Df labour to four or 
six lPJur~ a <Iav. Onlv recently fit a. confer­
f'nca o: I.abou1: rPpr('~C'ntativ{; it as sug~ 
g<'stcd that thcv should chano-e the minimum 
\nJrking hour~ ·fro1n {'ight to ~ix hours a {lav, 
and it was due to the shre\l,-dnc.s9 of lVir. 
\Yat.'on th·,t it was not carried. II<Jn. mem­
ber.~ OfY'oBitn \Vould posRiblv giv0 the Rnga.r­
gTu\Y~r some tPlnporary relic£, but no doubt 
th<'y- v. '1uld couple it with the condition that 
thev ehnuld inc,·ease the wages of the worker 
and make the workint; hours only four hours 
a day, or Rome other kind o£ haraq;sina- condi­
tions .. \s I have said, the Labour p:rty arc 
plech:wl to C'liminak t.he capitalists, includin~· 
<'Yer.v holder o_f a httle property, a cane­
farn1. or 2, ,~tatJon0ry business, and hovv can 
tlw:,· b<· consistent and at the same time work 
f<Jr tho capit:dish? I recentlv rf'ad an extract 
fn:rn :-1. nt'w::;papPr calk'd "Th~o ::\avv"'"·" which 
put~ thP po,..;iFon YC'~Y clearlv. "Thd Xavvv" 
···hif'h i:-\ a orkf'r's pancr,~ state-d that so·n·H~ 
Lahonr nwJn1)cr" ·,aid they \YPrf' going into 
th, IImHc• to '''Jrk for all classes, whereas 
they '' ust remembll' they WPre put thcr(' for 
one cla~s alone~namoly, the manual \Vorker'\ 

11!'. ,,')\Y'\L\N: vrho is thP C>ditor Df "The 
1\ayvy~'? 

Mr. '\YTLLL\::\IS: I do n<Jt know. Wh<'n 
~·on g·£~t e, ..._lf1cJaration to th(' ('{f{'{'t that 
La} l'Jr n1c1nl::'rs ar0 to \Vork for one class 
alonn. how on earih thPy atf' to help the 
~ng :.r-~ro-/·c~r I { 'lnnot .SL\'', I think thC' IeadC'r 
of tlw Opposition must be very sorrv that he 
laid this gaud,, trap. Tlw man Dn.thc land 
iB not a fool: he has g-ot hi< eyes wide Dpen; 
he knows what shan to go to, and he is not 
going to listen to the flash bargains put up 

bv the other side. The Premier and the hm•. 
nlcmb(lr for Burrurn have given some assur .. 
a nee that they will endeavour to see a way 
out of this diflicnlty. I thir0k they do see a 
way- out, and for that re::Lson, and in the 
interest of the man on the land, I shall have· 
much pleasure in voting against the amend­
ment. 

SPECIAL ADDRESS TO THE 

GOVER-""OH.. 

At eleven minutes pn<t 8 o'clrck, 

The SPE.\KER left the chair for tho purpos"' 
o; prf'SC'nting the AddreSti to the Governor at 
Government House. 

The DEPLTTY SPEAKER (::'>Ir. ,J. Stodart, 
Logan) thereupon t<Jok the chair. 

ADDRESS I.i\' REPLY. 

WAXT OF CoxFIDEXCE MonoN-RESUMPTION 
OF DEBATE. 

::\1r. FOLBY (Jlundingburra), continuing 
the debate on l\Jr. Hvan's amendment Oil 

the motion for !he adoption for the Addfes·s 
in Rc•ply, said: Before this amendment goes 
to a division I should like to say a. few 
words O!J it, because I ilnd that I also have 
a few cane farn1crs in n1v electoratE' who are 
'r•rv anxious to know· whr·tlwr tlw Cane 
Price Boards Bill is l'Vl'r going to rracs 
through this House. During the recess I 
paid a visit to the Houghton River district, 
whprp there are a good rnany cane farmers 
established, and I spoke to thun about 
several mattcrp., but the matter rcgardmg 
'"hich they principally waHtl'd to see me 
was that of explaining, if I could, the reason 
whv tho Government had thrown out what. 
they considerc•d to be the one bit <Jf l<'g·is­
lati'on that was !<Ding to do any good for the 
cane farmers. They said in dfect that they 
had always supposc·d that the Go> ernnwnt 
and their supporters we're frit'nds of the 
farmers, tlP.t membPr.J on that side of th<> 
House had ahcays poePcl hS such, and tlu:t. 
the farmers looked upon them as their 
friends in th<' House. The cane-growers were• 
accordinf!'l,· surprised that wlwn lh<'re '"as 
an opporiunity to give thr•m ih~ menn'• of 
gPtting "\vhat tlwy consio<'rcd n•asonable 
prier'' for their cane the Government and 
tlwir snpport'"r'" should throw out tho mca­
surp, I t<Jld them in my own lan['"uage that 
I <lid not bPli"w that the f'C'ntlcm<'n sitti:tg 
on thP TrPasurv h0nchr>s ·wf'rc fri,,nds of t.hc-
< :UH' farnwrR, ~lnd t h 1t ll;'i1 h.0r did I beliPV( 
thfet tlw mcmbns sitting- hchind the GoYcrn 
mPnt who p<Jse<l ns fri<'nclc, of the farmers 
Wf'rP rcall.,_. thPir frlr.n1I<, unlc~s it '' ·:ts to 
make a pro!lt nnt nf thPT<L T furth('r tclrl 
them that. I did not think that theY had 
any rc'ason to e~p<'ct an; go0d froln the 
110oplf' who pc .... , .. ,] as thr·ir f,·i('nds in this 
Jions0. If any menlbf'r iinauiiH's that the 
farmPrR do nof ,Yant a Cane'· Prir ..... Bo:-t_;_•ds 
Bill lw j:., ('C~rtninly rnakir-t~ a rni~·.~:dn'. I not 
onh- vicif<>d the Honcrhton Hiwr district. 
but I also naid a visit to the A vr district and 
:·dc1re8-;;Pd ~rr ,Q"ood numbrr of· canf~ farmers 
th<'r('. anr1 T can sav that the farnwre in both 
th!' f-Ton.u-hton Hi,;r>r and Axr districh• arD 
unanirnonelv in fan'Hr of tlJP Cane Price 
Boards Bill: and tl'('V arc ypr-,- mnch .dis­
rp:)oi11+Pd at. thp r.Psu 11-· of thP discussion ·which 
too]; piaco in this F0use last SPR',i<Jn. At 

llfr. Foley.] 
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the end of the conversation I had with them 
they took some consolation from the idea 
they had got into their heads that the Cane 
Price Hoards B1ll would be brought for­
ward this session and passed into law, but 
I told them that in my opinion so long as 
the presl'nt Government held possession of 
the Treasury benches they need never expect 
to get a Cane l'rice Boards Bill put through 
the Assembly as the Government themselves 
were up against it. I shall never forget the 
look on the Premier's tace when the second 
reading of the Bill was passed last session, lind 
the leader of the Opposition asked him when 
he was going on with the Bill in Committee. 
The Premier looked acrose, at tho loader of 
the Opposition and said, " You will never 
see that Bill any more," which was con­
clusive evidence to rric that the Government 
had no intention of bringing the Bill forward 
again. Nor will they allow tho leader of tho 
Opposition to bring in a Bill having for its 
Dbject the entablishment of boards to fix the 
prices of cane as between the grower and 
the miller. It h>ts been very amusing to me 
to heur members on the other side arguing 
ihat the whole intention of the Opposition 
in introducing this amendment is to 
Itationalise the sugar industry. During the 
whole of the discussion which has taken place 
there has not been one word said by any 
membPr on this side which would show 
t.hat it is the intention of this party to 
nationalise the sugar industry. \Vhile tho 
nationalisation of all industries is a plank 
in the Labour party's platform, that plank 
is not going io be brought into existence at 
once PY<•n if this par:~, went over to the 
other side to-morro• .. ;. That is the ultimate 
aim of the party, but we have no idea of 
rushing it on to tho statute-book the first 
<lay we get on to the Treasury benches. 
That is the end in vie·,·; its accomplishment 
ma~- be a long way ahead or it may not; 
it depends upon what tho people of Queens­
land think more than what this party think 
of the matter, and it is a very poor argument 
to advance against the amendment the stateC­
ment that its object is to enable the mem­
bers on this side to nationalise the sugar 
industry or any other industry. I cannot 
understand how gentlemen can be found m 
this twentieth century to use arguments of 
that sort. \Ve have 'had a Labour GovNn­
ment in the National Parliament and indus­
tries have not been nationalised 'vet. When 
the member for Charters Towers }alks about 
nationalisation meaning the elimination of 
)itt!:' _capitalists, such as small grocers,- he 
ts ndwulous and shows his ignorance regard­
ing what nationalisation really means. I 
~annot understand what the hon. mem­
ber was driving at. \V e know that th~r'l 
are large p;ofits in the sugar industry. It 
has been said by members on both sides of 
the House that the millers and refiners are 
making enormous profits, and it is admitted 
also that the grower is not getting a fair 
return for his industr~', particularly now 
that the Industrial Court hns fixed the rate 
of wage he has to pav the worker. It is 
necessary that somethi,;g- should be done to 
Pnable the grower to get a sufficient price 
for his cane to E'nablP him to pay those 
wages and still get a living wage for him­
self. It was never argu€'d. when we endea­
voured to get the worker a fair wage, that 
there was a chance of nationalising the in­
·dustry, but when the canegrower asks that 
somPthinv should be dom• to see that he gets 
a fair thing, the idea is thrown out that all 

[Mr. Fal"-rt. 

we want to do is to nationalise the industry. 
In juotice to the farmers I "'.mt to say that 
they arc not opposed to paying the rate of 
wages laid down by the Industrial Court. 
They admit that a man who works in a cane­
field for eight hours a day, in the hot broil­
ing sun, is entitled to all the wages allDwed 
to him by the Industrial Coun, but they 
say in effect, " \Vhile we are willing to pay 
these wages we want to be assured that we 
will get sulliuient for our cane to enable us 
to do so and still leave us a fair profit for 
our labour." Xo one denies them that unless 
it be members on the other side who arc 
against the introduction of this Cane Price 
Boards Bill, which has for its object the 
giving of the canegrower a fair deal. It 
has been said by members on the Govern­
m€'nt side ~that if the Labour party had the 
appointing of these boards they would up­
point a board that would fix such a price for 
the cane that the miller would not be able 
to do anything with his mill. The fact of 
cane price boards being made the law 
would not give the Government, whoever 
might be in power, the right to appoint 
tho'e boards. All we ask is that legislation 
be passed, and then the millers and the 
growers would meet together and appoint 
a. board to determine what price shall be 
paid for the cane during the ensuing sea~on. 
That board could meet every season if they 
liked and decide what the price should be 
for cane during that season, and the Govern­
ment would have nothing to do as regards 
f1xing the price of cane. In no case would 
the price be fixed for more than one season 
at a time, and that being the case I do not 
sec what objection there can be to it. If 
the miller does not get enough for his sugar 
then it will be for the miller to see that a 
sugar board is appointed to fix a fair price 
for the raw product. The grm; er at present 
says he is not getting a fair pric;, for his 
cane, and that he has no mPllns of saying 
what the price should be. Only in March 
of this year I saw an announcement in the 
''Townsville Daily Bulletin" that the price 
for cane during this season would be 3s. per 
ton less than it was for last season. That 
announcement was published by the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company. \Vhat say had 
the grower got as to whether he was satis­
!led with 3s. a ton less for his cane than he 
got last year? He had no say at all. He 
simply had to take it or leave it, and if he 
refused to accept the price offered by the 
Colonial Sugar Refining Company he would 
have to leave his cane in the ground to rot. 
\Vhat recompense would he get for his in­
dustry by leaving his cane in the grouncl.? 
The House should see tho justice and wisdom 
of passing a measure that will give relief to 
the growers as they are at tho mercy of the 
millers. Whether the miller is at the mercy 
of the refiner or not remains to be proved, 
but in any case some means should be de­
vised b:v which the grower should have a 
chance of saying what price he should get 
for his cane in the same way th~t the 
worker has an opportunity of saying what 
wages he shall get for his labour. \Ve know 
from the evidence given before the Royal 
Commis.sion that the Colonial Sugar Re­
fining Company was making enormous 
profits-John Drysdale himself admitted that 
he was making ·enormous profits-and if 
half those profits worn divided amongst the 
canegrowers, both the Colonial Sugar 
RPfining Company and John Drysdale 
would still make a very good profit out of 
the industry. But wha.t do they do? They 
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simply cut the cane down to the lowest price 
they possibly can, and the farmer has to be 
satisfied, because he has no say as to what 
the price should be. 'l'he Treasurer when 
speaking on this qucs~ion said that the pass­
ing of the Cane Pnce, Boards Bill w?uld, 
not affect the Coloma! Sugar Refmmg Com­
pany at all. I would point out that the 
Colonial Sugar Refining Company are not 
on! v rofinclfs but large millers as well. Th,,y 
ha,:e a Llrge number of farmers growing 
cane for them on tho John;;tone and Herbert 
Rivers, and in odlCl' places in Quc>cm~land 
thev have mills of their own, and cane 
price boards would affect them to the same 
extent as it would affect pri,-atn mil!owners. 
\Vhile thN may he able to get raw sugar from 
the millers at their own price, if tlle:y had 
to form a cane price board they would be 
called upon io meet the growers and mutually 
decide upon a price. The farmer, are look­
ing to the country partv to pass a Cane Pnce 
Boards Bill, and thr;:y arc certainly dis­
appoimed because there is no forecast of 
such a Bill in the Governor's Speech, and, 
like the leader of the Opposition, I regret 
exceedingly that the Government could not 
see their wav clear to put into the Go,-ernor's 
mouth soma statement ,,-ith regard to the 
passing of a measure that would give tho 
relief thD farmers arc looking for. In order 
to substantiate -,,,hat I have said, I he1 Ye 
here the report of a deputation consisting 
of members of the Sugar Farmers' c\ssocia­
tion in Mackav. that waited on the S<'cretarv 
for Hailways. "Mr. Johnson. the president o'f 
the Sugar Farmers' Association, in his speech 
said-

" The farmer felt that not having a 
voice in the price of his product was an 
anomaly, and thought this might ho over­
come by legislative action. The Bill i;r­
troduccd la't year by Colonel Rankm 
and Mr. E. B. Swayne had received the 
endorsement of all farm<ers in this and 
other districts, but unfortunately it did 
not receive the Government support. He 
considered the measure was not incon­
sistent with Liberal principles. There 
was the feeling that much better results 
would be obtained from the mills if such 
hoards were appointed." 

There were several other speakers who sup­
ported Mr. Johnson in that statement, arr.ong 
whom was Mr. Swayne, the member for 
Mirani, who was also a member of the depu­
tation. The Minister for Railwavs, Mr. 
Paget, in his reply, said- · 

" The Bill was .not thrown out last 
vear. as stated. It was introduced as a 
private member's Bill. Desiring to intro­
duce thG measure, Colonel Rankin 
arranged with the Premier for a certain 
portion of the Government time. When 
that time was up the Bill dropped. In 
view of the fact that the deputation in­
tended waiting on the Premier in regard 
to that measure, they would have to leave 
it in the Premier's hands. He promised 
to lay the request before the Premier." 

The "Bundaherg Daily Mail " rang up 
Colonel Rankin, member for Burrum, on the 
telephone, with regard. to this partieula~ 
deputation and asked him what he though" 
about it, and he replied as follows:-

" Of course I am pleased with what I 
think it is reasonable to describe as the 
encouraging tone of Mr. Paget's remarks. 
I am, however, still more pleased, indeed 

gratified, with the evidence I have r,e­
cently had that a strong wave <;>f feehng; 
is developing in all tho sugar distrrcts of 
the State in favour of the Cane Price 
Boards Bill. In this respect I may say 
1 have received most encouragmg letters 
fro1n growers' associations as 'voll as from 
numerous individual growers, a .fact 
which persuades one that a case of Irre­
sistible strength will shortly he developed 
in favour of that measure." 

The: Government are losing an . opportunity 
in ,not passing a measure smnlar to that 
asked for or putting it in the Governor's 
Hpe0<'h in order to satisfy the farmers that 
sorr.cthing is going to be. done to do away 
"ith the anomaly of wluch they complam. 
1 did not intend to make a long spee_ch on 
this qw:>stion, but I thought I would lrke to 
make the few remarks I have because I pro­
mised the farmers that if I had an oppor­
Lunity I would mention .the fact that they 
were anxious that tins Bill should be passed 
this vear. And having done so, I must con­
tent "myself with leavmg it in the han.ds of 
the Government to say whether they Will do 

am·thing or not. We have 'been 
[8.30 p.m.] tofd by the Premier that sor:re-

thin;i may be done, somethmg 
will he dono. -But it reminds me of the 
Federal GoYernrr.ont when asked whet]:ter 
thev would do something towards ar:re~dmg 
the. Constitution, beehuSe. th.t>y all said It re­
quired amending-they said It would be done, 
but not v<>t. That is always the reply, that 
tho time "is not ripe, we cannot do it yet .but 
it will be done eventually. In the mf)antime 
tho farmers are staning, or they arc likely to 
be so crippled that they will not he able ~o 
carrv on their industries, and the re,>?lt ~Ill 
he that those who have put all their time 
and monev into cane-growing will he able 
to continue no longer. I ask the Gover;r­
nwnt, as honc:-<f m<'n, not to le~ve them 1n 

that position hut to do somethmg so ~hat 
thev rnav not he ruined hut so that sufficient 
ma v still be left for the miller and the 
Tefi.n<'r and so that everybody will he better 
satisfied. 

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(H~n. J. White, Musgrave) : I have no wish to 
delav the House in coming to a vote on the 
amendment. I am very pleased that the mem­
ber who has just resumed his seat referred 
to the front Treasury bench as honest men 
who were anxious to do their duty towards 
the primary producers of Queensland. A 
great deal of t1le spGe<;hes that have bee!' 
made seem to show, I thmk. that the Opposi­
tion would be delighted to know that we 
had not brought forward the measure if it 
was going to do tho farmers so much harm. 
As a matter of fact, I have never thoug~t 
that the Cane Price Boards Bill was a practi­
cal scheme. In my opinion it was impractic­
able, and for many good reasons. As .the 
matter was very much discussed last sesswn, 
and hae been discussed on the present amend­
ment it is unnecessary to m<1ke very many 
rema:rks. but I should just like to explain 
my position. At the same time I Should 
like to say that I congratulate the hon. and 
gallant member for Burrum and th?se 
associated with him on their efforts to Im­
prove the conditions of cane farmers. .I am 
quite sure that it "as the earnest desrre of 
these people to do something for the p;·imary 
producers and sugar-growc>rs who, m my 
opinion, were in some districts compelled to 
take a lower price than the actual value of 

Hon. J. White.J 



158 Address in Reply. [ASSE~lBLY.] Address in Reply. 

their cane. Dut there are other methods, 
and I have al wa} s had tlw "Pillion that 
the proper 'Y''''m [,y which the cane 
furmp,· cmJlcl lw lwndited to the fullest 
extent is by C0-0[Wntion, a>si·-tcd by • tho 
Goverm:wnt, either in tho purcha -c of mills 
at r' ,;.:on tblc prices, or by nv::-thod:1 
such ~s 'ver~ adovtf'd in t.hc dairying and 
meat mdustr1os. It has been eaid that tho 
cvst of an ll.:_)-to~(1atc sugar-1nill i ... beyond tho 
r bility of t!J,, grov:ors. But in my opinion 
even Flua!1 furnH'l' {'L)llld corne in and work 
a 1nill :.Jr tlH•m·:··lves if tlwv -were as,,istcd 
l1y the GovPrnrEcdl in the, s~rn.c waY as the 
Lutter and tncat ~-.aeto:·ics ·<f'l'C a~-,ist~cl vears 
a''O. T.his is ihe only mrthoJ, in my opil1ion, 
by Y:hwh the ClnPg-rowPrs in Qucpn~land 
can 1• aclequat-el: helped- by helpin:c them­
sc}v('s to :-;u1ne W{tPnt. There is abo <Lnothcr 
syotPm-I do 1wt know wlwtlwr it could be 
rnade cu!npulsory or not hut I eou~ider 
that all <;tile should be· paid for by anah'"is 
that there shou:d bo a ba~,o vri,-o aecording 
to the ciiicic•ncy of the mill, and that at least 
two-thirds of any in~,:easPd pric" should go to 
the gr·J'CL'r and on0-third to the llH1.llufacturer 
of tlu~ ra.v,- sugar. That W{)Uld J.o a way ·with 
the pr''""nt "ystem, and a·· the raw mills got. 
an intrL'ased price for the manufactured 
.articlP, the gro,\er V\Ou1d benefit. That is 
tho syst<'m ;;llich pr·'Y .ib in butter factorif!s, 
'"h<•re th(• supplier~ are paid for their cream 
according to its quality. and, if there is any 
incrt•as( in the price of butt('r, the dairy­
man ' ets the advantage of that increase. That 
'\\·ocdd rnah.·riall:_y a·""i.-:;t the t--.Uf,;Ur-produt:ers 
"f l~uco'l•·land. As a matter of fact, the 
Prcu1icr, in '::-P<~akiru .. r h·''"J uight.s ago, stated 
that the dairvin ): indu,tr·v at its cornmell<..'e­
rnt·nt was elltirely in th~ hands of priYrrte 
finns. ~t is now (~ntircly co-operati,:e 
and entn·l'ly suc-::ossful. and tho proprie­
tary firms aro out of it altogether. But 
thPeC' is no qm".•tion about what those private 
firms did for the industrv when it started. I 
have heard thl' hon. niomber for Dravton 
state that when th<>y started ehoc'SC' and b~ttor 
fa< tories on tlw Downs tlwy got groat assist­
ance from DPnham Bros,. and other private 
firms h<:'re in disposing of their produce at 

very lo,v conlnJi~;;;ion. I an1 not going to 
defend the mills, but I am going to <:'ndea­
vour to sho"· that it wQuld be good for the 
sugar-gro .. Yers to have co-operative 1nills, 
and at tho same time I -,,:ould like to \varn 
thPm against tlw stat0mcnt made bv the 
han. !llelnbcr for Earhan1 in spnaking o'n this 
questron-tho'c mu,.t not bv that means 
( .,poet to get 36s a ton t'or their cane. 
Th0 hon. member for Eacham etat.,.J. and 
it was pretty well explained this :dternoon 
by tho hnn. n:,•mber for ::Vlurru•nba. that the 
co'.t of milling as well as growinn- affe· ted 
the quo,.tion, and I will ond0avo,{;' to give 
figures as tD tho cost. 

Mr. FIHT'LLY : .._.\rc you going to u,~c his 
figures'? 

The SECkETARY FOR \GRICLLT"CRE: 
No, I ('an get figures for myself. The state­
ments he made wac, that he 'took tho average 
of sug>lr throughout tho whole Stat<', and 
r·nme to the conclusion that about 9 tons 
of cane wore roqui,-od to make 1 ton of 
raw qugar. Tho hon. member for Eacham 
stated that tho raw mills could afford to 
pay 36s. for Pvcry ton of cane. 

Mr. GILLIES: I did not say the raw mills. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Well, the rl'fining- mills. Taking that as a 
ba~is, that would be £16 4s. for cane, and to 

[Hon .. J. Wht"te. 

that "" have to add the eo't of manufactur­
ing, which in the nine .central mi:Js in 
ljuccnslund, in 1012, averaged £7 1s. 1d. for 
n1anufacturing C\1llC' into rav; .sugar, 94 per 
cont. net titre, and in 1913 was ±;6 19s. nc!. 
Tho I-igurcs arc not out. for this yt.:~tr, but I 
fully cxpcd that thee will be snme\dli.t lc·d, 
probably not more lnan £6 por ton, owing 
to the ypry large Sl'ason o hayc had. That 
make-.. £23 5s. a5 tho cost for eycry ton of 
raw su?"ar. 

::\Ir. GILLIES: \Yhere did you get those 
figurps 't 

'Tho SECRE'TARY FOR AGRICCLTCRE: 
I am takiug tho hen. member's figures. 
Sureh· he does not object to that. I am 
also taking thc !i,.ruros from tho Auditor­
General's report, 1912-1913, on the central 
mill5 of Queensland. In a good yl'ar, ,u<ll 
01s la;;t, the rnills rf.\' ,.j,-p tht> base price of 
£13 2s. 6d. and ciw <lefen<•d payment, 
which has ('()me ant within tho Ia t tv o days, 
amounting to £2 15s. O}d., or equal to a 
total of £15 17s. 6~d. per ton. If we sub­
tract this rtmount from tho price which 
thou~J be paid for r-anc, au·ordiEg to the 
hon. me'nber for Ea<"ham, plus manufactur­
ing chn.r~rc>, "\YP ~;·et tLP cost of 1 ton o£ ra\V 
su,;ar at £23 bs. llcl .. and the return to the 
millf'r of £E 7s. 6d., leaving a lo>.; of 
£7 7s. 6~d. lll'r ton. r~ that the wny that. 
the bu,,iness Of sugar-g-rowihg is to be carrjed 
on·: As tho l\linister for Agricnlture, I tlnnk 
it mv dutv io \varn nurar-:,:ro,YL'fS that it 
v;ould t,:~ i'n1pos::.ibl,t? for t"hc'n1, even under a 
svstom of co-operative mills, to receive 36s. a 
t~n for their eanc. 

::\Ir. GILLIES: Do -.;ou .. tate deliberately 
that it takc•s £6 to ma.lw a ton of raw sugar? 

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICrLTGRE: 
I take the figures frcHn the Audit<,r-Gencral'>3 
report. I r,:,mowbcr tho hon, member for 
Cairns quoted tho ,sp0och ,,f }lr. Draper, 
that thPY were 1nanufacturing sugRr at tho 
::\Tulc-ravc ::VIill for £2 a ton. I do not know 
"· h<'~;e he got his figures, but in looking up 
tho fig-un.· for th~ ypar before last I find 
that the nst at tho' :'11ulgrave mill, which 
is on<:' of th,_~ bc6t of the 1\ortlwrn mills, ,,-;cs 
£4 17s, Sd. Ior mannfactnring 1 ton of 
nnv "-ur~·ar. Those figures, of eoursr, includ-e 
intPrc,f and rc<!Pmption and all charge'< for 
tho twelv<' month .. ;--it is impo•,.Jiblc to 'arry 
on the mill without those char,;es. 

An Ho>iOl.iRABLE ::\1E1!BER: .\ncl the 
1nan::ger's ~-,;_1(-try. 

The SECRETARY FOR "\GRIC"CLTrRE: 
Of course, v:hy "hould not tho manag<'r have 
his salarv '! 'r am not disvuting the faet 
that ::\lr:· Draper wade the szatomcnt, as 
the hon. Ill('lnb~,r for Cairns lws Raid, because 
it is giv0n as a quotation fron1 "1-Ians:,ard" 
of a speech delivered by ~1r. Draper at 
Cairns. 

='>1r. FOLEY: He knows -shat he is talking 
about. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIGCLTCRE: 
And I know what I am talking about as 
\Yell a.< the hon. member for CairnP, and 
Mr. Draper, and the hon. membC'r for' 
::\Inndingburra. That is the rca on why I 
think that a eo-operative syste·:1, wit-h a 
basi0 price fixed. \Yould be the proper thing, 
because if the price risL"' the miller geL, nine­
tenths, which is equal to 18s. in the £1. It 
is said that the 2s. kept by tho Colonial 
Sugar Refinin&" Company is too much. But 
at least 1s. 2d. goes for discounts and the 
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Test goes in oxponc~,, and makes up for the 
actual difference in tho titre Det\reen the 94. 
aud 99 pe·r ce•nt. I am sorrv that the hon. 
mcmlH•r for Eacham micl('(l 'tlw House with 
the fic;·ures ho quoted, although. I am sure 
ho. did it. unintentionally. .His figures would 
mudo-aLl peorl(~ outside tho llouso, .:nd sonw 
n1e~nbc:·s insidP Hw I-::!ou~,e -,;-ho h:tye no 
knowleJge of tho sugar industry. 

)lr. GILLIES: You misled tho IIou·'' when 
you 'aid it co t £7 P>'l' ton to manufactur·.' 
a ton of raw s:1gar. 

The SECRE'I'ARY FOR .\GRICCL'ITR E: 
I got it fro1n the Auditor-GPLeral's revort 
fOl' 1912-13. 

:'>Ir. GILLIES: What page? 

The SECRE'I'"~RY FOR AGHICCLTCHE: 
You can lind the page for 0oursplf. (Laugh­
tPr.) You should ha, u !coked un all tJ•is 
hefurf' you gaye the figure~ to tfh' llow~, '. 
In 1911-12, owing to thf' unPxnecL d riHL' in 
the world's marke's after contracts for the 
J'l>ar had been made, the diffl'rcmcc 1 ,aid 
Ly tiw j.;m and other manufactarers and ·that 
r;'cc·ivr•d for sugar :-,old for dird:t con~UtlllJ­
hon anwnnh•cl to no lc~s than £3 lH'r ton. 
So that, in trail cf gl'tt;ng £22 per ton from 
the ja'l 1Wt!nif<l n_;''-'~" . thP Colonic!! ~ns.; ·:r 
Rc·fining Conl!Hllt_;T W(•r:• only g:·tting E~ I9 
per ton. It nnu·t aL·o ba romemL('rf'd th:tt 
the stat:•ment that 9 tons of ewe arc rc­
quirt!d to ILakt 1 ton of refined suo-ar is 
?rroneou". It is 1 ton of raw :-;uga; that 
Is n;ado from 9 tons of cane-a different 
matter altogether. 

:\f r. THEODORE: \Vhat slatcmont arc YOU 
reading? • 

Tlu SJ:R:;;:T.\TIY FOR .\GIUCCLTCHE: 
I nrn rc·adinr: ROIH··thing whi('h I <lraftud out 
Hl,Vsci£ on Sal urcL-:.' Inorning. I cleyoted the 
wh·JL' uwrniLg to it. 

=\lr. J\IURPHY: l'" ou arc vc•ry fooli~h wht·ll 
_:.~Ju have got an Lndcr Sccrct"ary. 

Tho ~ECHET"~RY FOR .\.GRICULTCRE: 
I wantt·d to be very sure of it. So far '15 
thn refining co:~ts a1·e COllCerned I an1 uot 
going to Lather nn1eh about thc{n althour.h 
IlGrhap·, I might give them lH'rP: It Im7,t 
ben 1n(:n1kwreU that the nlanlff<lcturLrs of jam 
g<•t then· ·,utrar at a lower price than that paid 
by the public. Contracts are made at the be­
~·inning of ead1 year, OlH;' and two years ahead, 
m order io enable thD Jam mannhcturcr,, to 
n1ake their calculations. and thr>v tl11•n p-pt 

their sugar :Jt a knv pricP. Thnt is a f'O:_:d 
systPI!I, "··hich is adopted h.' the Colonial 
Hu:(ar Rdining Company. I sup;JOso ilH,t 
the Sugar Comnd"ion carried out their• 
duties in an exc'nplary Inanncr, and tho 
majorits of that commiHRion were people 
who werf> ab,olutely <~gainbt tho Colonial 
Sug<-:r Rt•fining Con1pany funn h, ginning to 
<'nd. S!ill, this i·• o,vhat the commisc,ion said 
In their report-

" lYe have frequently had oc:c,~ion 10 
criticise tho Colonial Su(\'ar Refming 
Co1npany fron1 variou ,, points of vic\v, 
but we do not hesitate to Pxprr •ts onr 
admiration of the economic cfficif'm<c 
which charactcrise.s everv branch of i(s 
business which hns 001110 uncler our noticP. 
In order to prove reallv effective for the 
purposes we haYc now in view, ihe Com­
mon•Yoolth UU!IOry would have to pro­
ceed 01! a ~argo scale .. This would imply 
a duphcahon of refinmg plants in Aus­
tralia . quite inconsistent with a sound 

pcononl\y of national rc"ourcc~:. For iho 
fon:~~~·oi;lb cOI1sidc-rations, as well as for 
others, we arp of opinion that the pro­
posal to p;;;tabli:-;h a Conunonwcalth re­
iincry is impracticable." 

It has been >~id that th'' refining profits are 
large, but tlw rl'iining v~·ofits 111 Au~tralia 
are the lo\Y~" ~t of an;y rc,fining proiit:; known 
in the wol'ld. .'ccl'ording to the report of 
tht• Ho\·ul Conuui:-;··ion thl' co:st of rdining to 
tll,· Colonial :-)u~rar H.t'fhd ( 'oill]):tllv is £1 
5c. per ton, but -it cc · t.; tho Milltiquill Com­
lHln.v 111o~·o than tLat. D('t_~rec·i~tic~~l aulUlUlts 
to _'-t~. Jd. lJl r :, :.n. , F~-o~d this. · t at.e~ ~en~. 
wh . .:-:1. avp,·ar:-, Ill tl:. •'' ·gnr L.::_,,lLl.l};-:','011 s 
report, it is sho·,yn that cai·e pri ·p boards 
would 1<..' ab IJlutelv iul!n·acti( lL~:·. rlhi.:;; 
.:-tate1ur '1t \Yill bf' fo'u~1ct ~il 1n1 ·,l,'' 68 of tho 
l'c 1)ort-

,, ThP ~ug~;L>·.t:._•d solution y,. ~u~d nfi'o~·cl 
no ["""'UaranLe oi t51 curi!lg' that pi'Oic~,·ion 
to th(' ·p·y, r whid1 ho·-Jld b( tlu_· {',,i(•f 
ohj( ct In yi('w. It )\uuld be a•, likely 
to tell for decr:·a ln~ eilicie:w .• ln Inill­
illg and rcflnilL,' ~u ~,_, tPll for a rnore 
cr]uital>IP di,tribution of profits. 

·• The prop0~ml under C'.Jl:,..;idc·ra! ion 
111ight '\.PJ1 l·' I<ulllfi,~d to a laq;e t·~tent 
iu }H"tctir·al op'·ratiou Ly coik! .. hnent of 
profi1, -(.[I .. -;h r'-i: ah•rinp;, renc-y·_ aJ of 
}Jlant \Yhl n de11r :at ion i~ allo1~. :..·rl for, 
, x: 'Tlf'ion.s of l)~.lL s' f'rt't 1nnnipulation 
of rc><:>rvPs, · ncpoti.~nl, Pxt1·a \·aga11t 
salaries to cli!Tetor;_;, lllUIHtger.3, Pte., t_-t ·· •• , 

That is cxacUv what I statc•d. to the hon. 
InPrnbcr for B~trnun. 'YP can fir.d out all 
tl1r Forking (•xpc·m·ws of tht.• 1nills nnder our 
ovrn co11truJ, ·beca·~v· L' the\~ are anditr J !~v tho 
Anditor-Gt>ncral, and there would be "o 
(_ hju t in i'OllC'C'!dir,g thP profits in r, · ard to 
t:w mills undc>r the control of the Tre·a,,l!ry. 

}lr. FIHELLY: Did YOU tf'il that to the hon. 
nwmbcr for Bnrrum ·last year? 

Th" SECHET.\HY FOR .\GHICCL'ITRE: 
J did not ')Jcak on this queotion 111.1 .<'If la t 
your. \Yh(~ll tlw hou. IllL'lllber _.'or 13 ,Ln~ln in­
i-rodu('r-tl tlH' 111"1 ;-,"'r I \vrt,.; no' oppo:-:ied to it, 
lm_: I ~;>_id that I did not think iL \\ ndd hn...-c 
th~ ('ffect ihat he ck·,irrd. and t'lr' cffPct that 
tho>r• ar,·,ociaiNI wiih him dc•sirr•d to bring 
ul:out-that \\ '"· to fix thP price of cane. 
If "' c had co-operati ,.o mills. th ·y vconlrl 
all c C't tlw full bPrwf.t of them. \\ e could 
allo;,~ +he c-·Y:isting n1ills to pay by anal:_v::.is 
~-~ ith a base pric:;- nnd ~ll"} fncn·J.~ing _priv_• fa~· 
PYCr"~ £1 ''tr-rh~lr- \-VlllCll SU[~·n.r lL~rea:::ed 
·duriil.g the year. / 

::\Ir. GILLIES: \\'hat do you suggt 't a:< a 
baoe price? £1 per ton? 

The SECRET.\HY FOR AGRIC'GLTURE: 
It would hth'<' to bo more than ·C1 <1 ton, 
and it woul,J then work on with the in­
c·reasin:l' pric,•. The base price \Yould be for 
rcfmecl sug·ar. probably .£19 JlPr ton, ancl 
thPrP would be a base prir0 for cane al·o, 
whieh COU]d hP ;rrriVf'rl at mutually botWN'll 
the mil1en aud the growers. There are not 
a great rnany 1nills in Queensland 1vhere 
the farmer·· arc not perf~ctb: satisfied, and 
where the farnwrs arc not cloing better in 
gTO\Ying .":l:;ar than they 'voulcl be doing in 
~rowing· any othL'r product I kno\v of in 
Quc,on,Jan,J. It has bern said by members 
on t!J<:> other sick that the mills are taking 
the whole of the profits. I do not rhi•llr 
that tho millr·rs are doing anything of the 
kind. I know that in the Bundabcrg dis­
trict a great number of n:illers have bee". 

Han. J. White.] 



160 Address in Reply. [ASSEMBLY.] Address in Reply. 

forced out of the business who have not been 
making sufficient profits to keep them going. 
It may be eaid that the mills were not up 
tc, the mark, and that is another matter that 
we will have to consider. As was mentioned 
by the han. mnnber for Eacham, the Agri­
cultural Department has introduced a great 
tnany can0s, S\\ ceter canes and better ca.nes. 
1'hese will have the effect of giving a better 
class of cane, so that the mills will have to 
pay by analysis and the mills will havD to go 
m for more power. At thD present time, 
the loss on the manufacture of raw sugar 
is sonwthing like 20 per cenL throughout 
the whole of the mills in Queensland, with 
the cxr1eption of the Colonial Sugar Refining 
mills. The Colonial Sugar Refinillr'' Com­
pany's mills have kept their act,_;'al loss 
down to, I believe, about 13 per cent. I got 
these figures from my officers during 
last year, and under our present mill­
ing power the loss is something like 20 
per c<,mt. If we get first-class milling power, 
we \VJll be able to reducn that Joss to some­
thing like 12 or 13 per cent. The mills under 
the control oi the Treasurer are not the 
best mills in Queensland. These mills will 
have to be brought up to date, rtnd to do so 
the Treasurer will have to spend a grDat 
deal of money. 

:Ylr. FIHELLY: What do you think of 
Kerang? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Nerang is >til right. (Hear, hear !) That 
mill was put there to help the growers, and 
1 am not going to say anything about it. 
I would not lilm to quote the figures about 
Nerang. I do not think it is necessarv for 
me to. quote the figureH about the ref;ning 
operatwns of the Colonial Sugar Refining 
Company, because I am not hnre to defend 
that corr.nany. That company has given me 
a good deal of trouble, and I am not here 
to defend them. 

Mr. BERTRAM: They have given you a 
good deal of support, too. 

'.rho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I want no support from the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company, nor from the han. melp­
ber either. I am not asking for assistance 
from them. 

Mr. FrHELLY: Where did the £2,000 oome 
from? . 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Talking of the £2,000, I can say that the 
party on the opposite side of the House 
spends ton times more on elections and elec­
tioneering than we do on this side of the 
House. 

Mr. FIHELLY: We know where it comes 
from, though. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
So do the poor wretches who have to pay 
it. (Government laughter.) There is an­
other matter that I would like to deal with. 
Some remarks were made by the han. 
member for Cairns in regard to the adminis­
tl'ation under the Sugar Cultivation Act of 
last year. 

Mr. THEODORE: Let us hear your apolotfv 
for that. · 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
A.s a matter of fact, I have no apology to 
make. The hon. member for Cairns said that 
there was loose administration in regard tv 
that Act. He said that the administration 
was bad, and certain things happened last 
year. \Vhen the Sugar \Vorlcs Act was 
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passed it wa& understood that there were 
certain people engaged in the industry last 
year. During the previous year and for a 
great many yoars prior to that there were 
a large nu)'llber of kanakas in (~u o .,,)and 

who had permits from the Com­
[9 p.m.] rr.onwealth Gover11ment to work 

in the sugar industry in Queens­
hmd. This fact was recognised when tho­
Bill was going through the House, and 
ample provision was made in the measure 
for formulating regulations dealing with the 
matter. It waii aha understood that there 
wnre certain treaty rights arisi11g- u 'd~ ,. 

treaties between Great Britain and other 
parts of the world which would have to be 
recognis0d when the measure came into 
force. Those treaty rights were fully re­
cognised, and had to be recognised, when 
the rogulatio.rs were framed, and it was 
dearly understood bctwe<:n the Imperial 
Government and the Gov0rnment of Queen•­
land that tho Act was to he carried out in 
a humane and just manner towards people 
who wore already in the State. 

1Ir. BARBER: But you have overdone it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I am coming to that; just give me time. 
Imnwdiatelv the Act became law, and the 
regulations' were is,ued, certain people in 
Ca.irns did what the hon. member for Cairns 
said was done. There was a regular yarding 
up of coloured people in the district, and 
they were informed that unless they got 
permits th<'y would not be allowed to work 
in Queensland at all. Those men began to 
think that anoth<T poll tux wa' impo<cccl. and 
that they had to pay another 10,;. each in 
order to be allowed to fl)main in Queensland. 
I think that was represented to them by 
certain people in Cairns. 

Mr. RYAN: \Vho did that? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUB-E: 
Some solicitors in Cairns did it. They were 
instrumental in getting 200 or 300 pcoplo­
yarded up for this purpose. Some peoplo­
helonging to the Labour party also did it, 
whether with the object of bringing discredit 
on the Act or not I do not know, but they 
had some object in view. 

Mr. RYAN: They could not get the permits, 
surely? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
1\o. I haYe got the applications for permits 
in my hand, and I may tell hon. members 
that misleading statements were put on them, 
The hon. member for Cairns eaid-

" If tho que,tion is put to you, you can 
find out that the number of exemptions 
issued in mv district from rhe clerk of 
petty SBssio;!s in Cairns was 203-tha.t 
number had already been issued on that 
date.'' 

That date was the 5th ::'o<ovember, and •as a 
matter of fact no permits were issued by the 
Government on the 5th November. When 
applications for these exemptions first came 
in I came to some marked Cook, and ot,hers 
m~rked Laundv, of Cairns. Immediately I 
came to thos<', 'I stopped signing the exemp­
tions altogether, and issued in&tructions for 
anv that had been sent on to Cairns to be 
k0;;t back bv the clerk of pdty sessions, and 
th~t no fm:thcr permits should be . issued 
unless the applications were accompa.med by 
a declaration sworn before a justice of the 
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peace that th~ applica!'t had been engagod 
m tho sugar mdustry m Queensland during 
tho previous year. Only 224 had been dealt 
with up to that time, but although thPy had 
been. dealt with they had not all been issued. 
I :vued to the clerk of petty sesisons e.t 
Ca1rn" to stop the issuing of the exemptions, 
and no ·deputation waited upon me <1vith 
regard to that matter. 

At four minutes past 9 o'clock, 

'l'he SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

The SECRET~\.RY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The letter dealing "ith the matter is dated 
the 22m] Jm.uury, 1914. The declaration, a 
copy of which I hold in my hand, requires 
the applicant to give his name in full, 
country of. origin, place of birth, nationality, 
age last b1rthday, date of arrival in Queens­
layd, date of arrival in Commom\·calth, pre­
VIous place or places of r<?oidence in Com­
monwealth, if any, present place of rc.·,idenco, 
and oc,:,upation. One of those d0darations 
"as signed by vVillie Leo Ling, who states 
that his country of origin is Queensland, his 
place of birth Cooktown, that he was twenty­
four years of age laet· birthday, and that by 
occup:1tion he is a farm labourer. On his 
apphcation there is l'ndorscd the following 
declaration:-

"I clo hereby ·declare that I am a cal)e­
cutter, that I ''as actually 0mployed in 
the sugar indu ,try at the commencement 
of this Act and d:ning the sugar sea~on 
of 1913, and that I in'end to continue in 
the occupation of a cane-cutter." 

That is signed by the applicant, and is wit-. 
nessod hy the clPrk of petty s"ssions at C airm. 
There 1vas no perrnit is3ued to any man \Yhv 
hac! not been ten vears in the State and 
cngagod in the sugar industry the previous 
year. Vl'ith regard to those who were en­
gag-ed as farmE'rs, I consider that, instead of 
giving compensation, it was hottpr to allow 
them to go out of the sugar industry alto­
gether at tho 0ncl of tho year 1915, and per­
mits were issued to a comparatively few 
people graY,< ing < .me. 

Mr. THEODORE: You sav there "ere no 
exemptions to anyone exce)Jt those employed 
in the industry the previous year? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
That is right, unless a few were issued beforG 
I was able to stop thPm by wire. Tho total 
numh•r of permits which have been issued in 
the Cairns district up to date is 400. and tho 
numbtr refused is 149. I httve taken very 
g-re.tt caro in clnling with thi · matter. and 
I have not tho slightest apology to make, 
Pither to the Houm or the country, because 
I comider I have adcd in a humane manner 
towards peopk ,,cho were alre~tdy in the 
State, a great many of whom were very old 
men. The han. memb0r for C'airns stated 
that he was quite· agT<oeable that those who 
had been engaged in the industry ,,houlcl be 
allowed to remnin in it, end I have taken 
every possible precaution to ·:ee that no one 
got a permit unless he h,:,d been engaged in 
thL' industry the previous year. I had to go 
over ?.000 of these ccrtificat1•s and sip:n them 
in duplicate. As I have e~id, a grca,t many 
of these people are very old: eightv-five of 
the applicants were over sixty :-ears of age, 
.some of thPm sevent~v years of age ; 356 vv~ere 
between fifty and sixty years of af:e; 672 
bBtween fortv and fifty years of age: and 492 
between thirty and forty years of age. I 

1914-}i 

shall give the answer to the question of the 
hon. member for Cairns as to the total num­
ber of permits issued in a 'clay or two. From 
inquiries which I mado when I was in Cairns, 
I am assured that at least 200 of the people 
who had permits there and called themselves 
canecuttors were growing maize in the 
Atherton district, <md that solicitors in 
Cairns chargee! lOs. apiece for getting these 
applications put through. I am vNy sorry 
to know that e-c~ch a thing ever happened in 
the Cairns district. 

:Wr. THEODORE: It 1s a perfect scandal. 

Tho SECRETARY FOR _\.GRICl:LTURE: 
Yc,, it is a seandal. I put my foot down 
very firmly, and did ever~·thing I could to 
make the <'ugar industry white. I have had 
many applieations from those who desired to 
rcmuin in tho sugar industry after 1915, but 
ha;·e extended that lenienc:; only in one case, 
and that is the case of a white woman >Vho 
is married to a Chinaman. 

::Vlr. RYAN: Could not you cancel the per­
mits wrongly granted? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGIUCl:LTURE: 
Some of them. There were onlv 224 issued 
altogethPr in the Cairns distri~t, and that 
was the only district where there was a vard­
ing up of these people, and a charge of lOs. 
apiece made for getting th~ir permits 
tbroLtgh. I am quite \1 illing to stand or fall 
by what I have done in this matter, because 
I considl'r I have acted in a humane manner 
towards these people, aud according to treaty 
rights which Queensland must recognise. As 
far as cane !Hi co boards are concerned, I 
have explainPd tho position which I have 
always taken up with regard to that measure. 
The hon. membPr for Burrum knows the 
r·osition I hr,ve taken up, ancl that my 
opinion is that there ;, only one way of 
dealing with this matter, and that is by co­
OJWrativc effort on the part of the cane­
p·owC'rs themselves in the establishment of 
co-operative mills, or the purchllse of mills 
already in existence, so that they may ootain 
the pwfi's of their industry. I do not think the 
profUs of the sugar industry are as large as 
sonw ha ye representee! them to be. The 
Trc:1su.rPr has giYcn au explanation ·with 
regard to profits a6 far a'' the central mills 
are concerned. The c,•ntral mills have been a 
great thing for the primary producer in both 
the North and South of Queensland, and 
have helped them wonderfully; they have 
bL'cn a check on private mills in regard to 
the prices puid for cane. But even the 
central mills, as the Treasurer has shown, 
have not paid more for cane than other mills 
have paid, ancl it has taken them a long 
time to make any progress. They have been at 
enormous expen,e year after year for renewals, 
and the fact that the mills are only working 
for five or >ix months of the year adds to 
the cNt of producing raw sugar, which last 
vear amount0d to £7 ls., :mel the previous 
\-,oar to £6 19s. pr r ton. I thin}c the sugar­
g:rom rs will find out that when they get mills 
of their own theY must not expert £1 16s. per 
ton or anything approaching that for their 
cane. but a reasouable price, and I hope the 
grower_.; will be ahl·~ to g<'t a rC'qe<onuble pr_ice 
for their cane in the future. I do not thmk 
thcv have be0n too badly treated in the past, 
exc'cpt in the case of a few mills. and even 
vhore proprietary mills are not giving a fair 
go to the growers I think it is the duty of 
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the Government to assist the growers to go 
in for co-operative effort, and enable them 
tJ get the full profit of their work. 

GOVERNMENT ::VlE:~iBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. DO"CGLAS (Cook): The leader of the 
Opposition, in launching this amendment, 
had no doubt the idea of making the country 
believe that the Labour party are desirous of 
giving the sugar-farmers better conditions 
than they, at the present time, enjoy. The 
subject of the amendment amounting to a 
direct want of confidence in the Government, 
it has naturally conwlidated Government 
supporters, .and. I think, in the interest of 
the sugar-farmers themselves, it is a very 
ill-advised 'amendment to bring forward. A 
Bill to provide cane price boards was intro­
duced bv a member on the Government side 
of the liouse last year, and was discussed 
at some length, and now the Opposition have 
sought the very earliest opportunity of steal­
ing some of the ideas which were launched 
from this side of the House, endeavouring 
to make the public believe that they are the 
only ones here who have the intermt of the 
sugar-cane farmers at heart. It has simply 
had the effect of consolidating Government 
supporters, and had the Labour :1arty been 
bona fine intereeted in the sugar-growers they 
would have left this question alone, and it 
may have been brought fon,ard later by 
some member on the Government side. There 
are many other questions that the Opposition 
may have dealt with besides the sugar ques­
tion. Take the meat trust, for instance. 

Mr- RYAN: We will before the present 
session is past. 

Mr. DOUGLAS: I think the Labour party 
have done the sugar-farmers an injustice in 
bringing this matter forward at the present 
time. 

Mr. RYAN: Will you support a motion deal­
ing with the meat trust? 

Mr. DOUGLAS: I am not prepared to 
give a definite statement on that matter off­
hand. I simply mention the meat trust in 
passing. I represent a district in which 
sugar is grown, but fortunately these people 
have a central mill-the :Mossman-and thev 
get the full price for their cane. The grower's 
for central mills arc in a very fortunate 
position, and I find that there are not many 
complaints. I consulted them on the ques­
tion during the recc"ss, and I find that they 
make no demand for a cane m·ice board. 
The member for Burrum gave us some 
stati ,tics from the Isis district from which 
it would appear that there are farmers 
in that district growing cane under very 
unfortunate circumstances but I under­
stand some improvement ' has taken place, 
as a result of the di,cussion on this ques­
tion during the last twelve months. I do 
not intend to speak at any length on this 
question, but I feel that it is nDt a subject 
on which I can give a silent vote. as sugar 
is grown in the Cook district. When the 
Sugar Cane Price Eoards Bill was before tho 
House last year I voted "gainst it. and 
the matter was subsequently dropped. There 
was certainly nothing in the Gov0rnor's 
Speech with regard to this question, but I 
daresay it is one of those subjects that would 
have been bronf\ht forward hom this side of 
the House. The Opposition have raised the 
question imm<'diately. and it being a direct 
want of confidence in the Government, I, 
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as a member of this side of the House, am 
not going to support it. I hope, for ~he 
sake of the sugar-farmers who .are labourmg 
under unfortunate circumstances, and do not 
get a fair price for their cane, that some 
solution of the difficulty will be arrived at. 
It has been suggested that there should be a 
board appointed to fix the prieD of cane. 
To a ve-ry large extent the sugar-_growers, 
who having had to pay considerable mcreas~s 
for thc>il' labour, find they cannot make suffi­
cient profit out of their product at the pnces 
they have been n·ceiving for n~any yea~s 
past. The whole demand for an mcrease .m 
the price of cane comes through the m­
creased cost of production very largely caused 
bv the increase in the price of field labour, 
and we cannot be surprised that there should 
be this demand for an increase. It has been 
said that the millers are making very big 
nrofits. I have no figures by me to quote, 
but I daresay the profits that are shown 
in the Colonial Sugar Refining Company's 
balance-sheet are made to a considerable 
extent through milling. ::'-Jaturally they must 
make a profit on their operations. 0':~ hears 
at different times from the OpnoSitJon of 
the very serious domination of the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company, but I think there 
arc a good many sugar-growers to-day who 
have laid the foundations of thPir fortunes, 
if thev have made .any fortunes in the sugar 
industrv through the assistance of the 
Colonial' Sugar Refining. Company. I h<;tve 
no brief for the Coloma! Sugar Refinmg 
Company, and they do not operate in the 
c1 i"trict that I represent, but I know the 
sugar industry is very important to guc~ns­
land particularly to the Northern dJstr10ts, 
and 'I trust that before long there will be 
an extem,ion of central mills. It seems to 
me that an extension of the s~·stem of co­
operative mills will do a;vay to a very lar.ge 
extent with the necess1ty for canD pr10e 
hoards. If any solution of the ~ifficu!tv can 
he arrived at whereby co-operabve m11ls can 
be brought into existence on a satisfactory 
basis I think it will be of benefit to the 
canegrowers. I intend to vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. FIHELLY (Paddington): Before this 
question goes to the vote I wish to !\ive 
somo information that I have collected from 
"Hansard," and, like the Secretary for 
Agriculture, I would not like it to be 
wasted. It appears to me that the .attitude 
of hon. members opposite is one not of 
actual hostilitv to the amendment, or at 
least thev would inten"d us to think so, but 
that it is inexpedient in so far that it is 
not to be permitted to be used by this side. 
The amendment has been the means of con­
solidating Government members, but indi­
vidual members seem to be very unhappy 
in the proceos of that consolidation. Even 
to-night they have been very persistent in 
their remarks, but one could hardly suggest 
for a rr.oment that tlwy are the happy 
famil-r that a consolidated nartv should be. 
I ha,:e in IllY hand a booklet entitled "The 
Sugar Cane Price Boards Bill." which is got 
up in fairlv decent form; the nrinting is 
good and it is a credit to the Government 
printDr. 

Mr. RYAN: Who is the author of that? 

Mr. FIHELLY: It is marked "By Lieut.­
ColonPl C. D. W. Rankin, M.L.A.," and 
underneath "Sugar Cane Price Boards 
Bill" appears "Its Aims and Objects," and 
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Lieut.-Colonel Rankin, whom, I presume, is 
the member for Burrum, spreads himself ovcr 
eleven pages in order to show the uses of 
the Cane Pric£ Boards Bill. 

Mr. BEBBI:\"GTON : A very good address. 

Mr. FIHELL Y : I ag;ree with the hon. 
nrember entirely. An excellent addrc's and 
more's the pity that the opinions expressed 
here were not consistentlv adhered to ; and 
it is a pity the hon. member £or Drayton is 
not also a little n:ore consistent. He has 
tumbled more than his leader, although the 
evidence is not so plain. There is no booklet 
like that froJ? his leader, but vossibly when 
the Cane Pr1ce Boards Bill receives further 
consideration the hon. member will issue an 
essay on it and submit it to the rest of the 
Chamber. H9wever, this booklet was left in 
my box in this Honse last session, and I 
presume it was sent to me by the hon. 
member who represents Burrum, and I regret 
very much that to-day he is not in accordance 
with the arguments he expres,sed at that time. 
For instanece, he says-

" In introducing the Sugar Cane Price 
Boards "Bill. I disclaim at once any pre­
tence to originality. It is based on the 
recsult of my personal experience and 
study." 

And he fortifies hirr,self by other remarks. 
The hon. member seems now to hav<:> for­
gotten his personal C'i:perience or else it was 
the result of his perso!'al i~experience, as 
he has now stated he IS not going to vote 
f?r the a:;'endment. _In looking through 

Hansard and glancmg at the speech of 
the hon. member for Burrum, I found the 
following, which I will take the opportunitv 
<Jf again having inserted in " Hansard '' 
ihrough the House. The hon. member was 
very eloquent on that occasion, and stated-

" yVhon I look at the petitions I have 
received from associations and from hun­
dreds of men I have never seen, praying 
me to take some action in this direction 
I feel that it would be worse tha~ 
criminal on my part were I to turn a 
?eaf t;ar to their .appeals. It is not my 
mtentwn to do so. . . . I say it 
would be criminal were I to refuse to 
ta~e any notice of their requests or be 
gUided by the appeals received from 
various sources. Since this Bill was in­
troduced I have watched most carefnllv 
for some outward mark of feeling outside 
with regard to it, and I must confess 
that so far as the Press from the metro­
polis northward along our seaboard is 
conceLed . . . they have nothing 
but praise for it." 

'The hon. member continues-

" I cannot see why manufacturers 
should object to the Bill. After all 
what docs the Bill seek to do? It on!~ 
seeks to give a fair ·deal, nothing more 
nor less. I believe that we, as Britishers, 
who believe in British fairplav do be­
lie\·e in giving a fair deal. . ·: . We 
woul~ be guilty of criminal neglect if 
we d1d not take some steps to help the 
farmers." 

That is merclv introductory to the hon. 
member's speech in connection with the 
second reading of that Bill. I am sorry he 
is not in his place to-night as some of those 

little reminders might assist him in his vote 
Ia tor on. He next proceeded to deal with 
Mr. Knox. Some farmers went to Sydney 
to interview ::\1r. Knox in regard to the Bill. 
He said-

" :Wr. Knox told the delegation of 
farmers that he was opposed to the Bill, 
although in the samo breath he told them 
he had never seen the Bill." 

He then proceeded to heave a brick in th<i 
direction of Mr. Kater. Mr. Kater, he said, 
comes along and suddenly discovers why it 
is that he is opposed to the Bill. The 
reason was that he was opposed to certain 

things which, after all, were not 
[9.30 p.m.] in the Bill. He implied that Mr. 

Knox and :Mr. Kater were the 
most ignorant p<>rsons in Australia in regard 
to sugar and the Bill. Not content with 
dealing with this case generally, he went a~ 
far north as Bundaberg and connected the 
Hon. Angus Gibson with some of his criti­
cismsc He was in a rather savage mood. 
Before criticieing Mr. Gibson, he fi, st of all 
gaw• this quotation in a Bundaberg paper. 
1lr. Gibson was reported as having said-

" He would not mention his friend 
Colonel Rankin, but they were going to 
give him a very hot time, so that he 
would be very sorry that he ever brought 
in a Sugar Bill." 

He also said in regard to the man he was JO.ot 
going to mention-

" If he had to put in improvements, 
and the other had to g·et half his profits, 
then he would take devilish good care 
he would not." 

An Ho"OURABLE 11E:liBER : Devilish? 

Mr. FIHELLY: y,,; Mr. Gibson wa~ 
not in a Sunday school humour on that par­
ticular occasion. 1'hc Colonel dealt with 
him rather severely, and bracketed Mr. Gib­
son, l\Ir, Knox, and Mr. Kater in the follow­
ing words :-

c" They have condemned, criticised, and 
found fault with the measure, the pur­
port of which neither of them seems to 
be acquainted with." 

It seemed to him that that gould be applied 
to members on the other side, some of whom 
had been mainly satisfied to give an exposi­
tion of Liberalism. One of them gave a 
lecture on the ethics of party government; 
he said it would be a •·ery useful suggestion, 
and no doubt the Cane Price Boards Bill 
would be a very useful amendment of the 
law. But it was absurd that such a thing 
moved by the leader of the Labour party 
should be supported by members on the 
other side. In effect, he said, "We cannot 
complain here; we must vote; we are 
whipped in, and we must do exactly as we 
are told." It is a great pity if this House, 
as a deliberative assembly, comes to look ai 
matters from that point of view. Personally, 
I am addressing myself to the question 
mainly because I think the grower is being 
hardlv dealt with, because the hon. member 
for Burrum and our own sugar members 
have impr<>ssed me with his case, and be­
cause I think that justiCe should be done. 
It is for the information of hon. members 
opposite that I am quoting the opinion of 
the leader of the country party. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Very valuable informa­
tion. 

Mr. Fihelly.] 
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Mr. FIHELLY: Very valuable, indeed. 
I trust the hon. member will " read, mark, 
learn, and inwardly digest" it. The hon. 
member for Burrum on that occasion also 
said-

" \Vhat we seek to do is to assure the 
grower that a certain proportion of that 
price (of sugar) should go to the grower. 
Is there any prin"iple involved m that 
to which hon. members cannot sub­
scribe? Is there any principle involved 
in the mere fact that thobQ people who, 
after all, have two-thirds of the interest 
in th0 commodity (the growers) should 
have some sav in the lJrice itself'! I 
submit there is not.'' -

That, apparently, would su,_s·gest that he had 
perc,uaded himself that the growers had an 
excflll<mt case. but now he has persuaded 
himself that they have not. 

Mr. E. B. C. CoRSER: Who said so? 

::\1r. FIHELL Y: It is perfectly obvious 
from the vote he is going to give and the 
speech which he has made. 

J\lr. BEBBINGTON: \Y e are going to give 
them something better. 

::\Ir. FIHELL Y: I might remind the hon. 
member that we have a book here which the 
hon. m<'mh<•r for Burrum has publiohed. The 
Bill wa~ his eld<·ot child-it was tlw whole 
familv; and when the hon. nJOmber for 
Maryborough endeavours to lead us to be­
lieve that his leauer-I understand that he is 
in the farmers' party-is still of the same 
opinion, it seems very strange. _\11 I can sa.y 
is that his latest speech conceals the fact very 
sue' , .. ,i'fulh·. He savo: ''Is there anv prin­
ciple to ,~·hich menibers cannot ,;nbscribP '!" 
That was a very pertinent question. and it 
was answPrt>d hv the hon. m' mbcr for 
Toowong last ,.;,ar. who said it would 
splinter every plnnk in tlw Liberal plat­
form, that n)atform which i·1 a spirit 
and which ha- a number of planks. He 
appears to be up against that at the prl'oent 
time, and that is perhap,, 'shv the hon. and 
g-allant m<'mlwr for Burrnm changed his 
mind. He also referred to the Doolbi 
fig-ures: lw baid that they WNf> g-cttinl\· 
12s. 6d. a ton for tneir cane, while the Isis 
Central was g<>tting 17s. 3~d. and the Colonial 
Rugar Refining :\!ill farmers Vicre getting 
16s. l{d. He al'o went further and de­
clarPrl that the farmPrs were at the mercy of 
the Colonial Sug-ar R0fining Company. They 
could not sell their cane elsewhere, the mills 
v<oulr1 not take it, and two circu1nrs \YPT8 

quot0d from other mills proving- that they 
would not. The S0cretary for Agriculture 
does not b01ieve that there is a wav out. 
Although hif' colleagues would lead "us to 
helien' tlnt tlwre is a way ont, which would 
]pave thC' country p::trtv with its honour nnhr­
nishf'd. he does· not t8ll us what he is going 
to do with Doolbi. Is the Government going 
to tnke any mPa'-:ur" to give them, as the 
Colonel him'.r~f says, British fair play? 
The\' are entitled to some relief from the 
G-oY~~rn-rn0nt. in,"tHld of the Yflfl:'Ue statc~mP''lt 
thtt tbf'ro is a way 0ut. Thrn the hon. 
mcmhnr canw hnrk to Knox. He was tickled 
to clPc-th ~t :Mr. Knox's rE'ply t > the Sugar 
Commi,,ion whPn thPv ask0d him "what 
go-c0rrwd him in fixing- th<1 prices and 
mnldng- ~Hrl'P·2ments?" His reply was. "The 
:!Vloc-.:""lif' La."~-" 'rhP bon. ITIPmber's criticism 
unon this was that he didn't know what the 
Mn,aic Law was, but that the Eighth Com-

[.Mr. Fihelly. 

mandmEmt was "'I'J;tou shalt not steal," and he 
offered the opinion that the matter was too 
serious to be left to the Mosaic Law. If the­
han member for Burrum is still under the­
imp.ression, as given here, t_hat the. Colonia1 
Sugar Refining Company '" steaimg, that 
they are breaking the Eighth Comman~­
ment, he is hardly coming up to the: senti­
ments recently expressed. In concludmg "hu; 
peroration he said-

" \Ve arc simply actuated by a desire 
to give a fair de_al. . . \V e are 
actuated bv the desne to do Justly, 
rightly, and honestly, as bctw0cn man 
and man. The cry of the sugar-grower 
comes to us here as pronounced as 1t 
can come to anY representative body of 
men. . . . The g-rower is chaine_d 
hand and foot, he has fu take what. 1s 
given to him without a chance of gomg 
elsewhNe and obtaining the lwncfit of 
competition. . . . We appeal to this 
House to come to the rescue of the sugar­
grower . . the man who b0ars the he~t 
and bnrthen of the day, the nun who 1s 
the mainstay of the industry iti;clf." 

It was ven· pathetic. but I am afraid that 
the chains are not going to be struck off the 
grower, and that t!::P Eighth Commandment 
still is goin'~ to be mtNferPd w1th. I nohce 
.also that tl;e secretarv of the farmers' party 
last vear said that he thought that the Bm, 
as before the House. was not contrary 
to the policy of the Liberal party. That 
iR ver.,.{ sif?nifi< ,1nt in vic\Y of the statenu~nt 
made· bv " the han. member for Charters 
Towers. "who apolog·ised for a quarter of an 
hour for the vote which he gave last year. 
That han. member interrupted tho Premier 
when he was sneaking- last Year, and he was 
a fervent sunporter of it. ='!ow we find that 
there \V:ls sOmething .at fault in conner:tion 
with it-perhaps the marriage tic. or per­
haps capita~ was l0a;·ing t_he .country, AnY­
ho"r: there IR ;:;omethrng sbckrng- against the 
Bill' in the hon. member's or>ininn that has 
compelled him to go behind the~ Governm0nt 
and help the country party to save tl;"'m 
from defeat. lYe hear from time to tlm<> 
mention of a sum of £2.000 that some mem­
bers \V<'re Ro i1nrwrtinent as to sugu-e·.t came 
from the Colonial Sugar Refining f'ompany. 
I hardlv think that that is so. It seems 
<'Xtraordinarv that no donor "·as prepared 
to hand out· £2.000 to the JVbcGregor fund 
for the establishment of a Chair of M0dicine 
at the Umversit". but that thio LibAralism, 
this spirit that f"nYelopes all h~n. mr-:nb0rs 
sitting- opposite. spcms to f!'E't m the wav. 
although one Liberal snnporl 0 r would only 
g-ive £1,000 if nine others will ?ive the same. 
There mn.st he some reason ; there must be 
some quid pro quo. No federation of em­
p]oyPrs i.n the city will g-ive Hl.COO for 
nothing-. I do not think. either. that the, 
r-aye the testimonial to the Commission<'r for 
Railwavs for nothing: I am eatisfied that they 
g-ot something- for that. I understnnd that 
~nf'1nbcrs are anxious to take a rliviFion. and 
I do not d0sire to continue further. I know 
that it has be<>n generally admittc"J that the 
'<"l111Pndinent is a good one and thP QTO\Vers 
d,.,,.,rve some consideration, and thflt the 
GnwrnmE'nt should immediatclv attend to 
flwir "ants. ];yen if for party r0a'""ll1S they 
are going to defP,t onr amcndm?nt, I hope 
thn+ will not prev0nt them talnn£" np 1hn 
nnc,tion and doinr; somethina- thot will 
!' 1 1 f'Yint~ the C'onrliHon of thP rane-farmPr. 
Tlw'·" is no qnr'"·+ion that h0 has not the 
,ame legislation, or we might call it 
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machinery, to enable him to got the same 
return for his produce that exists in other 
industries. The labourer has his wages fixed 
by legal enactment, and the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company can get any price it wants 
for its sugar-that is, within reasonable 
bounds and considering thG tariff. But thG 
grower cannot, and it is to bo hoped that 
the Liberal party will do somdhing PYen if 
party spleen or party jealousi<•s will not 
permit them to vote for the principle to­
•night. 

Qu<'>tion-That the words proposed to be 
. added (Jir. Ryan's amendment) be so added 
-put; and the House divided:-

Mr. Adamson 
, Barbrr 

Bertram 
, Bowman 

Coyne 
, Fihelly 
, Gilday 

Gillies 
Hami!ton 
Hardacre 

AYES, 22. 
Mr. Kirwan 

, Land 
,, Lnrcombe 
,, J.-ennon 
, llJay 

McCormack 
, .O'Sullivan 

Payne 
;; Ryan 
, Theodore 

,, Hunter 
Tellers: Mr. 

. , Winotanley 
Bertram and Mr. Larcombe. 

NoEs, 39. 
Mr. Appel 

., Barnes, G. P. 
Barnes, ,V. H. 
Beb!Jington 
Bdl 
Blair 

, Rooker 
Bouchard 
Bridges 
Caine 

11 Corspr, B. H. 
, CorsPr, E. B. 0. 

Crawford 
, Dpuhar:u 
, Douglas 
" Forsyth 

Gravson 
Gurin 

, Hodge 
Kessell 

llJr. Luke 
, ll!aekay 
, :Mackintosh 
., :Macrossan 
., l\Jorgan 
., Paget 
.. Petrie 

Lient.-Col. Rankin 
Mr. lloherts 

, .Stevens 
t--todart 

, Hwa:vne 
Tolmie 

, Trout 
Vowles 

, Walker 
, W0bwv 
,. 'Yhite 
, \Vi1liams 

Tellers: Mr. Crawford and llJr. Kessell. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-llJr. Murphy, llJr. Foley, and Mr. Huxham. 
Noes-Mr . .Areher, Mr. Philp, and Mr. Macartney. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Original question stated. 

Mr. HUXHAM (Bnranrla) : I beg to move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Question put and passed. 
The re.9umption of the debat€ was made 

.an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

PRESENTATION OF ADDRESS TO 
GOVERNOR. 

The SPEAKER: I have to announce this 
€vening that I presonted to His Excellency 
the Governor the Address passed by this 
House at an earlier period of the sitting, 
.and that His Excellencv was pleased to 
make the following reply:-

" Govern1nent HousP, 
" Brisbane, 14th July, 1914. 

"MR. SPE,\KER AND GENTLE:\IEN OF THE 
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,-

" I than\ yo11 sincerely for the great 
and signal honour of this visit; and I 
am grateful to you for the expression 

of your good wishes towards my family 
and myself. 'l'he term of my office as 
representative of the Crown in Queens­
land has been to me and mine .a period 
of unclouded happine'•S; and we leave 
this State with deeply grateful feelings 
for the great kindness wo have at all 
times received from the people of Queens­
laud. I shall, in my retirement, look 
back with much pride and pleasure to 
the last Parliament I have been 
associated with; and I shall never forget 
the dig-nity, the earnestness, and the 
patriotic spirit in which your delibera­
tions have been conducted . 

" I tru "t that the excellent example 
you have given may be followed by 
future Parliaments, here and elsewhere. 

" My association with Queensland ex· 
tends over many years, and t<_J you, 
gentlemen, the chosen representatives of 
the people, I expreo<s heartfelt gratitude 
for the extraordinary and uniform kind­
ness I ha,-e always- experienced in this 
great State' from all classes of its affec­
tionate and warm hearted people . 

"\Yl\r. M.I.CGREGOR." 

ADJOURl'\MENT . 

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RYAN: On the motion for adjourn­
ment I would like to ask the Chief Secretary 
if he is to rr<,civc a deputation to-morrow 
advocating th8 introduction of cane price 
boards? (Government laughter.) 

The PREMIER: I have not had any inti­
mation of any such deputation. About ten 
davs ago I saw it stated "in a morning paper 
th~t a gentleman had left Mackay. I havs 
not had any further intimation. 

Question put and passed. 

The House adjourned at five minutes to 
10 o'clock. 




