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Questions.

FRIDAY, 14 JULY, 1922.

The Spearer (Hon. W. Bertram, Maree)
took the chair at 3.30 p.m.

. QUESTIONS.
IncoME Tax RECEIVED FrROM CO-OPERATIVE
Cowmpanies, 1915-1921.
Mr. WALKER (Cooroora) asked the
Treasurer—
“ How much has been received in

income tax from co-operative companies
in Queensland during the years 1915,
1916, 1917, 1918, 1919, 1920, 1921-—(a)
dairy companies; (b) checse companies;
(¢) bacon companies?”’
The PREMIER (Hon. E. G.
Chillagoe), replied—
“1 regret that the information is not
available.”

Theodore,

RAILwaY MATERIAL ORDERED FROM
OVER-SEAS.
Mr. VOWLES (Dalby) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—
_ “Will he furnish a statement show-
ing--

(¢) From what places outside Aus-
tralia material has been obtained
or ordered for his department
during the past financial year?

{5) The class of material so obtained
or ordered, and the value,
respectively 7’

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, HKeppel) replied—
“(a) United Kingdom, Belgium, and
the United States of America.

“(b) Copper, iron, steel and

brass 67,971
Wheels on axles 12,262
Tin plates 64
2-feet gauge locomotive 2,200
Fencing wire 4,110
Superheaters for locomotives ... 4,751
Electrical material 13,038
Canvas 20,250
Cotton waste 6,173
Sponge cloths 3,188
Linolenm 778
Paint brushes 366
Watches and clocks ... 828
Stationery 782
Hardware and iro 7,950
Machinery 11,016
Miscellaneous 3,701

Total £159,428

Articles of Australian manufacture are,
as far as possible, obtained, subject to
a preference of 15 per cent. over British
and American goods, and 20 per cent.
over the products of other countries.”

Losses 1IN CONNECTION WITH STATE ENTER-
PRISES.

fr. VOWLES " acked the
Charge of State Enterprises—
“In view of his evasive answer given

on 11th instant to my question relative

to losies on State enterprises, is he awarce
that the community is suffering the

MMinister in
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following losses in conncerion with State
enterprises over and above those disclosed
in the Auditor-General’s annual report :—

(a) The State and Commonwealth
income tax which would have been paid
cach vear had the State businesses been
left 1n the hands of private enter-
prise?

() The land taxes which would have
been paid?

(¢) The difference between the inter-
ost actually charged each year and the
intorest actually paid by the Govern-
ment on the money invested in these
businesses ?

(d) The difference between the rent
charged to State stations and the rent
which would have been paid by private
enterprise ?

(¢) Additional loss on State stations
owing to the over-valuation of the stock
on 30th June, 1921%7

Hox. W. FORGAN BSMITH
replied—

““ My veply to the hon. member’s ques-
tion of 1lth instant was not evasive.
Instead of suffering losses, as suggested
by the hon. member, I am fully aware
of ths fact that the cominunity has been
saved miilions of pounds by reason of
the establishment of State enterprisos;
in the State butcheries alone a careful
ertimate shows that the saving to the
public since 1915 is over £3,000,000.
There would be ro advantage to the com-
munity in the State receiving a little
extra 1ncome tax if such were accompa-
nicd by the exploitation of the people by
private enterprise, as desired by the hon.
momber.  As a matter of fact, however,
the surplus profits repaid to the Treasury
are greater than the amounts that could
have been levied for taxes. The interest
actually charged by the Treasury is
greater than the interest actually paid by
the Govermment on the money invested
in. these businesses, and, as previously
stuted, the rent paid by the State sta-
ticns is the full amount charged to date
by the Lands Department. I cannot
agree that the stock on State stations
was overvalued as at 30th June. 1921
The question is based on false informa-
tion furnished to the hon. member.”

Mr., VOWLES: I would like to know
whether the hon. gentleman is entitled, in
replying to a question, to cast a reflection
on the hon. member asking the question.

The SPEAKER: I did not hear the Min-
ister cast any reflection on the hon. member.

Hox. W. FORCAN SMITH : Speaking to
the point of order, the question was based
on false information furnished to the hon.
member.

Mr. Vowres: False information!

(Mackay)

Lexcerasuex’s CorTices 1N SOUTH-WESTERN
Arey Erectep since 1818
Mr. PETERSON (Vormanby) asked the
Secretary for Railways—

“1. How many lengthsmen’s cottages
have been erected in the South-Western
Railway area since 19167

“2 What was the cost of same?

3. What rental is charged for their
occupation?
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“4. How many lengthsmen’s cottages
have been erccted in the Central Railway
districs since 19167
“ 5. What was the cost of same?
“6. What rental is charged for their
occupation ?”’
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
replied—

“1 to 6. The information is being pre-
pared.”

Laxp Sorp sy J. F. Brerr 10 WAR SERVICE

Howmes COMMISSIONER.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham) asked the
hon. member for Rockhampton—

“1. Is he correctly reporvted in the
“ Daily Standard” of 12th July as having
said at Deeford that land purchased by
J. F. Brett in September, 1819, for
£10,650 was sold to the War Service
Homes Commissioner in June, 1920, for
£25,350 7

2. If so, did he get that information
from the Btate Land and Income Tax
COffice, or from the Federal Land and
Tucome Tlax Office?

3. Is he awarc that the .information
could only have heen obtained from four
sources—(a) the State Land and Income
Tax Department; (b)) the Federal Land
and Income Tax Department; (¢) J. F.
Brett; and (d) one other?

“4. If he did not get this information
from ecither of the taxation departments,
which of the other two persous supplied
the information ?”

Mr. WORDE (Rockhampton) replied—

“1. Yes. I quoted these and other
facts. including the C(unungra timber
scandal, to show how the Hughez Govern-
ment was wasting the taxpavers’ money.

“2. From neither,

“3. Yes; but knowing that the hon.
member s associated with the National
party, 1 can quite understand his endeca-
vouring to condonc the gross extrava-
gance of the Commonwealth FHughes
(Government.

“4. The hon. member should direct
this question to the hon. member who
told him to ask me these questions.”

AGREEMENT BETWELN QUEENSLAND
NT AXD FPIRE CoTTON

t ASSOCTATION IW RE (GUARANTEED
PRICF or COTTON.

Myr. CORSTR (Purnctd) asked the Chief

Seeretary—

1. In view of his answer to mv ques-
tion on 28th September, 1921, contained
in ““Hansard,” volume 137, page 966—
that an arrangement had been made
between  the  Agent-General and  the
British  Cotton  Growers’ Association,
whereby  that a<~ncmt'on guaranteed a
minimum price of 1s. 6d. per 1b. (sea
freights and insurance pawable by the
aqsncmtjon) for cotton lint of good
quality, for five vears from Ist Januan
1920, how can he reconcile this state.
ment with—

(@) His answer to my question this
weck—that the agreement with the
British Cotton Growers’ Association
was limited to a risk of £10 000, which
limit had already been reuched ?

(h) Iiis statement made in Perth on
his 1oturn to Aunstralia on Zrd Septem-
bor 1920—that an offer had been made
by the Jumpnc Cotton Growers’ Associa-
tion of a guarantecd minimum price
for cotion lint, and negotiations were
still in progress when he (Mr. Theo-
dore) left England?

(¢) His statement in Melbourne on
8th September, 1920 (published in the
Brisbane Press of 9th  September)—
that since his arrivavl he (Mr. Theo-
dore) had been mieb in Adelaide by

the Hon., W. McCormack and had been

pdvised thut the association had now
indicated its willingness to guarantee

a minimum price of 1s. 6d. por lb. for

good, clean lint, the guarantee to

operate for five years?

2. If this agreement existed, where is
it row?

“ 3. If it did not exist, werec not his
statements harmful to those farmers who
undertook cotton-growing on the undei-
standing that there was a guarantee of
1s. &d. per lb. for cotton lint for five
vears from st January, 19207~

The PREMIER (Hon. E. &. Theodore,
Clitlugoe) replied—
<1 (a), (D), and (¢), 2, and 3. The hon.
moember’s imperfeet acquaintance with
the faets is responsible for the alleged
irreccncilability, he evidently being not
aware that there was a money limit of
£10,000 as well as a time limit of five
years,”’

CLOSURE OF REEF STREET, (GYMPIE.

Mr. WALKER (Cooronra), without notice,
asked the Secretary for Public Lands—
“Will he defer his decision on the
Recf street trouble, Gympie, pending the
taking of a refercndim by the clectors
of the city of Gympie?”

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Flon. J. H. Coyne, Warrcgo) replied

“1 have no intention of putting the
people to the expense of taking a refer-
endum on this question.

“"The hon. member for East Toowoomba
vesterday asked me if T had any objection
to laying on the table of the House cer-
tain papers in connection with the closure
of the street. I said I had not. Since
then I have ascertained that, if the
original official papers are laid on the
table of the House, they become the pro-
perty of the Hous;, and 1 shall not be
able to obtain them again. If the hon.
member wishes to peruse the papers he
may do so. I have them here.”

PRIMARY PRODUCERY OR(IANISA-
TION BILL.

SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE

Mr. BULCOCK (Bareno): To anyone

li-tening to the debate on this Bill fast nighs
and on previous oceasions when the subject
was before the Cliamber, it was apparent
that members of the Opposition would like
to oppose it if they had the courage to do
so; but. knowing that it would mean such a
tremendous assistance to primary producing
organisations in the State, they have not the
courage to say that the measure should ro%
be placed on the stataute-book. We have
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heard many bitier attacks, many personal
attacks, emanating fro.n hon. mambers oppo-
site, and if the Bill to be cousidered on
the 1 individuals who

merits or denierits of
arc associated mere or less actively with the

measure, 1f hou. wembers opposite can find
only such arguments as grounds for condemn-

ing it, they must have a very weak casze
irdeed. We had the cultured leader of the
Opposition referiivg to a certain gentleman
in  Toowoomba as *a political Judas.”
Surely we have not come to that position
where, for want of argument, we have to
term  gentlemen who have the welfare of
agriculture at heart *° volitical Judases.” If
those are the arguments hon, members infend
to adopt, if that is the lice along which
they propose to debate this 13ill, their case
is weak indeed. One of the main things that
struck me when hon. members opposite were
-digeussing  this Bill was the charge they
repeatedly threw across the Chamber that
the Labour Government were attempting to
jettison the industrial workers and to woo
the farmers. Hon. members opposite say
we nave lost the confidence of the industrial
workers outside, and it is necessary that we
should placate the farmers in order to get
their votes and gain another lease of life. So
far as T am concorned—and I know this is
the view of hon., members generally on this
side—that is another untrue argument. whien
is brought forward by Opposition members
for the purpose of bolstering up their hopeless
ireptitude. I am prepared to support a
farmer:’ policy, avd the Labour party are
in the forefront in inaugurating that policy,
because it means greater prosperity to the

e
State and consequently to every individual
i the State. We have in the forefront of
our platform—und it is not a platitude or a
pious aspiration, but a deliberate goal which
wa hope to reach some day—the proposal that
to ecach shall be given the product of his
labour. Have the farmers in the past, in
spite of those much-vaunted organisations
hon. members on the other side talk about,
gained that to which they were entitled as
the resuit of their labours? We know that
the farmer dovs not get the full result. Iie

‘does not get ore-half. and frequently not
one-guartcs ¢f the result of his labour. Hou.
members  who  represent  farming  constitu-

cneics know that 1t frequently happens that
consignments of fruit are sent awav on which
the overhead costs, including cases. are about
75 per cent. The grower gets 25 per cont,
of the amount realised in rveturn for his
vear’s work and all the experses incidental
thereto.  That has been repeated, not once,
but many times in the eourse of the annual
marketing of a farmer’s crop. The organi-a-
tions which lhon. members opposite have
ereated to do awas with this exploitation
have signalle failed in that direction.
Mr. Epwarbs: That is not true.

. Mr. BULCOCK : We claim we can super-
impose an organisation which will give to
‘the farmer, if not all that he is entitled to,
at least a bigger proportion of that which
he creates than he receive: at the present
time. That is the main object underlying
this Bill.  We do not stand totally “and
exclusively for one section of the community.
We recognise that the farmer is a worker,
just as much as is the navvy, the shearer,
the shed hand, or the sugar worker. Recog-
nising that, we are going to translate into
law, for the benefit of the farmers, that plank
of our platform which sets out that to cach

[14 Juny.]
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shall be given the result of his labour; prov-
ing conclusively that we, and not hon. gentle-
men opposite—who covidently are endeavour-
ing to find flaws in this measure, which they
cannot find fault with—are the friends of

the farmers. It js significant that hon.
members opposite are always saying that

this Bill is being introduced on party lines;
that it is designed for the purpose of catch-
ing votes. I do not think I am violating
any confidence in saying that, when discus-
sing this Bill, it was suggested that the
Government  should have greater repre-
sontation, and that the Minister, in answer
to that, said it would tend to take the power
out of the hands of the agriculburists, and
it was therefore undesirable. That sums up
the attitude of the 2linister and the attitude
of the Cabinct on this very burning question.

Having stated quite definitely that this
Bill is not of a political nature, we come to
the consideration of the fact that agricul-
tural evolution to-day has brought n its
train in other countries in the world whers
agricultural projects arc more highly and
efficiently organised than they are in Queens-
land the speedy and successful formation of
non-partisan leagues. These leagues do not
attempt to dictate anything in the way of
policy. Agriculture 18 on a much more
tatisfactory footing in those countries where
non-partisan leagues are functioning on
behalf of the primary producers. This scheme
is an extension of the principle of those
leagues, with the farmers controlling their
own destinies, and attempting by other means
in their power to gain more than they are

getting at the present time for the work
they are performing on their farms. To say

that this scheme iz a political move is there-
fore obwviously false. If the scheme should
be political, tken it will have in it the
clements of decay. 1 would strongly urge
hon. members opposite, if they desire that
this scheme shall be a success, to strive with
hon. members on this side of the House to
keep out politics, so that the farmers and
their representatives will meet on the one
common ground of economic interests. That
is the principle underlving the Bill, and one
which I want to - in the Bill, and one
that T would appeal to hon. members oppo-
site to uphold if they desire that it should be
a suceess—the success that I confidently hope
it will be.

In introducing the Bill. regard is had to
the guestion of prices. As a Labour repre-
sentative, I am supporting the Bill. It has
been frequently stated tha: a svstemn of
trustification. or nationalisation, or govern-
ment by ons supremd ceuncil, tends to raise
the price of the product that that bedy is
handling, and therefove, as an association,
it prevents the consumer getting the advan-
tage that he should get out of a more effi-
cient svstem of organisation and industry.
If T thought that was so. T would not be so
keen on this Bill; but I believe that, by
eliminating the middleman, and by giving
erecater access to the markets, perhaps in
fime to come, in wpite of the sneer by the
hon. member for Drayton last night, there
will he established a definite system of
markefing right from the preducer to the
consumer without the middleman handling
the goods at all. I believe that in urban
and semi-town arcas wstem is possible,
and I ean see a rapid sion of it aris-
ing out of the definite system of organisa-
tion such as is proposed to be introduced

Mr. Buleock.]
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under this Bill. By eliminating the middle-
man 1 think the farmer will n'et more for
his product than if he was cxph)ited for
less.  The consumer will net have to pay
more for the product he reccives, and the
farmer will have more money to expend on
improvements and machinery and the little
social amenities of life, and hi: position and
lot in life will be ever so much more satis-
factory than it has been in the past. I
believe this can be done to the advantage
of the worker as well as to the advantage of
the farmer, and that it will be a nﬂutual
advantage so far as the entire community is
concerned. Tho only man who will suffer, or
who can logically raise any protur a'ralnst
the Bill, is the middleman who is battening
and fattemug on his exploitation of the
farmer,

In connection with distribution, we have
heard a great deal of talk about “ Produce

more,””  Hon. members opposite have been
fairly consistent in saring that we should

We on this side of the Flouse
that, before we produce more, we
bli‘h markets for the extra amount
lexive to produce.

Mr. Epwagps: Didn't §ou do that through
the State Produce Ager

Mr. BULCOCK : To-day we are producing
cattle, but we have very htﬂ ¢, if any, sale
for them, and one of the wisest provisions
in this Bill—and it is a new provision so
far as State departments or advisory hoards
are concerned—Is the power that it gives to

" the advisory board, which represents the
farmers’ interests, to arcertain and exploit
new markets to the advantage of the farmers.
It will mecan the establishment of a highly
organised buying and selling department on
behalf of the farmers, and we know that the
more business that goes through any’central
organisation the greater the trade discounts
they get and the better the facilities they
will have for purchasing. This Bill will
create those facilities by reducing the over-
head charges on the bulk of the produco
that has to be handled, and will also allow
the central council to purchaﬂe commodities
at a cheaper rate than thev could be pur-
chased when ten, fifteen, twenty, or a hun-
dred co-operative societies are purchasing in
the same market side by side, but without
exercising the true principle of co-operation.
I have often thought that, if the farmers
had only one-half of the unity, solidarity,
and insight that organised labour has, then
the monopoly of distribution that the middle-
men have to-day would be impossible. This
system of organisation has been originated
by gentlemen who have had some consider-
able experience in successful organisation—
such experience in organisation as has led
them to the occupancy of the Treasury
benches for quite a number of years—and
these gentlemen, because of their expericnce,
will make the scheme the success that it
deservedly should be. There is no other
industry on which national prosperity de-
pends that is in the same state of individu-
ﬂ]ism that the farming industry is in. In
order to give the farmer a betier opportunity
of gottmy the full amount that his labour
or\tlt es him to, it is necessary that he should
abandon this eestem of individualism and
come under the bigger and wider scheme of
co-operation, because that is what this
scheme amounts to. The organisations estab-
lished in the past have not given the farmer
that amount of co-operation, that amount of
collective marketing and purchasing, that he

[Mr. Bulcock.

produce more.
recogniss
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was led to believe he would get as a result
of his association with these organisations;
and the organisation arising out of this
Bill will provide the missing link that is
nesessary between the pwducer and the con-
sumer from a domestic point of view, and
between the producer and consumer on the
other side of the world, as considered from
an expert point of view. Under these cir-
cumstances, it is quite obvious that we must
do away with the individualism of the farmer
1t is rather significant that, while other
national undeual\mps have blossomed forth
into trusts and corporations as a result of
the investment of capital, yet agriculture,
as such, has never offered any inducement
to the investor. Why is that? It isx prin-
cipally because agriculture has never been
puced on a sound commercial basis, and i}
is necessary, for the benefit of the commumty
at large, that agriculture should be placed
in that position.

[4 p.m.]

Mr. Bespixeron: You know why it has
never been placed on that basis.

Mr. BULCOCK : Becausc vou are one of
those who have been fooling with politics.

Mr. BeseBingTox: No, because we were
providing you with food too cheaply.

Mr. BULCCCX : When this is done, there
will  bhe prosperity for the community
gencrally. ~ Perhaps the hon. member for
DlthOl’l having an economic interest with
these opposed to this Bill. is against it,
although he has rot the courage to show the
House that it is opposed to where his
cconomic interests lie.

Let us lock at the rffect \\hich the Bill
will have from the employees’ point of view
—those emploved in the  agricultural,
pastoral, dairying, or whatever industry it
may be. I think the hon. member for
Nanango assured the House the other day
that the farming indmtw could not afford to
pay the wages it was being called upon to pay
at the present time., I do not know whether
the farmers can or cannct par the present
rate of wages, but I am quite sure that,
under this system of organisation, the farmer
will be able to meet his obligations, so far
as wages are concerned, and, as the Bill will
place the industry on an organised footing,
1% is obvious that the emploxees must benefit
under the scheme, in so far as it will provide:
more work, and, possxbly more Temuneration
for the \VOl‘k men arc called upon to per-
form. This Bill is not a class-conscious Bill,
as the members of the Country party would
have it to be. It is a Bill which will benefit
the entire community, and, in benefiting the
eutire community, it is in total accord with
the doctrino of hon. members on this side.
The cost of production has been such in the

past that the farmer has not got that to
uhx(h he was entitled.  Organisation will
not raise the cost of ])1oduct1r\n It will
tend to lower it, and, consequently, the
farmer will get more for his produce; but
the corsumer will probably have to pav
less.  That is my interpretation of the Bill,
and as such it leaves very little to be desired
from a community point of view. and that
is the viewpoint that we must take. It has
frequently been said that the Country party
stands for the farmer. Going through a
paper published in a country constituency in
New South Wales in the heart of an agrieul-
tural district, I found this statement—

“Both the National party and the-
Country party have played the game in
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respect to making our country self-
contained, but the chaps who fooled the
‘haysecds’ have nover given a help-

ing hand te build up Australian indus-
try. The Country party should change
its namo—it doos not represent bucolic
sentiment.  There is no smell of gum-
leaves on ity whiskers.”
That scems to me to be a fairly accurate
summing up of the position, so far as the
self-claimed members of the Country party
arc concerned. In the first pluce, it 13 neces-
sary to remember that, although hon. mem-
bers opposite claim to represent the farmers,
vet thex are not all farmers. The leader of
the Opposition was last night complaining
that under the constitution laid «own in
the Bill it might be pessible for a person
who had no farming interests or activities to
gain a seat on a district council, and raise
himself to the top of the tree. Is the leader
of the Opposition in any way diffevent from
the gentleman whom he seeks to condemn?
T believe quite recentls a member of the
Country party—who, by the wav, has csused
a run in the bookshops at the present time
by striving to gain a knowledge of agriculture
—found that hook-learning was not all that
it might be. He had rather a painful experi-
ence, 1 understand, in that direction, in a
recent campaign that took place in New
South Wales, T understand that this gentle-
man visited that State. A meeting of
farmers was called, and he was addressing
them on matters pertaining to farming, and
it was not very long hefore some of his
auditors recogmi th=t his knowledge of
farming was verr limited,  After the meet-
ing, one “wag” took him to one side and
sald, “ Mr. So and So, I was very intercsted

in the remarks you were making about
improving the quality of onr crops. Will
you tell ur how wou would iImprose the
quzlity  of  our  crops of split peas?”’

“ Well,”” said this gentleman, ‘“ as like pro-
duces like, if you want to produce a good
crop of split peas, you want to sow good split
peas.” That would show the ineptitude of
hon. members opposite, so far as the question
is concerned. The questions which hon.
members oppoxite have been raising are
questions which would tend to arouse sus-
picions in the minds of the farmers about
the bona fides of this programme we are
going to place before them. We have at all
times clatmed that certain things are pos-
sible that would be undesirable for the
farmers. Last night we had the interesting
exhibition of the hon. member for Drayton,
who has claimed that this thing should be
non-political, saying, “ Why not absorb the
present organisations into one harmonious
whole?”” The hon. member knows that most
of those organisations arve political, and it is
one of the fears of his life at the present
time that the farmers are breaking away
from the Country party, and will leave cor-
tain members of the Country party high and
dry. The farmers, recognising that their
interests do not lie with Turhot street or
Roma_street, are tending to swing in behind

the Labour party, realising where their
interests do lie, It is rather significant.
Hon. members opposite say thew stand for

thi= Bill.  One prominent member of the
Country party has always told this House,
in season and out of season, that he stands
for payment by results.

Mr. Moore: That is the way the farmer
is paid.

Mr. BULCOCK: Recognising that, and
that the farmer was suffering from economic

[i4 Jory.]
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difficulties, the CGovernment introduced the
311l to get over those difficulties. There was
r.o more insistent or clamorous member for
this Bill than the hon. member who
interjects.

¥r. MooRre: Quite right.

Mr. BULCOCK : There was no more
clamorous member for this Bill than the
hon. member who oceupies the seat next to
the hon. member for Aubigny. There was
no one more clamorous for a canary-seed
pool than the hen. member for Pittsworth.
The whole of the hon. members opposite were
in favour of a wheat peol.

Mr. Bloore: Of course.

Mr. BULCOCX : How can the hon. mem-
ber for Oxley, who is associated with the
hon. member for Aubigny, claim to be a
memher of the Country party, when he says
he believes in payment by results, and the
Oppositicn want to nullify the doctrine of
payment by results, by having legislation
mtroduced 1nterfering with the law of supply
and demand? ‘Therefore, the hon. member
for Oxley is in his wrong place.

er. Mooge : It is not interfering with it at
all.

Mr. BULCOCK : Of course, it is interfer-
ing with it. The hon. member wants to
advocate the policy of payment by results,
and desires legislation to be introduced to
interfere with that principle.

Mr. Moore: We do not interfere with it.
You do not understand it at all,

Mr. BULCOCK : If I had as little know-
ledge as the hon. member has, 1 would be
ashamed to speak in this House. Some time
ago the members of the Country party were
clamouring in favour of a boycott that had
been instituted against this Government. At
that time, when the Government were unable
to obtain money, when the Government’s
credit, because of sinister influences, was cut
off on the other side of the world, theve were
none more vitriolic in their condemnation of
the Government than the wmoembers of the
Country party sitting opposite. We can
generally find parallels in these things, and
we find 1t in the State o0f North Dakota. The
farmers in that State, rccognising that their
interests did not lie with the middlemen,
formed an association, and ultimately were
successful in gaining the reins of power in
the State legislature. When they got there
they found that the means of distribution
and transportation were closed against them
by those sclf-same middlemren, who were
taking 75 per cent. of the total value of
the farmers’ crops. It came as a matter of
policy that they should gain control of the
means of transportation, and that they should
gain control of the mills and elevators; _ar}d,
in order to do that, they pub a six-million
dollar bond on the market. In the United
States the banks are the ordinary money-
lenders, and. the banks refused o handle this
bond. They instituted a boycott against if,
but the farmers’ representatives in that dis-
trict, recognising that they werce fighting for
the interests of the farmers, did not back
down. Thev did not ery “ Hold, enough!”
when they found they were in the jaws of
the profifeer.  We can claim that it 1s a
narallel with our action in Quecnsland. The
legislature of North Dakota fought and won
through just the same as we fought and won

Mr. Bulcock.]
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through. The time will come when it will
be neccisary to face this question of the
elimination of the middlemen in viesw of the
attitude 1n connection with that boyeott;
and, when we consider the attitude of the
Counh“.y party when that boycott was in
operation here, is it not feazible to suggest
that the Labour party is the logical and
natural party to support the farmers when
they clash with the big vested capitalistic
interests, with which they must clash as time
goes on. [ should like to speak on the very
great necessity for encouraging agricultural
knowledge and agricultural production in this
State. 1 have before me a table showing the
expenditure on agriculture in the various
States of Australia and one or two other
countries in the Old World. In each case the
figures arc based on the most recent depart-
mental figures available. The figures for
Western Australia are two years bchind the
vest, as the figures are taken from the 1919-20
Tstimates. These are the latest figures that
I could find in the library when I was collect-
ing thesc data—

PO
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It will be seen from this table that Qucens-

land spends more per acre uuder crop
in the cnecouragement of agriculture than
any other State 1: the Commonwealth. It is

significant that New South Wales comes
second. I took these fipures from the Hsti-
mates presented by the Dooley Government
when the Labour party were in power in New
South Wales. The fact that Queensland
comes firet and the New South Wales Labour
Government second in the amount of money
spent on agriculbure scems to be a complete
vefutation of the statemeuts so frequently
made that the Labour party has not had the
courage to spend money to develop our
primary industrics. In the case of South
T have deducted the sum of £95,000
the cstimate, as this amount is voted
nce their produce agency and market-
scheme, an<d does not legitimately fall
¢ithin the ambit of expenditure on agri-
culture.  Victoria has been held up to us
a: a State which spends a lot of money on
agriculture, but it only spends 1s. 44." per
acre, while the great Barwell Government in
South Australia only spend 7d. per acre per
annum to encourage agriculture.

This Bill is at least a portion of the soviet
system whick is satisfactory to hon. members
opposite. 1t provides for local councils,
district councils, and a grand council. You
have there all the organisation that the Sovied
Government have. I hope the hon. member
for Drayton and certain other hon. gentlemen

[Mr. Bulcock.
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vho are so adverst to the soviet
not find thsat a flaw in the BDill.
Dill becomes law we hope that it will pro-
vide a faiver veturn to the producer. It will
ate the pover to climinate the middle-
=0 provides for the organisation of
: in Queensland. It means greater
elficierey. and, finally, greater prosperity for
the whole of the community. This will be
accomplished bz greater efficiency in the

gricultural indu It will give the pro-
ducsr and the manufacturer of butter and
choese access to markets that they have not
arcess to af the present time.  Last, but not
least, I believe that a consolidated national
ivation will have to make another move,
sblish rural credits.  As things stand
at the present time, we all recognise that the
far s are frequently compelled to allow
the local storekeepers to be their bankers
from year to year; and I am given to under-
stand that the interest which the storckeepers
are chaveing for the ration bill for the year,
to be liquidated out of the ensuing crop, is in
many instances as high as 20 per cent. I
hope the time is not very far distant shen
we shall be able to establish a system of rural
credits. I helieve that it would be impossible
to extablish a State system of rural credits so
long as we have industry which is not
organisad under one head; but under one
head I think there will be no difficulty in
establishing a ring of rural credit banks. It
would save the farmer from the exploitation
to which he is undoubtedly subject because
he is unable to finance himself satisfactorily
from month to month.

Speaking generally, 1 suppose that some
faults will b found m this Bill, and perhaps
it will be necessary to introduce some amend-
ments. Vhen the Bill is passed and is put
into operation, if there are any faults 1n 1t
we must amend it so that it will do what we
desire.  The Bill must be considered as a
Bill for the entire community, not as a Bill
that can be or shonld be made the football
of party politics. Aiter all, it is necessary
that the farming community should occupy
a higher plane than that of party politics.
T do not think the producing industries can
ever gain thoss things which they hope to
gain unless they have a non-partisan agricul-
tural counecil which will inquire into the
problems with which thex are confrented, and,
having inquired into those problems. legiti-
mately and honestly strive for a solution.

systom will

When this

Just hefore T conclude I want to congratu-
lat> the Minister, or those persons responsible
for the drafting of the Bill, upon the vers
simple and cfficient way in which it is drafted,
I hope it is the forerunner of a number of
Bills drafted in a similar simple fashion. To
the layman having no knowledge of these
matters, it 1= diffcult to understand some of
the Bills that come before the IHouse: but I
am quite setisfied that vou can plase this
Bill in the hands of sny farmer and allow
him to study it for a while, and then he will
be able to tell vou as much zbout it as the
expert and be able to point out its weaknesses,
if there are any weaknesses, and call atten-
tion to its good points.

Mr. WARREN: Do vou sce any weaknesses
in it?

Mr. BULCOCK : I am quite satisfied with
the Bill as it stands before the House, but T
recognise that two heads are better than one,
and that a collection of heads is better than
two, and I believe it is possible that hon.
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membeors ceita will find weaknesses in it
Tf they ca:x, I know that hon. members on
this side of the House will do their best to
remedy the defeets: but, if the weaknesses
which they are going to find are the weak-
no ses th pomtod out last night, it is quite
obvious that they are but shmdow -Sparring,
and they will not be able to improve on the
measure as it stands. This Bill marks a new
era in the ngricultmal industry, and the
bmrmnmg of better days for the farmer, and
1 wish hun Tuck with it.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett) : I was very pleased
at the Laldley propozals of the Premier, and
naturvally we have been looking with patience
for the Bill itself in order that we might
aseortain just what this organisation is going
to be. I am going to support the Bill, At
the time, I have not mueh time for
the attacks by the Preomier on the Country
party when he visited country ceatres fo
launch the scheme. The BIill is not guite
in conformity in detail with the scheme the

EERNY

Premier outlined. Nobody can cavil at the
good things he claimed the measure would
provide, and within its four walls we must

look for the po=sibility of sccuring those good
things to the primary producer. One great
trouble is that the Bill limits the co-ordination
of effort to the State, and that it doecs not
give to the primary prodn‘(‘ou of Queensland
the opportunity of becoming part of an organi-
«ation which is essential in their intercsts—an
organisation which can extend itself through-
out the Commorwealth and so bring the
interests of the various industries together.
Until that comes about we cannot get the best
results in Australia in any of our rural indus-
tries. To-day we have in the different States
pLopie in the same industry working against
sach other’s interests, fighting each other in
arious markets, whereas we shonld have
an orgasisation combining industrially all the
intorsits of the producer of a particular com-
modity right throughout Australia.

The Bill is not a purely co-operative
measure.  Througheout the Bill and in the
Premier’s statement the word * co-operation ™’
is used very extensively; but this is far from
being a co-operative measure. The Depart-
ment of Agriculture is to be replaced to a
certain extent by an advisors board. The
truth is that the Department of Agriculture,
under the adwministration of the present or
past Governments, has not fulfilled those duties
for which it was founded, and we find we are
to have a system of experts in the various
branches of the department, the charges of
=hich will be pavable partly be the primary
producsr himself. We find also that this
Dapavtment of Agriculture is to be housed
at the Trades Hall

The SECRETARY FOR
\VI‘OI’]g“

Mr. CORSER: A buil‘ding which some little
time ago was bought by the State for £15.700.
1f this is so, I hope that the building is well
fumigated hefore they get in.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Let me
tell you now that thev are not going to be
housed in the Trades Hall.

Mr. CORSBER: I am glad the Minister has
amended that suggestion.

ITon. W. FORGAN SMITH:
vith the Trades Hall?

Agrictrntung: That is

What is wrong
It is a splendid build-

ing.

Mr. CORSER: It is. Why did you get
out of it?

Hon. W. Forean SmITH: You know all

about that.

[14 Jurvy.]
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Ar. CORSER: I do keow all about if, and
<0 <o the Government. They wanted a new

building and a good site, and they got £15,700
to do it with. Although the Government are
bringing forward this scheme and are telling
the primary productrs that it will improve the
prices of their commodities, they at the same
time kecp the Commissioner of Prices in his
position. While he is there to cut down the
prices of commodities produced by the primary
producer, where are we going to get full
value from the Council of Agriculture which
is to be elected under the Bill?

The character of the administration of the
Bill depends upon the Government in power,
and we must moke some amendments which
will take away from any Government the
rights the Bill provides for them. Certain
anendments, highly demeocratic and in the
interests  of the primary producer, arve
ssential, and I hope the Bill will be improved
in those particulars. I am personally happy
to support the Bill, and, when it becomes law
and the primary producers of Queensland
want amendments of our Acts and in our
administration—when, for instance, ther want
fmoho]d instead of p:rpetual leasehold—and
they ask for them through their Council of
Agriculture, I frust that a sympathetic
Government will give them.

Certain hon. members of the Opposltxon who
have spoleen on this measure have been criti-
ci=+d bv Government members, and have been
told that they ave killing the Bill with faint

Do not hon. gentlemen who are
g behind the Government appreciate the
fairnes: of the Opposition in criticising the
Bill and in supporting it also?

Mr. DUNSTAN :

Mr. CORSER: I am going to deal with
the Bill as I see it. We have heard from
hon. members on the front Government
bench and from the people in the cities
the ery to the voung men to go on the land.
I trust we shall be able to introduce a Bill
which, when it comes into operation. will
result in our 1*0a11r1g from the people in
the country the cry to com2 on the jand. We
shall then know that to some extent those
people are satisfied with being on the land.
1 see in the clauses of the Bill great pos-
sibilitics of good. T see also very great
and grave dangers, and the dangers pre-
dominate when the administration of the
measure would be in the hands of a hostile
Government.

Some of them condemn it.

Mr. FERRICKS: Are you going to support
the Bill?
Mr. CORSER: I certzinly am. T hope to

amend it so that it will not be dangerous
in the hands of the Minister. It makes
possible the obiective of the Country party.
It makes possible, also. the apphcatxon of
the Labour platform to the primary indus-
trics. I[lidden wwithin its clavses are some
very  dangerouws  principles—hidden  very
deeply, too, Wo must try and extract these
fangs.

Hon. J. G. AppEL:

Mr. CORSER: We must make them inno-
cont clausca. in the intsrests of the primary
producer, who should get all our considera-
tion and assistance. This Bill, hon gentle-
men opposite claim, is in aeeord with the
Lﬂbovr platform; the objcctive of which
is obtaining for all workers the full reward
of their industry.

A regular mantrap.

Mr. Corser.]
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The SPEAKER: Ovder! The hon. mem-
ber must keep to the principles of the Bill.

Mr. CORSER: I will not get away from
the prineciples of the Bill. I was saying the
objective of the Labour platform is the
obtaining for all workers of the full reward
of their industry.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must connect his remarks with the Bill.

Mr, CORSER : The Bill is in accord with
the Labour party’s platform. Hon. gentle-
men will be pleased at my reading those

few lines, They are—
“The fyll reward of their industry by
collective  cwnership and  democratic

control of collectively used agencies of

producticn, distribution, and exchange.”
That means cocialism.  The policy of the
Labour pe is =ocialism, and I sar there
is the possibilits of carrring this Bill through
in accordanc: with the Labour platform.

The SecreETARY FOor MINES: “ The full re-
ward of their industry.”

Mr. CORSER: “By collectively owned
agencies 7’ is what I say is not in accordance
with our platform.

The SECRETARY FOR
the farmers collictively
factories ?

Me, (ORSER: VYe:—farmers’ collective
ownership—not collective ownership by State.
Do the workers in the city own the indus-
tries of the privars produerr in the country?
Are they to be the people who are to control
those industries?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
sugqe stod.

CORSER : It is.  The hon. gentleman
clalms it is in aceordance with his plat-
form. I have vead the Labour platform.

\Ir Kinwaxn: You do not understand it.

CORSER: T
tuef“
tion, distribution, and exchange
hen. gentleman say
that?

The SccrETARY FOR MINES: You do not
stand for the present method of distribution.

AGRICTLTURE: Do not
control the butter

It is not

will read the new objec-
The socialisation of industry, produe-
7 Wil the
he does not stand for

Mr. CORSER: I stand for co-operative
distribution.
The Srererary For Mixes: Is not that a

step towards socialism ?

Mr. CORSER: No, becau:c it is con-
trolled by those whe are engaged in the
industry: and socialism is confrolled by
those who wish to dominate all industry
and are interested in no induwstry. I claim
that this Bill should be absolutely and solely
in the hands of those who are engaged in
their industry. They can best control that
mdmtly by a method for which the Bill
does not make provision—co-operative hand-
ling, malketmg, and distribution. Do not
say that it has mot been advocated. When
the State Produce Agency Bill was before thm
House in 1917 T am reported (‘ Hansard,’
page 906) to have made this statement—

“If the Government wanted to assist
the farmers; the wa= to do it was to
cnable them to handle their produce by
extendiag the co-operative system in such
a way as would assist them to dispose of
their produce. The farmers were the
men who-needed assistance to-day more
than any group of people in Queens-
land.”

[Mr. Corser.
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And again—

““ Under this great co-operative system
we will not onl\ be comfortable farmers,

but we will also be able ro establish
our age=cies snd handle our cwn stini
and tranship to orhor mavkets of tha
world, which we  onrselves  will be

quite capable of ﬁndmg for ourselves—
the fruit and vegetables, tinned or other-
wisc; our 'l’ﬂf‘ﬁfb, our hides, our tallow,
our aou(‘ulmral produce. We will see
that, in time of plenty, the maize grower
receives fair remuneration for his pro-
duce—and if anybody is going to store
it, it will not be the Government, it
will be the co- operative societies, So,
when there is a glut, his produce may be
held for the benefit of the grower.

That was advocated in 1917, and has been

advocated by many members on this side

times out of number. The GGovernment have

never taken any notice, they have never
adopted any of cur suggestions, and they
will tell the people that we never made
them.

Ths SECRETARY ¥FOR AGRICULTURE: Why
didn’t you advocate that when vou and

vour father sat behind the Denham Govern-
ment ?

Mr, CORSER: I have advoecated it ever
since I eswe into this House.

The SSCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
results.

Mr. CORSER:

st Ifast clecrion

With no

If we had had a fair roll
we would have had results

by this. I am not going to sav that this
Bill is a “double-header’; but I say it

is capable of being used for the advantage
of either of the two great sections of the
peaple of  Queenstond. It can be used
for the advantag: of the so-called capitalist
—the man who owns his farm: the man who
has gone out into the backblocks, and from
the serub and the forest made for himself
a home after years of hard labour. The man
who holds a lease or a frechold is to-day
termed a eapitalist. The confiscationists can
also be assisted—the men who believe in
State owitership of the means of production,
distribution, and exchange. We must with-

draw from the Bill those objectionable
features.
The Government claim that under this

Bill they arc out to assist the primary pro-
ducer. Hon. members on this side of the
House only desire to have it amended in
order to make that absiolutely certain, The
Seeretary for Agriculture knows that he,
with other hon. members opposite, has
stated that they must keep their minds on
the objective of the Labour party. and at
the Trades Iiall he said thdt objeetive is
production for use and not for profit. How
can we expect the primary producer to
obtain all the advantages if we are going
to allnw the Bill to be administered by people
claiming thf\t the objective of the Labour
party is * production for use and not for
profit 77 What is the man outside strug-
gling for if it is not for profit? Why is he
using up the best days of his life and those
of his family, if it is not for profit? We
hope the Bill is going to give him profit
as well as a fair living. He must get a
fair profit to enable others to go out and

do the same. You cannot expect anybody
to do anything except for profit. We claim
that, by co-operative means, we can best

the various scetionz of our

bring together
The Bill provides

agricultural community.
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for the bringing together into one big union
of all the various agricultural interests.

The ™ECRETARY FOR
clause is that?

Mr. CORBER:

AGRICULTURE :  What
Clause 4—the clause deal-
ing with the Council of Agriculture. That
is the dominating body. The Minister will
recognise that the principle provides that the
supreme council shall be constituted by repre-
sentatives from district councils, who are not
to be elected from one particular industry
but from a conglomeration of agricultural
interests,

The SECRETARY
necessarily,

Mr. CORSER: TUnless the whole district
i5s a banana or cane district, that is going
to obtain. I am speaking from the point of
view of my own district, where there are
varied agricultural developments, and where
practicaily every kind of agriculture is
carried on. The Council of Agriculture will
be composed of twenty to twenty-five mem-
bers, including five members appointed by
the Government and iccluding the Minister
himself. We object to the provision that six
shall form a quorum, because many matters
might be decided bv those six gentlemen liv-
ing in Brisbane, and there would be no recog-
nition of the other representatives at all.  We
will endeavour to amend that. These twenty
to twenty-five men are going to control the
destinies of the butter, cheese, wheat, maize,
fruit, cotton, pig-raising, and all other rural
industries. The scheme which is advocated
with no sinall degree of success by the Coun-
try party is the development .of sectional
interests, so that those in an industry shall
control the industry in which they are inter-
ested. That is the best control. It is no
geod for a maize farmer to try to control
the butter interests, and it is no good con-
t'“g a board of men and saying to
m, ~ You are to control the butter indus-
try.”” when they might be fruit, maize, cotton,

or pig-raisers. If the Minis-

FOR AGRICULTURE: Nob

or titiber men,
ter will accept an amendmert which will be of
the greatest advantage, 1 would suggest that
he should kindly consider sectional 1brerests,
and try and bung them together more for
the management of their various :uctions of
agriculture, so that the maize people through-
out Queensland can meet as maize poople
and they can have their district council or
their supreme council to deal with maize
interests, the same as the butter people now
have uixler their co-operative management
aund their co-operative associations. We want
coutrol of industry by those engaged therein.
Weo all agree that the person “who produces
ap article and his associates in that mdustry
are bhe people who will look after it besk
in the interests of the industry. Would the
Labour party say that the wharf lampers’
Lusitiess &nould be managed by railway
emplovecs, that thc bricklayers’ intercsts
should be nuu‘aﬂcd by the painters? INo.
They have their sectional mtu'uts and they
neet and have conferences of their sectional
bodies. Although they may be combined into

one big union, they still preserve their
identify.  You could best help the primary
producers by giving them the sectional orga-

nisations to enable them to look after their
individual interests, I offer this suggestion,
hoping to help the Minister. Winlst we
advacate thewe things in the interests of the
farmer, and whilst we advocate the creation
of co-operative institutions, we find that the

[14 Jory.]
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favourable,  AMr.
of ths\ LL‘”I‘ lative
“ Hansard”

Governnmetut are not so
" Jones, ex-member
Couneil, statod according to the
of 13th’ July, 1915

* Co-operation advocated by the Coun-
try party is class co-operation just the
same as trades unionism is class co-opera-
tion; mneither takes coguisance of the
consumer. This 1s the vital point. Legis-
lation directed to the nationalisation of
industry and the establishinent of Rﬂi v

enterprises recognises that wital point.
That is true co-operation.”
Those are the sentimients of the Lzbour
party. I mnotice that the hon. mewmber for

rympie said, according to *‘ Hansard” for
&3th July, 1915—

“The strange thing about the farmer

I regret to say, is that while he s ok

in practice for all the Siste social

he can get he is continually densunc

the principle of national cnterprise.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: ilcar,
hear !

My, CORSER: I hope “ Hansard” will
record the hon. gentleman's ** hewr, hear.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICT Of course
they will. They always do.

Mr. CORSER: The report in

“ Hansard”

further states-—
“ This Govelr‘m “t wants fo see the
prosperity of the farmey, but T kold that
1f the farmer s going o get all she

State socialism he wants—and I hope he
does get it—-it 1s only fair to this Govern-
ment that the national Legisiature and
the national Administration shall have
some power in controlling that industrs
iz the interests of everys other portion
of the State. I trust that before the
three years of this Darlisanent are cver,
the farmers, instead of ha a scparat.

party, just recently sevoved from 1is old
Liberal associations, will be on this side
cf the Fouse in full acroed with the
Lalour progranmune and with theiv eyes
opeaed to the virtues of n solf-
government and the principles that ave
contained in the Libour objertive—the
nuti isation of sll meaus of produe-
tion, distribution, and exchange.”

The SECRETARY FOR .AGRITULTURE: A very

rood speech.

Mr., CORSER: If we are going to make
this Bill what it should be, we should give
the full control to the )nmmrv producer, el
we should take {rom the Bill anv 1)011‘010&1
recognition at all and the idea of national-
ising the indus We should delete from
the Bill the provision that the Secretary for
Agriculture shall be the chairman of the
courcil, and we should take from it, too, the
large proportion of repressmtatives to be
appointed by the Government.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You will

have to wait a long time before you gut
that.
Mr., CORZER : All the farmers throu‘rhout

the State of Quecnsland are allowed onlw
fourteen or nineteen representatives, while
the Government are going to appoint six—a

Minister of the Crown, and five other
nominees.

Mr. Corrins: Experts.

My, CORSER: You can call them what

you like.

The experts of the department,
according

to the Bill, are available to the

Corser.]
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Council of Agriculture, as they should be,
but there is no reason why there should be
six (Government nomirces on the council.

Mr. PEase: When you get over here youn
can alter it, B

Mr. CORSER: We ars going to alier it.
I am supporting the Bill because I believe
we shall s00n be over there. I have mot
attempted to bring the political business into
this matter. I have tried to show the differ-
cuce between the two sections. The Seeretary
for Agriculture, I am sorry to say, said. '
ever we get this council we will bring down
other men to say what the farmers vwant, so
that the Country party will not he speaking
for the farmers.” We have alio the state-
ment of the Secrctary for Railwaxs. T put
a question to him with regard to a reduction
in freights, and he said that such requests
must come through the advisery hoard, so
as to deprive Parliamert of the representa-
tion that it should gei through vicmbers who
ara elected from country districts; and we
have further evideuce of it, tco. According
te the © Fariness’ Gezeite” of 95th April,
1922—

“Mr. J. Purcell, a moember of
advisors board of the Quecensland Couneil
of Agriculture, recently sppointed. ag-
\'ised‘that the bacon industry should take
tbe fivet opportunity of getting on to
the council, for it was from that council
that all the recommendations would have
to go to the Government. It was the
only body that the Government would
recognize for suggestions of legi-lation.”

Meaning to cay, as was stated by the hon.
member for Barcoo, that all the principles
of the machinery of the Soviet were in this
Bill.
thTth'? SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE:: Who said
hat?

the

Mr. CORSER: The hon. member for
Barcoo.
The SECRETARY FOR  AGRICULTTRE: You

should be careful not to misquote him.

Mr. CORSER: The member for
Barcoo i quite correct.

Mr. Burcock: Are you going to vote for
or against the Bill?

Mr. CORSER: I am supporting the Bill.

Mr. Brrcock: Then you belicve in the
Soviet system ?

Mr, CORSER: I am telling you that the
principles in the Bill are, in some respects,
i accordance with our scheme; and also
that in the Bill we have the Labour plat-

¢« form.  The hon. member is quite correct.
This is what the “ Railwar Advocate ” says—
“ ATSTRALIAN  Worxers’ UNION.

“ (1) We hold that there is a class
struggle in society, and that the struggle
1s caused by the capitalist class owning
the means of production, to which the
working class mu«t have access in order
to live. The working class produce all
value. The greater the share which the
capitalist class appropriates the less
remains for the working class; therefore
the interests of those two classes are in
constant conflict,

“(2) There can be no peace as long as
want and hunger are found among mil-
lions of working people, and the few
who constitute the employing elass have
all the good things of life.

“(3) Between these two classes the
struggle must continue until capitalism

[Mr. Corser.

hon.
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is abolished. Capitalism can only be
abolished by the workers uniting in one
class-conscious ecollomic organisation to
take and hold the means of production
by revolutionary, industrial, and politi-
cal action. ¢ Revolutionary action ’ means
action to secure a complete change—
namely, the abolition of capitalistie
ownership of the means of production—
whether privately or through the State—
and the establishment in its place of
sacial ownership by the whole community.
Long expericnce has proved the hopeless
futility of existing political and indus-
trial methods.”

The SPEAXER: Order! I have already
called the hon. member to order, and I now
warn him that, if he continues in that
strain, I will avk him to resume his seat.
The hon, member’s remarks are not in any

way relative to the Bill now before the
Chamber.
Mr. CORSER: I am merely answering

the hon. member for Barcoo.

Mr. Bricorx: You are merely misrepre-
sonting the hon. member for Barcoo.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. CORSER: The statement I made is
from the ¢ Railway Advocate.”” The Minis-
ter says he is not using this scheme politically.
Now I will read the ‘ Northern Sensation,”
which is very appropriate, and which appears
in the ‘“ Courier” to-day. I did not want to
bring these things in, but the hon. member
for Barcoo referred to the organisation they
have under the Soviet svstem, and I was
~xplaining it in connection with the One Big
Unicn, as it appears in the “ Railway Advo-
cate.” Now I will give something dealing
with the Bill itself from to-day’s ““ Courier,”
which T will read to give the Minister an
opportunity to answer it—

““ NORTHERN SENSATION.”’
¢ INTERESTING REVELATION.
“The Appointmen: of Organisers.
“ Cairns, 13th July.

“ A sensation has been created here by
a revelation made by Mr. Thomas
Walmsley, a prominent resident of the
Tableland, and a director of the Ather-
ton Butter Company, in regard to the
Government appointments under the new
Producers’ Association scheme. In the
course of an interview, he declared—‘ A
great deal has been said for and against
Mr. Theodore’s scheme, and since its
inception in March I have discussed
the matter with many of our dairy
farmers. The majority consider it only
a hypnotical move to dope the farmer,
and particularly the dairy farmer, so
that Mr. Theodore may gain votes at
the next election, thereby securing for
himself and his party a further lease of
political life. But as Mr. Theodore
stressed the importance of the new move-
ment being free from politics, and decided
against linking up with the existing
Farmers’ Association, whereby the least
suspicion of political influence might creep
in, I mysclf was prepared to give him
the benefit of a death-bed repentance, as
I really believed he desired to retrace
his steps and make good for all the sins
of commission and omission he and his
party have been responsible for in the
past towards the farmer, particularly as
regards commandeering and price-fixing
stunts of dairy products. I am afraid I
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am doomed to disappointment, for a little
happening here rccentiy leads me to
view the whole proposed organising
scheme as a sham, delusion, and a snare,
and nothing but a political organising

stunt.  On 15th June, 1922, Mr. James
Purcell, who 1s vice-president of Mr.
Theodore’s Agricultural Council, visited

the Atherton Tableland in quest of a
suitable man to be appointed later as a
sectional organiser and commissioner, a
Tableland gentleman, who is supposed to
be free from political bias, to 1ccommend
a suitable man for the position, such
person to be abowve po]itical bias. 'The
recommendation was to be forwarded by
Hr. Purcell not later than ZJth June,
but about two days after My Purcell’s
departure, and before the "Tableland
gentleman had had time to give the
matter serious consideration, Mr. Marvey
C. Jurd, of Millaa Millaa, appeared on
the scene. He produced a wire which he
had reccived from Mr. Gillics to the
effect that he (Mr. Jurd) had been
appointed organiser, and he wished to
know from the Tabl cumd gentl.vman the

nature of his dutics. s he was unable
to be enlightened, he was referred to
Brisbane. A day or two later the gentle-
man in question also received a wire
from Mr. Gillie: confirming the appoint-
ment, the vice-president of the council

ewdentlv being only a stalking-horse in
the game. ’\ow with all due respect to
Mr. Juld, who is a very excellent gentle-
man, I believe it impossible to find on
the Tableland a stronger Labour sup-
porter than Mr. Jurd. In fact, he is one
of Mr. Gillies’ warmest sapporters at
clection time.” Mr. Walmsley advised his
brother farmers to be wary, for they
were going to be asked to sub:ieribe
financially to an organisation that, in his
(Mr. Walmsley's) opinion, was Il’)thl]l"‘
more nor less than an organising cam-
paign on behalf of Labour. TIf Mlessrs.
Theodore and Gillies really believed it
was good for the farmer to organise on
non- pol!txual lines, why did they not
recommend the destrial unions to o
likewise 77
The Government have had their ssv ever sinen
the Premier launched his scheme. but the
Opposition have not had their say.
[6 p.om.] The Goverument have had the
¢ Daily 2ail ” coming out every
day with ue“cnptlo% of their scheme. with
big headings—a ot of them, no doubt, paid
for by their publicity agents, and written and
publizhed by a man paid by the Goverament
at the rate of £600 a vear to boost tha schema,
but not to boost the farmers interests. Whyx
did the Government not bring the Bill in last
session to give an copportunity to the Gpposi-
tion of ameading it in the interests of the
farmer? They leave it to the veeess, and talk
about it, and pay men to write it up in the
papers, and the papers publich their state-
ments dav after day without ever seeing the
Bill. When we come here to give our
views they endeavour to stop us, and claim
that we have some ulterior motive in our
desive to improve the Bill in the interests of
the primery producers. In this scheme therc
is much that is in accordance with our plat-
form and our suggestions; but there is also
hidden in the scheme the Labour platform
and prmo.plu—tho socialisation of industry,
and the control of the means of productlon
distribution, and exchange. That is where

[14 JuLy.]
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I offer objection to the scheme, and offer to
help the Government to amend 1t and 1 hope
the Minister will give a satlsfactory answer
to the statement from the Tableland,
because we do not even want one appointment
to be questioned. I have been through my
clectorate, and have told the farmers there
that although there were many farmers
against the Biil, I stil! hoped that when the
Bill came before the House we would able
to make it of value to them. I said, “If
you can get some assistance out of it, you are
cntitled to all the assistance you can get;
but I hope and trust that the BiH will not
be used for political purposes.” When the
Government called the representatives
together at the confercnce, the Premier and
the Score tary for uwrlcultme——members of the
Government—were there but no member of
the Opposition was invited. We were not
allo“nd to go. We rang up from this build-
ing to find out whether we could be prosent,
stating that we had one member here who
represented a co-operative institution in his
district, and that we wanted him to be at
the conference, and we were informed

The

SECRETARY FOR  AGRICTLTURE: Who
informed you?
Mr. CORSER: We were informed by the

private secretary that the Premicr did not
desire Opposition members to take any part

in the proceedings, as it might give the
conference a politic al significance.

The SgrreTArY roR AGRICULTURE: That is
ahsolutely incorrect.

Mr., CORSER: I will give the hon.
gentleman the proof.

The SPEAKIIR: Order! The hon. mem-

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

Mr. WALKER (Cooiroora) : I recognise uf
the outset the desirability of bringing in a
Bill like this. Listening to the speeches of
hen. members, I am reminded of the many
so-called experts who were employed by the
Department of Agriculture many years ago.
These so-called experts were sent all over the

place. They were men with theoretical know-
ledge derived from books, but without
5 . .
practical expericence.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What

Covernment was 1t7?

Mr. WALKER: They were appointed by
past Governments, and have been kept on by
the present Government.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If we had
put them off. vou would have said we were
victimising them, .

Mr. WALKER: I venture to say that, if
these men had been practical experts with e
knowledge of the agricultural industry, there
would have been no oceasion for the intro-
duction of this Bill, or. at any rate, it wouldi
not have been urgent. I have gone very care-
fully cver the Bill. T have been connected
with the co-operative movement for a long
time, having been a director of a co-operative
company for something like seventeen vears,
and naturally onc must have a grasp of some-
thing which he is engaged in. It is deplor-
'xblo to hear hon. members opposite saying
that members on this side are not farmers,
and are not true to the co-operative move-
ment. It is a mistake to take up that atti-
tude. There are men on this side who have
devoted the greater part of their lives to try-
ing to dovo]op this particular line of “orh
and they have built up some of the most
successful organisations in Queensland. If wc

Mr. Walker.]




272 Primary Produc

compare the personnel of hon.
this side with that of hon. members opposite,
we shall find that thers are men on this side
who have put £100 or £200 ecach into
co-operative movements, while I doubt
whether any money has been put into these
concerns by hon, member: opposite. To show

rmembers on

ﬂm clas: of people the Comlhy party con-
sists  of in  comparisen ith the party
oppostie

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do vou

think a moember of the Council of Agricul-
ture ought to know all about dairying?

Mr. WALKER: T think that will have a
good deal to do with the succe:s of the
council. A farmer has to have brains to
make a success of his callinvg, and he should
be able to uze his knowledwe and experience
to good purpose as a member of the council.
We hear that the farmer can do this and that,
but that he cannot run his own commercial
usiness. We can gef farmers just as well
able to manage cowmercial affairs as the
present Government are,

Mr. McCorMACK :

Mr. WALKER: Of courze, they arc
farmers. You have only to look at wmembers
of the Opposition to see that they are mostly
farmers, aud have made a success of agrical-
ture. We have heard a zood deal of talk
ahout the Yabour party’s 1)1 tform and the

Are those men farmers?

nationalization of induy . I do not care
what the Labour parts hzwo got 1n their
platformn.  This is a geod Bill, and I am

going

to support it. if it i3 amended in the
dicated by the Opposition the cther
The Bill nceds to be amended, but

is no need for us to br in side

2+ to what the fau'ts of the Labour

7 arc. We know that they have not been
fumxds of the farmnr up to tha present time,
but they have row brouzht in a Bill tv amend

the Land Tax Act, which will reduce the
ation on farmers. If ihe (Gtovernment pass
s Bill through in the torme of the speech
of the Prewier. and asz indicatsl by the
cretary for Agriculbure last night, it is
going to be all right. It has been stated
thiat hon. members on this side were nct
invited to the conference. It is true that thev
were not invited as a political body, but
had an invitation to go ax chairman of the
Grmpic  Co-operative Company.  Unfortu-
nately, I was urgently necded in a certain
part of the electorate, and I had to send a
man down here to take my place. Had hon.
mesabers on this side been in responsible
positions in  co-operative concerns, there
would have been nothing to stop their respec-
tive boards from clecting them as delegates
to the conference. I was particularly pleased
when the Premier said that he would not
allow pclitics to enter into thisz matter. Now,
that spirit wants to be carried out in this
House. We do not want this party business
going on, and I would like to see the Premier
get up to-night and sar that this is going to
bns a non-party matt 1f he does that. it
will relieve the minds of many people. The
T'remier made a statement to the people at
Laidley and Gatton, and he then said it was
not a political matter. At that time it was
wise for him to make that statement, because
his audiences consisted of farmers. If he
continucs on those lines, thon the scheme i3
going to be a success. If, however, the
Premier or the Secretary for Agriculture
brings in politics, or allows political questions

[Mr. Walker.
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to be discussed, then the scheme is going to
fail.

The BptRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If you
are going to bring in politics, there is no
necd to bring in party.

Mr. WALKER : Neither politics nor party
should brought in. We should treat all
matters relaiing to the man on the land
on non-political lines. We krow that once a
thing is decided in caucus, all tho members
opposite are bound by that decision and they
hav: to support it.

The SECRUTARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the rule in your party?

Mr. WALXIR:

What 1s

I will vote for a thing
every time if I think I sm right, no matter
what the party thinks. That is my position.
T would kuock politics completely ocut of this
matter altogether, lot of criticism has
been levelled at the men put on the counecil.
Personally I do not care who is chosen for
the council—whether they belong to the
Country parky, the Nationalist party, or the
Labour party. So long as they carry out
the work of the council. that is all we want.
I reckon you have good men on the council
belonging to all shades of political opinion.
You do not vant to appoint anyone who has
any political prejudice, and you do not want
to have any dizcussions on the couneil as to the
land tenure—whether it should be leaschold
or frechold or anvthing like that. You should
cut that right out.

The SECRET*RY rOR AGRICTLTURE :
not ark a man what his politics are.

Mr. BessmveToN: You usually know.
Mr. WALKER: I would like the Minister

to remember that we have men connected
with dairy cempanies who are shareholders
but not Jupmmr* and their advien has not
been altogother in the interests of tho com-
panics nor of the suppliers. They usually
want a dividend declared on the cepital inves-

You can-

ted. T think that you should tighten up the
definition of “ primary producov.”” If a man
owns a farm and deseribes himenlf  as

farmer, i3 he to be
cruneil ?

The SLCRETLRY YOR AGRICULTURE :
definition of “ primary producer.”

Mr. WALKER: It is very hard to know
what will constitute a primary producer. I
know there are men on the council to-day who
are going all over Queensland in the interests
of the scheme, and they have not been on a
farm for the last ten years. They are agents
and middlemen. I know that to be true,
although I will not mention their names.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOULTURE: I think
they were elected by the farmers.

Mr. WALKER : Must a man who is appoin-
ted to represent a particular district be a
farmer at the time of his election? I con-
sider that we have a particularly fine country
m Queensland. There is not a finer country
in the world. We have all kinds of natural
resources, and we have hundreds of thousands
of acres of land suitable for growing anything.
We have all deseriptions of agriculture, and
we have cvery {acility for growing cereals,
cotton, and many other things. We have
proved that we can grow all these things

allowed to sit on the

Read the

successfully. It is a good dairying country,
in fact right along the North (Coast the country
is 0 good for daivrying that it carries

one beast to the acre. That gives you some
idca of the worth of our land. We have a
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tot of goed sheep-raising
woastal land:, and I 1"r\grvt'
industry is not repr

country on our
ihat the sheep
ented on the council,
In addition we have o climate which is second
to none. We have sunshine almost ¢very
day, and we have a rainfall which will grow
crops almost in every part of Queensland
almost all the yoar round. Is not coumru
like Queensiand well worth catering for? To
make a sucois of the scheme, 1o must not be
applicd 1o Quesnsiand slone. I hope the result
of this scheme will Le such that it will be
extended fo the cther States. T we carry
cut the scheme successfully and we get the
‘oojxmtion of the o'her States, then it is
going to be a good thing for the man on the
favd. That is a poiat that we must not lose
sight of in conneetion with this masier. It
is no wee trying o confine it to Queensland.
We must gev the other States to besr their
share of the burden in providing in: u]< s
wll over the world. I yecognise that a number
of farmers leok on this Bill with a cortain
amount of suspirion on account of the treai-
ment mated vuat to them by the Governuens
in the past. Hon. mimbers r)m,\)dto are con-
.muuH talking about the fact that, thv
vmwm velrased the farmor from th
guavantee—but I might point ouf
that it was the Kidston Government that intro-
dueed thy railway guavantee principle, and
at thet time the Govuinmon‘u were supported
by the whele of the Labour par The Thilp
party were in Opposition and they voted
against the introdaction of the guarantes prin-

ciple.  The only member of the Labour party
who voted aguinst the introduction of the
guarantes pu“z iple on that occasion was the
present hon. mewmber for Paddington,  The
farmers must find exiva markets for their
products. The farmers and th wives, and
their familie= also, are sweated to a great
<degree in produring stuff which i= not of

saleable wvalus at all.  We have not gone

ahead in agriculture as we should have done.
There are thousands of acres of land on the
North Coast line, whether owned privately
or otherwise. swhich should be under intense
cultivation at the pres:nt time. But we have
given the farmers no encouragement, becau=e
we have not found markets in the old
country or in the East. 1 wonder why our
‘\*glntx-(}cneml do not do more in making
the farmers better acquainted with the mar-
kets in other parts of the world. The Govern-
ment have not done as much as they might
have done in the direction of finding ‘marlsets
in the East and elsewhere. I’mquendv the
farmer produces a lot of stuff at a loss. T
nofice that at t-he present time our interest
bill amounts to nearly £4.000,000 per annum.
There are two ways of paying That bill, Oneis
by going in for increased production, and the
other is by increased taxation. To my mind
we should go in for increased production, and
I honestly believe that this Bill will be a
step in that direction. I have heard it stated
that all companies have not been reprasented
on the council. T regrot that the Minister
left out the bacon industry. Perhaps that
was a slip.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It was a
dairy conference to deal with the da]rvmg
business, because the industry was in a bad
way, and the farmers had to be called to the
conference quickly.

Mr. WALKER: It is not too late now
to include the bacon industry. There are
two co-operative bacon factories, one on the
Downs and one at Murarrie, with a turnover

1922—r
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of approximately £300,000 a year. We have
in the elegtorate of the Secretary for Agri-
culture arcas growing hundreds of thousands
of bushels of maize, and that commodity can
be used to provide the neccessary food to
enable us to get extra supplies for the bacon
factories. There is no industry in Queensland
that can be extended so much as the bacon
industry, and the market is particularly good,
in spite of the faet that prices are low.

Dealing more particularly with the dairy-
ing industry, I would like to say that we are
a very well organised body. Remnarks to a
contrary effect have been passed on the other
iide, but in Qucensland we have all the
o= operahv«, oompamc» organised to such an
extent that we arc unanimous in the belief
that wo should work together, We have
Aolmod a pool which, from its inauguration

1 September to March last, has been resporl-
slbl(‘ for putting into the pockets of the
primary producers in Queensland  £84.706
over and above the Victorisn prices. We
have an enormous scope in Queensland for
the dairying industry. We can go right out

towards the West, practically another 150
miles, and il tap very excellent dairy land.

Look at the future we have in that direction.
What is more, Russia and Siberia will not
produce for the next four or five years, and,
on the whole, things have never Ioolxed
brighter, so far as the butter market in
England is concerned, than at the present
time. You can come to only one conclusion
—that Queensland has a particularly bright
outlook., We only need a little help—I “do
not mean financial help, but hsip to get
over the quarrelling amongst ourseives.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That ix
what we ave trying to bring about.

Mr. WALKER: We want to bring all the
factories into line. We are all purely co-
operative.  We arc not coucerns of profit;
our sole object is to distribute to those w ho
supply

our raw materinl the full market
value of their products, fess working expensos.
The time may come when this Council of
Agriculture may be represented in the old
country by comnbodv te look after our pro-
ducts there, ard I fhink the tims has coino
already when the whale of our export butter
should be put through ene floor. That is a
big departure fl"om the sentiments of the
ordinary advocate of the butter industry,
but I sey it sincerely. I have hore a table,

which I want to give to the House, of figures

respecting  production, export, and com-
mission—

1. Total production. 1921.1822—
Estimated at 1,057,050 boxes.
Value, cstimated at 160s. per cwt..

£4.228,200

2. Quantity exported—

739,450 boxes overseas.

42,000 boxes interstate.

Queensland  consumption, 275,600
boxes.

3. Value, averaged at 160s. f.o.b.,

£2,957,800.

4. Average rate of commission—

3 per cent, on cstimated c.i.f. price.
180s.

5. Total amount of commission—

(a) 3 per cent. export £99.657
(b) 3 per cent. local 33,072
(¢} 3 per cent. interstate ... 5.040

£137,769

that, if the whole of the
ent through one floor, with

Mr. Walker.]

I venture to s=ay
butter exported -
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due rezard to economy of administration, the
Qupomland dairying industry would save
£50.00) a year. Unfortunately, there are
agents all over Quecnsland-—the numper run-
ning into dozens—with commercial influcnce
over many of the directors, and I honestly
belicve that compulsion ahould be blought
to bear, to make the latter sell in such a way
that we can get away from the parochial
practices which exist.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: You
mean that we should compel co-operative

companies to sell through co-operative
channels? That is very drastic.
Mr. WALKER: I honestly believe wo

should do that. There is nothing to prevent
the factories from coming together, putting
five members on a board of control. and
forming a distributing company here of our
own—we need not have anything to do with
any company already in cxistence—and we
oould cut out all those men who are living

on the dairymen at the present time. That
would save at least £50,000 a year.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The hon,

member for Bulimba would not like that.

Mp., WALKER: There are other things
we ought to do. We ought to sce that under
our own organisation we have a uniform
system of payment. There is an cnormous
amount of petty jealousy betwoen the
different factorics and quite a lot of unneces-
sary competition, when there shruld b= none
[O¢¢ ep‘r in respeet of efficiency in the factory.
We also need a uniform system of ddlver\
of cream, Some LODll){lIUe: subsidise coaches,
others do nct. Some pay fwlghr and the
articles of asiociation of others do por allow
them to do so.  Then we have factories so
close toguther that one is prepared to try
to crush the other out. On the North Coast
line you can see two butter factories trying
to cruzh another factory out, and one of them
is making about 2 t(nw of butter per week.
T really believe that the tine has come when
the Goversmert sboald have the power to
approve or ctherwise of tho erection of
butter factories, and—what i+ more—they
should have the power to approse or disap-
prove cf the design and the machinery and
everything else put into mom in order to
bring them right up to duate. Wo can only
get thorcughly up to date by having—I shall
not "IV pressure—hut a:lvice brousht to besr
on the frctories so thut they ave put up under
best conditions.

The Se RETARY FOR AGRICTLITE
where the Coucil of Agriculture
in—in giving that advice,

Mr. WALKER: That is why T b:lieve these
arc duties the councii could carry out. Then
take the two gradings that are goi g on at
the present time.  There are sometimng two
and thre~ points of difference between the
State and Federal graders. Do vou not
think something should be done to stop that?
We pay a twopenny tax per box to the
Federsl Government to have our butier
graded, in addition to the State grading,
when one grading would be sufficient.

The SrErRETARY TFOor AGRIrUiTURE: What
vou want tc do is to get the Country partv to
tell the Federal Government. “ Hands oT !’

Mr. WALKER: There are big arguments
on both sides, but there is nothing to prevent
the Mini-tor or the Council of Agriculture
from getting to work immediat and com-
ing to an agrecment with the Commonwealth.

[Mr. Walker.
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will come
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We recognise that the Commonwealth must
look after the oxport question. and that the
State should be able to deal with the farmer
for faults that may be detecied  Personally,
T like the State graders very much, because
I follow them and they do very excellent
work, but the two sets of graders are almost
fohting among thprwelvm Sometimes one
will not allow the other on the floor. and in
any case the farmoer has to pay double what
be should pay. I hope one of the first things
the council will do will be to stop this silly
business. We alzo nced to control the Go-
vernment to a certain extent as to where
they establich their cold steres. At the pre-
sent time an ela 1borate building. costing
£200.000 or £300,000, is being built at the

Hamilton, and evary man repreenting the
dairying induztry at our confercnce dis-

approved of that site. Iad the
{6.30 p.m.]} courcil Lwen formed at that par-

ticular time, they would have
insisted on the Government placing those
stores on a more suitable site.

Mr. Moore: The Government will take no
notice.

Mr. WALKER : We must give the Govern-
ment a trial.

Mr. Moogre: They had all the companies
coming down advising them beforchand.

Mr. WALKER: The constitution of the
ceuncil will be such that it will keep the
Government under control. I recognise that
the Government will be over-represcnted on
the council. There is no cecasion for them
to have five or ¢ix nominecs; 1 think three
would be quite sufficient, and then no harm
could be done. If the Government are really
sinecre, they will immediately reduce the
number of theiy representatives. I asked a
question this afternoon reearding the income

tox paid by cc-operative bacon. cheese, and
butter f’lctmleb. 1 very much regret that
the Premier was net game to give that

information, for reusons b;?<t known to him-
self. T have known that for some consider-
able time those concerns have been paying
an snormous amount of income tox. I am
given to understand that, although they have
tmed repeatedly to stop it, the co- opelatlve
companies have been zbl ged fo pay into the
asury about £50 000 in the form of income
tax. It is a big ftax on us. A% the present
time. for many reasons, we¢ want that money.
Co-operative cumpam’es should never be taxed
in the form of income tax. for the simple
reason that they are not profit-making con-
corns, theiy obJ( 't being to return to the
farmer or the producer mmvnhmn obtained
from his product. The farmer is taxed on
h's income every year. That is onlv fair.
We have tried repeatedly to obtain additional
capital for particular works. but have failed
to get it to the extent we would like. If you
t mnew inachinery you have to appeal

to the sume lo old micn every time
to tike up serip—-ordinary or crential.
We always put a maximum dividend of 6
per cent. on p*‘ofcrot*twl p.  In some
cases, companies do not pay anything in the
“hape of interest on ordinary scrip, breause
it is a work of love for the farmer. who
rocognises what a terrible loss it would be if
the companies were done away with, I sug-
gest that this council should Qtrong‘lv recom-
mond the wiping out of the income tax in
regard to the truly co-operative ccneerns, for
the rea-on that we cannot get additional
capital to carry out improvements. We not
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only want improvements, but we want to go
in for additions. Take the bacon factory of
which I have the honour to be chairman.
We want about £15,000 to put up additional
machinery so that we can treat the farmers’

cattle. We have appealed, during the last
month or two, for £3,000 to £4,000. We
have obtained that money, but we have

reached a deadlock. What a boon it would
be to Queensland—what an cnormous amount
of money would come into the country—if
we were allowed to go into the tinning indus-
try, even if the price of cattle is low! We
can make a success of it; we have already
done so. The Bill, if amended, should be a
particularly good Bill, and should mect the
requirements of the farmers. It is no use
the Government adopting the tactics the
Premier adopted when he indicated that all
amendments had to come from his side.
That is not playing the game. 1 am pre-
pared to go with the Government, or against
them, as my conscience dictates.  Other hon.
members should be in the same position.
Let this be a non-party affair. It will make
for the smooth working of the Bill. Let us
remember that agriculture is the greatest
industry in any part of the world. If we
can send out of the country material in the
raw or finished state and get back for it the
moncy which we have a right to get and
which we would get, we shall reduce taxation
and create an cnormous amount of employ-
ment for those who are unemplored at the
present time.

Mr. DUNSTAN (Gympie): 1 have very
much pleasure in supporting the second read-
ing of this Bill, which, I think, will give
effeet to what can be honestly described as
the big idea in the history of production in
this State. Nothing indicates with greater
effect the importance of this Bill than the
fact that the Opposition are seeking to decry
it, and at the samo time are trying to claim
credit for having thought of it first. All we
have obtained up to the present in this
debate from the majority of members of the
Opposition 1s, not a concerted policy, but
merely a confused state of mind. The leader
of the Oprpozition merely took up on attitude
of suspicion and distrust.

Mr. Bespiveron: Can you wonder at his
suspicion ?

Mr. DUNSTAN: But the leader of the
Opposition, in his conceited claims with
regard to the origin of this measure and his
arrogant references to the Premier and the
Government, had all the self-assurance of the
fabled rooster that thought his crowing made
the sun rise. I know there are country
representatives on the other side who will
heartily support this Bill—the “dinkum ”
country representatives, I think we might
describe them; but the others, including the
leader of the Opposition, find themselves at
present on the pitchfork of a dilemma, try-
ing to decide on which prong it is least
unpleazant to be impaled. TFirst one decries
the Bill; then another condemns it; a third
wants 1t altered; still another says that it
is part ot their platform, or part of the
Labour platform; while another claims
advantages both for and against it. Then,
from a welter of words, the hon. member
for Pittsworth emerges, like a molehill in
eruption. with the statement that this should
be a scheme of a Feoderal character, and
that, anyway, it is a form of nationalisation.
All that we have got from the Opposition

[14 Jurvy.]
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in this debate has been a misty mixture
of political vapourings wrapped up in a
cloud of smoke. Sowme of them. too, seem
to think that they can move industrial moun-
tains with an epithet or solve political prob-
lems with a sncer. A good deal has been
said by somec hon. members, including the
leader of the Opposition and the hon. mem-
ber for Burnett, to the cffect that the
appointments of organisers who have boen
sent round the country districts to enlighten
the farmers in regard to this scheme, which
is for the benefit of the farmer: themselves,
have been of a partisan political character.

Mr. Corser: I did not say anything of the
kind. I read a statement from the © Courier,”

Mr. DUNSTAN : That has beon the argu-
ment—that there was something of a poli-
tical character in the appointment of these
organisers. If there were any force in the
argument, it would lead one to believe that
they were all supporters of the Government
who took on this important work of educat-
ing the farmers in connection with this
scheme. As a matter of fact, we know that
that is not so; we know that political par-
tisanship did not enter into the contract at
all.  The hon. member for Burnett read
from the  Courier” a charge against the
Minister of partisanship in connection with
the matter. This is the reply of the Secre-
tary for Agriculture to that charge, which
the hon. gentleman has handed to the Press
to-day—

‘“Replying to the criticism appearing
in  yesterday's ¢ Courier,” alleged  to
have been made by Mr. Thomas Walms-
ley, of the Atherton district, against the
appointment of Mr. Harvey Jurd as
one of the organisers of the Queensland
Primary Producers’ Association, Mr. .
Gillies said that ncither the administra-
tive committee, who recommended, nor
the Government, who appointed, the
organisers nced make any apology with
regard to the personnel of those
organisers.

“¢1 do not know Mr. Walmsley,” con-
tinued Mr. Gillies, ‘but I do know,
having been the provisional secretary
of the Atherton Co-operative Butter and
Bacon Company, Limited, and having
sold the first share in that company, that
Mr. Walmsley, who is apparently now a
director of the company, did not assist
to oestablish it, as DMpe. Jord did. nor 1s
he a pioneer selector of the district.

“ He appears on the Kacham roll for
the first time in 1919, in which year he
apparently leased some land in the dis-
trict. Since then he appears to have
acquired some further property.

“ Mr, Jurd, on the cother hand, may
be numbered amongst the selectors who
pioneered the Atherton Tableland. He
1s one of the most successful and popular
men in the whole district, has been asso-
ciated with practically every movement,
whether co-operative or otherwise, for
the advancement of the district, 1s a
member of the Shire of Eacham, and at
the last election was returned  third
highest on the list out of nine candidates.

““ He is one of the provisional directors
of the North Queensland Co-operative
Bacen Company, Limited, and has acted
as chairman of that company in the
absence of the chairman of directors.

Mr. Dunstan.]
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“ From this it is apparent that Mr.
Jurd possesses the confidence of his
fellow-settlers in the district, and, in my
opinion, is well fitted for the position
with which he has been cntrusted.

7t ill becomes Mr, Walmsley, or any-
one clse, to raise the question of politics
with regard to this matter, cspecially
as quitc a number of those who have
been appointed organisers, and who are
also, in my opinion, well fitted for the
position, have been associated with party
politics in the past—and not the politics
of the present Administration.

“Mr. Walmsley is entirely wrong in
what he says about Mr. Purcell. because
Mr. Purceil is a member of and was
present at the meeting of tho adminis:
trative committee wheve Mr. Jurd and
the other organiscrs were approved of
and recommended to the Governor in
Council for appeiniment.

« As showing how careless Mr. Walms-
lev is about facts, Mr. James Purcell
informs me that the gentleman who was
entrusted with the recommendation wired
Mr. Purcell recommending Mr. Jurd,
and further. it was Mr. Purcell 'himsclf
who proposed Mr. Jurd for m;w.pfzm‘nmgnt
at the mesting of the administrative
committee.””

The PzmMIER: Hear, hear!

The SgcuETARY FOR AaricULTury : The hon
member for Burnett should now apolozise.

Mr, Comskr: The Minister «loull write
to Atherton and get the peonie theye fo
apologise. I only read the statemoent in the
“ Courier.”

The SRECBETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE :
_ought to be ashamed of you

Ir. DUNSTAN: That cffectively disposes
of the argument that there was any partisan-
ship in connection with the appointment.

Mr., Moore: It does not dispose of it at
alil.

My, DUNSTAN:
ave annoxcd beeause the

You

HFon. members opposite
v did not get all the

men of their own political kidner «<hosen.
significant that whilst the

1

Now, it is
Nationalist party have alw deslaved that
they represent country districts and country
interests as well as, if not better than. the
Countrs party, ther have remained co.-
spicuously silent on this measure.

Mr. Cosrerno: They will talk lafer.

Mr. DUNSTAN: Is that silence due to the
fact that they believe that the best solution
of the producers’ problem is the removal of
the tickets from the railway trucks containing
censignors’ produce?  Or is it that they
believe that the very ULest policy for the
primary producer, in his relation to the
middleman, is to adopt as his motto the
old adage that ¢ignorance is Dbliss”?
Happily, the success of this scheme depends
not unon hon. members opposite but upon
the farmers themsclve:s. I am certain, con-
sidering  the remarkable interest that the
scheme has aroused in all country districts
and the widespread support it has received
frem farwers who are not political supporte
of the Government, that the scheme is assured
of success, and will bring about one of the
greatest movements ever heard of in the
development of the primary industries of this
State. I particularly welcome this measurc,

[Mr. Dunsten.
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because, when speaking on the Address in
Reply last session, I said—

“ Whether hon. members opposits like
it or not, there is a movement throughout
the Stute and throughout Australia In
the direction of mnational crganisation;
cither by State regulation and control
or by assotiation with co-operative bodies.
. T believe the time has arvived for
better relations between the cousumer
and the producer, the industrialists in
the city and the man on the land. [ hold
that there is a vers close identity of
interest between the workers generally
and the primary producers. The indus-
trialists have to recozuise that the farmer
is cntitled to a fair price for his product,

and that an effort should be made to
stabilise prices. But the fararr, also,
has to vecognise that he cunnot justly ask

for an abnormally high price for his
product for home consuuption because
of world’s parity, when he doss not desire
to recognise world’s pavity when oversea
prices are low.”
L.etely the dairvmen have been receiving
orly Td. a lb. for butter-far, while at the
ame time the retuil price of butter to the
corsimer was Lle, 7d. per th.  As indicative
of the readin of the consumicr to bear
a reasoneble and uniform price, we have the
fact that in no cuse hes tnhere been any
protest from the consumer syalust the retail
price of 1s. 7d. per ib. We alio have the
fact that there has been no vesentment and
no protest by the coisumers in this State
against pa od. per b, for sugar. 'The
people of this State, or the consumn gener-
ally, recognise thai that price was fixed
in order to stabilise one of our mo:t fmpor-
tant industries, and to scrure the success of
a whiiz labour industry.

I bolieve that every fair-minded and wupre-
judiced wman within or without this Chamber
will admit that thi he ne is dirtinguished
by broad vision and true aud practival states-
manship as well as thoroughness of detail,
and that it will open up a new cra for the
primary producing industries in this State.
The good work aircadsy doue in conncetion
with our co-operative bodies in butter. checse,
and bacon farctories, in the running of special
fruit trains and other transit arvrangemests
soeured by the Fruitgrowers’ Association, are
all well known to hon. moemboers, and the
officacy of that kind of orgauisation will be
admitted by everyone. The spcech deliverad
by the hon. mewnber for (oorcora stands out
in remarkable distinstion as an idicatice: of
the severance of policies represented by hon.
members opposite.  In fact it even went fur-
ther than a lot of the statements made on
this side in favour of nationalization of the
means of production in this State. Some
of the hon. member’s arguments were par-
ticularly sound, especially as to the useless,
foolish, and unnecessary competition that is
going on at the present time amongst co-
operative bodies.

LMr. BEBBINGTON :
that for years.

Mr. DUNSTAN: I hope the advisory
council, if it does nothing else, will go a
long way in the elimination of that useless
kind of competition, and will also do its best
to remove the tendency that now prevails,
especially in the dairying industry, to over-
capitalisc the industry by the duplication
of butter factories. It must be remembered
that this Bill not only organises the producers

03

We have been fighting
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from the producing side, but also provides
machinery for effective co-operation at the
selling end, That, after all, is one of the
main factors that will provide for the success
of the producing industries in Quecnsland.
We have only to take as an instance the
cotton-growing scheme that is now being
fostered in this State with every promise of
success. I do not think any hon, member
opposite will gainsay the fact that there
would be very little hope of effective develop-
ment in the cotton industry, were it not for
the fact that we have an organisation at
the sclling end, with the co-operation of
British Cotton Growing Associations and the
guaranteed price of cotton by the Queensland
Government. That being so, it is all the
more apparent that there is the greatest
need for a Bill of this kind, which will
bring into close association with the scheme
the legislative machinery. the expert facili-
ties. and the departmental activities of the

Government, together with their financial
assistance.  The farmer has well Dbeen

described as the backbone of the country,
and a combination of the backbone and
brains of the State will make for a new era
of progress, and make the Queensland pro-
ducers one of the greatest powers in the
markets of the world. We all recognise that
the interests of the man on the land are
interwoven with those of the gemeral com-
munity. We also recognise his hardships and
disabilities, and I think, in a case of this
kind, the Government and all the originators
of the present ides and the co-operative
bodies should push forward this scheme for
the good of our State and of the producers,
and for the beneflit of all our industrics, so
that not only here, but right throughout the
Commonwealth and in the markets of the
world, our cffective organisation will be felt.
It is a matter for regret that there is any
diversity of opinion in regard to & measure
of this kind. I sincerely hope that there
will be exhibited more of that spirit of co-
cperation on which hon. members opposite
are so prone to dilate amongst themselves,
and more agreement with the Government in
building up the fabric of the structure which
we scek to erect for the benefit of the man
on the land, This big idea, framed in effec-
tive organisation, strengthened by State
assistance, and imbued with a spirit of
patriotic ambition and endeavour to help our
primavy industries, will, I am sure, open up
a new era of production. development. and
prosperity in Queensland, such as the State
has never seen before.

Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): Tt is with
plcasure.that I rise to support this Bill.
i recognise that the main principles of the
Bill may possibly be of great benefit to the
farming community. I belicve it to be a
fine system of organisation, and. if the
amendments foreshadowed by the leader of
the Opposition are carried, it will. I believe,
be a very sound measure indeed. and, pro-
vided it is properly controlled, the benefits
acerning to the farming industrics may be
very helpful.  But, of course, it depends
entirely upon how it is controlled as to what
those bencfits will be. This is not a new
system. In America it has been very largely
utilised. with a fair amount of success, and
in England, in the years 1819 and 1920. there
was a measure of a similar type introduced,
but with more far-reaching powers. After
that scheme had been in operafion twelve
ionths it had to be withdrawn owing to
economic pressure making it impossible for

[14 JuLy.]
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the scheme to be carried out. That will not
apply here, because the objects are somewhat
different. But, if we follow the same course
that was followed in England, and ry to fix
prices and arrange pools, and such like, to
any large extent. then the cconomic cffect
may force a similar position. This organisa-
tion 1a much the same as the scheme to over-
come the effects of drought instituted in New
South Wales, which has not yet been pro-
perly put into operation. I referred to the
matter in the House last year, and in the
very first speech I made in my clectorate
hefore I was returncd to this Touse I stated
to a gathering of farmers that some such
organisation as this was absolutely necessary
in their own interests. This party support
the measure because it is our own platform.
We have diseussed similar schemes at our
meoetings, and we have alzo proposed to intro-
duce some of the other measuves that have
heen foreshadowed in the Governor’s Speech.

Therefore, there is nothing new in what
the Government propose to do; but they

arc in power and can do things, whereas
wa are I oppositicn, and can only spprove

or disapprove. If the amendments fore-
shadowod are all carried, I have no fear

of this scheme being used for the pationalisa-
tion of industvy, because the farmers will be
able to control it themselves, and it is very
that thev should control it, and it
is also very neceisary that these amendments
should be carried. If these amendments are
carried, the Bill will be a plain, straight-
forward one. Personally, I do not believe

there are any ulterior motives behind 1t,
though there is, of ercourse, the political
significance. I have advised the farmers in

my clectorate to support the measure and
join up with the organisation, recognising
that it will be to their benefit.

The hon. member for Rockhampton, when
speaking last night. said that I had tried to
influence the farmers in my clectarate against
the measure. I sav that is absolutelr incor-
rect and untrue.  In Iast Safurday’s Bunda-

herg ¢ Daily News,” the hon. member pub-
lished a lettor containing misleading and
personal statements concerning me. That

lettor Taxys the hon, member open to an action
at law, if T cared to take advantage of ib.
T do not think it is right that personalities
should be indulged in. The people of my
clectorate know that T can be trusted to do
the right thing. and to deal with them
henestly, and they will know and will under-
stand that the statements which the hon.
member has made are absolutzly untrue.

The PrEMIER: You say you deal with them
honestly ?

Mr. PLETCHER : Vos. and they know it,
too.

[7 p.m.]

Mr. Fornr: T was replying to a criticism
of vours.

My, FLETCHER : Those
hon. member are abeolut
show that the hon. member is unrelizble.
ta deal with

Mr. Foror: He knows how
upreliable men.
Mr. FLETCHER: This superficiality is

proverbial.  Mokiny such attacks on me.
vwhere my reputation is known, is not going to
do any good to the hon. member when he
stands for Capricornia. When the hon. mem-
ber was speaking on the Bill Tast night, he
indulged in a mass of platitudes which takes

Mr. Pletcher.]
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us nowhere. There were no deductions drawn
and no valuable advice given by the hon.
member, e made a lot of statements which
would lead the farmers to believe that far
greater benefit will accrue to them from this
Bill than is at a1l possible. That is not a fair
thing. Wo should have more genuine criticism
from a member of Parliament.

Mr. ForpE: We never get it from you.

Mr. FLETCHER : T support this Bill. T
believe that. when we come hore, we should
criticise hon if we Dbolisve in a thing,
we should s and, if we disagree with
let our views be known.

OO I
it, we should also
With a fw modifications snd amendments
I believe this will be a vers good messure,
I would like to mention the objections T have

to the Bill. In the first place, I would like
to see the Ministor removed from the prest-
dency or chairmanship of the Counnecil of
Agriculture, and have it made non-political.
i think that the Minister who is in charge
of the Depariment of Aeviculture, which will
have to sanction any proposal submitted by
the council, should not act as chairman of
the Council of Agriculturs., Possiblv as chair-
man he would be apt to influence the council.
though perhaps  u- witting yv; thevefere 1
think it would be much be¢ier for him not to
be in the chair. My second objection is this:
I would like to sce the quorum raised to
nine, or else, ss the hon. member for Cooroora
has said, the number of Cioverumont repre-
sentatives reduced to thres. As the Bill stands
the Government representatives can form a
quorum and control the situation, although
po»sxbly_ only temporarily. I think that is a
suggestion the Minister might accept. In
the third place, I do not think that the
Council of Agriculture should have such
power over the local preducers’ asiociations.
They should be able to conduct their own
affairs without any drastic interference from
the main couneil in Brisbane. Fourthlv, T
think that the definition of * primary ‘pro-
ducer ” should be more clearly stated, so
as to exclude altogether emplorces on farms,
Tifthly. I think that the direcior and the
staff should be paid by the Government
out of the Consolidated Revenue. and not
from the Producers’ Association Fund. They
are really an adjunct of the Department
of Agriculture, and should be paid by
the department. The prodncers should not
be charged more than is absolutely mneces-
sary. There will be ample ways of spending
money without paying Government officials.
I think that is an amendment the Minister
might very well accept. I would further
like to see the date of determination of the
existenee of the provisional council specified,
or a definite assurance given.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I cannot
give you any assurance as to the date, but
I can give you an assurance that the election
of the Counecil of Agriculture will be brought
about as soon as possible.

Mr. FLETCHER: If the hon. gentleman
can give us some assurance as to how many
months it will be, that will probably suffice.
There are other amendments which will be
necessary, but those are the amendments which
most appeal to me. The Government say
the council is to be non-political, but at the
same time politics creep in. If the Minister
is not the chairman, it means that the farmoers
themsclves can control the situation, espeei-
ally if the Government represcntatives are
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reduced. I think that the director should
occupy the chair. If the director has to be
responsible for the success of the scheme, then
he should guide its destinies. The most able
man procurable should be obtained as director,
and a big salary paid to him. It would be
preferable to have a man who knows some-
thing about primary preduction, and who
has considerable organising ability. The sue-
cess of the scheme depends upon the man
whom we have at the head of affairs.

I spoke in favour of this scheme in my
clectorate. The hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton will find my remavks roported in the
“ (Gladstone Observer.,” I recommended the
farmers there to select from the producers’
asvociations the very best men to reprosent
them upon the disfrict council. If vou get
an aggregation of men who ave mere talkers,
vou will not go very far with this scheme;
but, if vou cleet the best men from each
association, and the best men are selected by
the district councils to go on the Council of
Agriculturs, vou will do some good. You
want men with cormmer sense, inen who reeog-
nise their duty, and who know when a good
proposition is put to them, for it is no use
introducing unsound proposals. You want
men who arve unselfish. There will be a
diversity of intercsts in cach dizérict councill
and, unless you have men such as { have men-
tioned, you will probably find them paddiing
their own canoces, or the canoes of the indus-
tries in which they are cngoeed, instead of
considering the interests of all sections. The
whole thing will end in smoke unless we have
the very best men available,

Mr. orpe: The farmers will see to that.

Mr. FLETCHER: it is our duty to point
out the dangers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You have
not got a very high opinion of the farmers.

Mr. FLETCHER: There are men who
are mere talkers amongst the farmers, bub
yvou have very good men amongst them;
vou have the same thing everywhere, and you
get 1t in Parliament. For this scheme to be
successful, as we all hope to sec it, you must
have good men. There must, naturally,
bhe difficulties at the initiation of the scheme,
but as the scheme develops those difficul-
ties will be removed. Tor instance, in my
district there arc already complaints about
the district council being situated in Rock-
hampton. I have pointed cut to the people
there that as the scheme develops such a
disability as that will be removed. It may
be necessary to increase the number of
district councils from fifteen. The farmers
should not expect too much from the scheme,
as its possibilities are limited. During the
next few months, before the next ensuing
clection, they may get a lot of things
granted to them which, in the ordinary course
of events, thcy would not get, because the
Government are naturally anxious for politi-
cal purposes for the scheme to be a success
and fer the farmers to approciate it.  They
want to get the support of the farmers at
the next election; therefore, they would be
pronc to give them more than they would
give them under ordinary circumstances. The
farmers want to take that point into con-
sideration. They want to look further, and
sce what the conditions are going to be under
ordinary cireumstances without an election
in sight. The Minister, in speaking on the
second reading and also at the introductory
stage, referred to the Bill as “ cmancipating
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the farmers.,”” Now, that is extravagant
language, because it will not do anything
of the sort. It cannot possibly emancipate
the farmers. It is misleading to say so. and
it is wrong to lead the farmers to believe
that they are golng to get much more from
this measure than is possible. They will
still have to work hard; they will still have
difficulties to contend with in the shape of
bad secusons and fluctuating markets, So it
is wrong to mislead them, and to let them
imagine that ther are going to be led into
a sort of paradise.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I did not
suggest that they should sit down and do
nothing,

Mr., FLETCHER : But you said that the
Bill would cmancipate the farmer, and that
it would give him tremendous benclits, It
s not posible to give the farmer tremen-
dous benelit=. The law of supply and demand
will apply, no matter what tou do. The
more you try to interfere with the law of
supply and demand, the more will it become
like a boomerang in its effect. The failure
of the Yuglish Act was due to trying to
overcome the law of supply and demand, and
it had to be abandoned. That will not
apply here, becuuse my view is that the main
provisions of this measure are to assist the
farmers in Jocal affairs. So far as market-
ing is concerned, the scope of the scheme is
quite liraited, though, of course, it will be
helpful, e:pecially in times of depression. it
is not posiible, in my opinion, to fix prices
locally.  You cannot give high prices or
form pool:, except as a temporary expedient.
if we attempt to form pools and take no
uotice of the law of supply and demand,
the effect may be very much worse in the
long vun. Thercfore, it is wrong to lead
farmers to belicve that they are going to
receive tremendous benefits from the scheme.
We can help them, of course, in times of
depression, but that is all. I believe the
main duty of the council will be to deal with
local affairs, such as the conservation of
fodder, water conscrvation, and such like.
I see that there is provision made for form-
ing committees. Committees may be formed
from the Council of Agriculture fo look after
different duties, and a fodder conservation
committce zhould be one of those scctional
committecs. They will also have to provide
storage facilities, and go in for co-operative
effort for the purchase of implements and
farm material generally, and for establish-
ing co-operative factorics. Transport facili-
ties will alto have to be improved, and com-
mittees can deal with improvements in herds
and cream-testing. and give encouragement
for new industrics, such as subsidising pig-
raising for export. The council can also
make provision for experimental :tations,
deal with educational matters, assist in find-
Ing new markets, and act in many other
directions for the benefit of the man on the
iand. These will be the main avenues in
which the council will work, After having
considered all the different schemes for the
ifferent districts, emanating in the first
place from the local producers’ associations,
the main council will come to the Govern-
ment, and it is the Government, really, that
will sanction or otherwise any secheme brought
forward. Therefore, there must be a sympa-
thetic Administration behind the scheme. The
farmers will neaturally  know where they
stand. so far as the Country party is con-
cerned, and they can be awsured at all times

[14 Jury.]
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that they will get a fair deal from members
of this party in regard to every sound and
practicable scheme that will assist them,
because we know that, when we are assisting
the farmers, we are improving the welfarce
of the whole community at the same time.
The biggest factors in the farming commu-
nity’s life and welfare are oversea markets
and seasons. We are depeudent almost
cntirely on the overseas markets for the
disposal of our products, and the ccuncil
can do very little in that respect. If there
is a big price at home, we shall get the
advantage of that big price; but, if prices
arc low, then the farmers will not do #o well.

The Premier, when outlining this scheme at
Laidley, made an unsound statement. He
¢aid that a similar scheme had been intro-
duced in America with the most beneficial
rosults, and that what they could achieve in
America we could achieve here.  But there
is no analogy between America and Queens-
land in this matter, for the reason that in
Amecrica practically all the primary pro-
ducts are consumed in America, and they
can. thercfore, control the business from the
grower to the consumer. In this country it
1s quite different, because we have to depend
on the oversea markets for the disposal of
the greater proportion of our primary pro-
ducts. The only cxception is sugar. and, av
1 said before, 1t is possible to stabilise the
ugar industry, just as the other products are
stabilised in America, because wo consume if
When we have to depend

all in Australia.
on oversea markets it is different. Therefore
it is unwise, and uot 1right, to tell the
farmers that they can ecxpeet too much from
this scheme, so far ag markets are concerned.

As far as the seasons are concerned, we
can help the man on the land by providing
for water conscrvation and fodder conserva-
tion, but the big thing is to get good seasons.
Nothing will materialise, and no great benefit
will come from the scheme, unless we have
a really good director with an efficient staff
to decal with the whole scheme. Personally,
I believe that it would be a good thing to
have compulsory membership. We could have

compulsory membership by every primary
producer automatically becoming a member.
The SECRETARY FOR AcRICCLTURE: On the

principle of preference to unionists?

Mr. FLETCHER: Not at all. I am not
dealing with uwnionists; I am dealing with
farmers. If we had compulsory membership,
it would eliminate the possibility of politics
crecping in.  As it is now, it is quite pos-
sible for cliques to be organised in certain
districts. and that will make it more or less
political. If all the farmers were members
of the organisation, then that would be elimi-
nated. It would then be very much simpler
and more satisfactory =11 round. The mem-
bership fce necd only be small, because I do
not see where any great expense is going to
be incurred. The director should be paid
from the consolidated revenue.  If the council
are going to pay a publicity agent £600 a
vear, as thev are doing at present. and if
that is going to be paid from the producers’
fund. then the farmer is going to pay heavily
for it. I would be very much against that
myself, Further, I think it would be a
mistake for the sectional organisations con-
nected with sugar. wheat, fruit. and butter
to disband. Tt might be verv beneficial for
them to remain. The functions of the sce-
tional organisations are quite different to the
functions of this agricultural organisation.

My. Fletcher.]
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Now, as to the reasons for the introduction
of the scheme. Is it becausc of the Govern-
ment’s love for the farmer, or of a most
patriotic desire to see the (‘ountry advance,
irrespective of all other questions?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
just what it is.

Mr., FLETCHER : No doubt, it is partly
responsible, but would it not be nearer
the mark to say that the Government, sceing
that their power is waning, and sceing that
they have to get fresh support from some-
where, have introduced this scheme? We
know that for the last seven years the Go-
vernment have been in power, and during
that time we had the “cheoap food stunt.”
Wa  know that terminated d[,‘xstrously in
every way, aud no one received any benefit
from 1it, and, in addition, the Government
have accumulated o tremendous amount of
debt.  State cnterprise was the next ery,
and “Socialism at Work 7 was the book
published in support of it. We know
what a tremendous failuve that was, and
whst a colossal waste of public money it
involved, causing heavy taxation. We know
how the fermers were robbsd of their butter
on two or three occasions, aud were not
permitted to get the full price for it. We
remomber the stock combargo, the com-
rzandeering of meat, repudiation and retro-
spectivit=, and all the legislation for the city
worker that has been prmcd t6 be abso-
lutely unsound, because the city worker, in
spite of all the legislation for his bencfit, i
discontonted and dissatisfied. So bad have
matters become that the (Government have
been forced to break the pledge they made
before last election and ask the Arbitration
Court for a reduction of wages. The
exigencies of the financial position may
demand that, but it is surely not richt that
the Government should break their pledges.

That is

Mr. Kmwan: VYou were clectad as a
Nationalist. (Government laughter.)
Mr., FLETCHER : Bub at clection time I

said, in response to questions. that, if elected,
I would join the Country party. The whole
electorate endorsed my actio No pledge
was broken; it is a country electorate.

1

The Pureyvizi: If you had permission, why
not sit on this side?
I FLETCHER : IHHaving scen that the

game iz played out in the city. and that they
are going to lose seats there, the Government

ave turned to the country. They are able to
do that simply becaure of the neglect of the
farmers and primary producers during the
seven years of their reign. The field is open
for development and organization, and the
Government have scen fit to take advantage
of it in the hope of climbing back to power
by getting sufficient members returned from
the country to outbalance their lossrs in the
cities. It is the growing power of the Country
party that has forced them into doing it. They
sec that, with the advent of the (“ountry
party, thev have no chance of recovering
their position. and =0 they take up the
Country party’s platform in the hope that
they will be able thereby to delude the
farmers into supporting them.

Mr. Foror: Nonsense !

Mr. FLETCIIER: That is alzolutely so.
The hon. member cannot refute it, It is a
clever move, I have no doubt, and the scheme
they have brought in is a very good one. as
I have said. The Premicr was not here when

[Mr. Fletcher.
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T said that it was the Country party’s plat-
form entirely. All these matters have been
discussed by them, even down to the Director
of Agriculture.

The PREMIER : Where is the Country party’s
platform ?

Mr., FLETCHER: How can we do any-
thing when we arc in opposition? Give us
o chance to get over there and see what
we will do. Notwithstanding all that has
gone by in the last seven years—and I do
not suppose any Government in any country
in the world have shown such iniquitous
mismanagement as this Government during
those seven years—the party oppesite have
the effrontery to ask the farmers to forget.
I think it was when the Promier outhined
his scheme to the assembled representa-
tives that he said. © Let the dead past bury its
dead.” Fancy his saying that—¢ Forget all
that has gone before; .upport the scheme;
vate for the Labour party!”—for that i
what he meant. The farmess should recogni
vshat might happen in the future. Thes have

~en what has besn permitted by this Govern-
ment in the past—nothing verx beneficial to
this country; and they swant to watch the
future. It is only the great mnatural
rasources of our State that have cnabled the
country to carry on, and the farmers need
to be careful for fear that, if the Government
are returncd with the nMp of this scheme,
they will resort to legislation very similar im
nature to that from which we have suifered
during the last seven vears. We know that,
if they get the support of & formers sufli-
ciently to put them back, they may have no
hesitation in turning them down absolutely
and resorting to their platform of socialism.

My, Branp: Communism !

Mr. FLETCHER : The platform of the party
apposite is socialism. At the Qciober Lrbour
Clonvention all these resolutions were carried.
and the Council of Action was formed. That
council is still in existence, and from vour
knowledgn of the Labour pu rhy, e qm‘nkm
you know that, when vou are nm hearing
very much of their sctivities, the just the
tirne when they ave mest aciive, so that the
couneil mav even now be fermulating plans
for the socialisation of indus Weo have
not had from the Premier any d‘&'L\'o"‘al of
that socialistic platform.

The PreviEr: It is not f1. the platform;

it is the objective.

My, FLETCHER : As the hon. member for

Drayton said, the Premjer has two pups—
one a communistic pup, and the other a
country pup; and. when he goes to the

country. he takes his country pup with him,
and x{'hnyl he is in the city, he has his
communiztic  pup. (Laughter.) The Pre-
mier is not his own master—he knows
that—he is dowinated by the C-niral Political
Exccutive, although lately, I will admit, he
has heen asserting his authoritv. Whoen the
Premier outlined the scheme first, I «aid that
cither it presaged an carly eloction or the
Premior was preparing a soft bed to fall
on: and I may not be far wmn0 Tt would
be a ridiculous thing—can vou imrgine any-
thing more mr‘onﬂruous 7—if the Government
came back from the country with a majority
snd the Central DPolitical Excoutive, whe
dominate the party opposite, had to administes:
the Act for the farmers. (Opposition laughter.)

The PREMIER : Are you against the scheme?
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Mr. FLETCHER: I am not. I am abso-
lutely in favour of it, but I am giving the
motives for it.

The PrEvizR: The Council of Agriculture
will administer the scheme.

Mr., FLETCHER : Yus, but they can only
ma 1\0 proposal:. They have to get the Cabi-
net's sanction. You must have sympathetic
admmis.‘ratiu& and I vwould not coro to have
the administration of the Censral Political
HExecutive. (Opposition lauuh.or) The whole
thing savours very much of some of Phillips
Oppenheim’s novels—*“ The Great Delusion,”
“The Amazing Impersonation,” or “ The
Mystorious Mz, Thcodore.” (Opposition
laughter.) To think of the Central Political
Exceutive controlling the farmers’ interests
is too stupid and MHV for words. (Govern-
ment interjections.) Then vou have to con-
sider what the Seerctary for Mines said: “ We
have a majority of only onc, but after the
next election, we shall como back with four
or i and then we shall put our platform
into cffect.””  What platformi do they mean?
They are putting the Country v’s platform
into effect now; but the Secretary for Mines

cays that after the next eolection they will
put into cffect their platform—the social-

istic platform. I have criticised the scheme
from cvery point of view honestly and fairly.

The SECRETARY FOR Aanicrirrre: Yeu have
been very hostile.

Mr. FLETCHER: I have not been hostile,
but 1 am not going to Inud the scheme to
the skies, or support it without giving the
Government’s reasons for intraducing it It
would not be fair——vou have to ldl\(} both
sides of the quf“‘tlon T osew it i goort
scheme, and there is the possibility of great
¢ood coming from it, provided that the rwht
men control it from one end to the other, and
provided that there is no political control,
Before the Promier came in. I sald it was
necessary to vealise thad we must have the
very best man as director, even if we have
1o pay £2.500 a year, but that having got
him, must I+t him tale the chair and
control the whole thing from cne cnd to tho
other. We must get t im f‘u'.lm@ through the
district couneily, to recognise that the best
men must be put at the livad <»f this scheme,

W

if it is to be a success. That is why
I am so insistent on that point now. I am

very glad to be able to support the Bill,
because 1 recognise that it is high time that
something of this kind was done, and I have

no fear of the farmers turning their own
representatives  down  when  the clection
arrives.

Mr. KERR (Enoggora):
that this Bill has vast

zood. Tt alvo ha
a great deal of d:
iz is administcred

w<ibilitics of doi
w1 do evond
apart flom party nolitics.
I do not think, under the present

{7.30 p.m.] Adminis --]numn" by their
past ar tion ~th at thet 1s posiible.

nyvone listening to hon. mewmbers on the
(xovoznmont side would i‘hink that, b fow
words, the many obstacles -standing in the

way of the consummation of such a srheme
could be overcome without any dificuity. In
fact, one would think that all thew diflicultics

are already overcome.
Mr., BreExxan: Hear, hear!
KIRR: The hov. gonileman say

‘Hear, hear!™ 1f he will peruse the Bill
he will see that, from the beginning to the
end, it is merely the initiation of the seheme,

{14 Jury.]
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and is
intend
tion.
fiftcen
land.
known
sibly,
to be called anythin
© Council of Action
known throughout

merely for organization purposes. 1
to deal with the question of organisa-
In the first place, we are to have
district councils throughout Quecns-
They send representatives to what is
as the Council of Agriculture; pos-
in another plare if the Council had
it «would be enlled the
—-a council that is well
Aunstralio.

B

Mr. Bronwax: Better than the © Council
f Inaction,” like you have been.

My, KIERR: The mtmwtatzon clause scts
out that “ primary producer” includes every

the ocoupation of a dd.)lV
farmer, canegrower, porsous  engaged in
general farming, ete. 16 means that any
fitteen men who are engaged in primary
production—it may be that they aes Wollung
on a farm for the owner of the farm and
have not any capital involved—any fiftesu
of any particular locality, being cmployzes
who arc not at present governes 1 by Arbitra-
tion Court awards, may combine and be
registered and join on to a district council,
who, in turn, will send their umezontltncs
to the gra and  council. It will be seen
that the organisatio: follows closely cn the
lines laid down in the Trades Union Act of
1915, the only difference being that under
the Trades TUnion Act seven men may get
together and form a unfon.  The Trades
Union Act also provides that two units
may amalganate. This Bill provides that
various units may amalgamate. Natur ally,
when you look at that organisation and know
what is happening in other parts of Aus-
tralia, vou begin to wonder if there is a
sinister aspect to the whola matter. There
may be a thread of homesty running through
it, but after zcven years of Labour govern-
ment one is inclined to look advelqe]“ at
ru"h a Bill. Evervone must realise “that
to-day the farming community requires assist-
ance.  We find hon. members taiking about
giving the full result of his labour to the
snd with the

person eng raged in

prin producaer, me brgnth
urging that ('lwa,)m commoditics be given
to the consumer. The Labour party to-day

ave it both ways. They have.
excluded the middleman.

What is wrorg with that?

My, KERR: There is nothing wrong with
it. One middleman who fo-dny 15 between
the grower snd the const is a Labour
Minister drawing £1.000 a vesr. Bvery man.
from the hank mane down to the bar
tender, including everr man in this Flouse,
is gotting a slice of thet nroduct between
the producer and the consusaer. The quicker
iz is realisesd that you canuot form a whole
community on the communisiic principle the
bettor 1t will be for this Stats. That 38 one
of the obstacles that should be overcome at
» very carly t. is applicable to every

arc tryiog to !
in thetr minds,
Mr. BRENNAN:

aoer

date, It
article of production.

When vou look at c¢lause 10, you find they
are, anparer making the Council of Agri-
culture a body rporate, conable of suing
+nd being surd; and it is to have perpetual
suceesgion and an oflicial seal. This, to me,
is a very sinister cleuse. I states, further,
that the Council of Agriculture has nower to
talte, purchase, rpell, exchange, lease. and
hold land, goods, chattels, =~curities, and any
other property. From that turn to the
functions and objects outlined in the Bill.
The first is “ developing the rural indus-
That has nothing to do with leasing

Mr. Kerr.]




282 Primary Preducers’

land. Then there are investigation into pro-
bvlcms relating to rural indusiries; instruc-
tion in scientific knowledge and training,
farm management and farm  cconomics,
including cost of production and farm
accountaucy; rescarch; controlling discases
in pests; marketivg and distribution; stor-
«ge, handling, and transport; testing, stan-
dardising and grading; promoiing co-opera-
five associations ard enterprises; bettering
the conditions of rural life and extending
rural education; dealing with matters which
may be referred to the Council by the Minis-
ter; advising, assisting, and co-operating
with the department axd the associations in
matters pertaining to rural industries. I
know whrther that clav

would like to
to taking, purchasing, and Ik

relating
land,

is put in for the spcatic purpose of
establishing tho scheme on a community basis
With organised bodies thers is no necess 3
for that eclzuse. Tf the clause has not a
simnizter meauning, I shall be very much mis-
teken. 1t is a condemuation of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture to bring this in after
seven years of this parts’s sdministration.
It is an ackvowledgment that thev a

k <3 1IDCO -
petent to fivd w solution of the proklems
confronting the agricultural indusiry. If wo

turn to statistics, we find that of the tobal
amount spent by the Department of Asvicul-
ture, 50 per cent. goes in the pavment of
salaries o officials ir the head office in Brie
bene. The Government spend only $£130.000
per annum.  Against that, New South Wales

spends over £1,000.000. New South Wales
has three times our population, but they
spend nine times the wwmount of noney on

agrivnimm. Takirg the purchasing powor
of the sovereign into consids ration, an oyl
amount was spent years ago 1o what is l:atim’;
spent to-day by this Adminisiration. One
of the most imporfant things in conneciinn
Wlt}l primary production world’s parily.
It is useless for us to talk unless we have a
consuming population giving the primary
producer bettor value for his product---riving
him more than the cost of vreduction. ¥
was_done with regard to'suam‘. We
produce all the suzar required for co nunp-
tion here. It was the National +t ravty in
EESLiggﬂlﬁ] House who handlad the situation
Mr. BrEnNaN: Nonscnse,

Mr. XERR: Tt remained for the Com-
monwealth  Government to negotiate an
agreement which enabled the sugar-growers
to obtain a living out of the industry. No
industry can be successfully controlied unless
we have co-ordination throughout Australia.
The whole of the producers of Australia
should be brought under the control of the
Federal Government. The ¥ederal Govern.
ment paid to the producers for their pro-
ducts during the war the sum of £484.000,000.
The difference between the Labour Govern.
ment and the Foderal Nationalist Govern-
ment is that we have a good deal of talk
and propaganda on the part of the Labour

T hat

Government, but the Federal Nationalist
Govgrnment have substituted actions for
words.

Mr. BrenNaN: Can you prove your figures ?

Mr. KERR: Yes.

Mr. BRENNAN :
talk about it.

Mr. KERR: The Commonwealth Govern-
ment came to the rescue of the farmers, and
enabled a considerable amount of their pro-

[Mr. Kerr

Prove them, and do not
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ducts to be exported overseas. The Com-
monwealth Nationalist Government have

come to the assistance of the banana, maize,
timber, and many other industries.
Mr. KirwaN: Canungra, for instance.

Mr. KERR: I know cxactly the position
at Canungra. I have spoken on that matter
in other places. Surely the hon. member for
Brisbane, representing a commercial com-
munity, will not classifr Canuncra as the
timber area of Queensland or Australia?

Myr. Kirwan: You were quoting what the
Federal Government had done, and I gave
you a caszc In point.

Mr. KERR: Kveryone realisrs that half
the people of Australia are kept in employ-
ment by the primary industrics, thus enab-
ling produce to be sent to Great Britain,
and pos:ibly exported from there. T think
it is a mistake compulsorily to force members
to join organisations and thes to wipe out
the existing organisations that have done so
much for this State. I do not think that
it is possible to take such sudden action
with  beneficial  results, These  evisting
orgarisations should be kept going for a
consiterahle time hofore thev ave absorbed,
if it is intended to absorb them. To hear
hon. members opposite. one would think
that this was the first ocesizion on which
anvthing had heen done to organise the
primarry producers. There are thousands of
primary producers organised to-day.

My TopspinaToXN @ Ninetv por cent. of them.

Mr. KERR: Just outside the metropolitan
arca we have possibly 1,800 farmers who,
during the Government’s seven years of
office. have been bringing in their produce
one day a week and placing it on the floors
of the varions auctiomeoring rooms. The
Government have been watching this going
on, and they know perfectly well that the
stuff has been handled half a dozen times
by useless deslers, and that the consumer
has been paying an increased price as a
consequence.  The Government have taken
no steps to remove those disabilities.

%1r.  Buinxan: The Bill is going to
remove them.

Mr. KERR : The Bill is not going to remove
then,  This Bill is only for purposes of
organisation. I am comnlaining hoeause
there is ‘ nothing doing’ in the Bill. It
is mere taik. Ome thing that will get over
the d'ffien’ty is co-operation, and I am in
accord with it.

Mr. BrexxaN: How many farmers have
you got in your electorate?

Mr. KERR: I have in my clectorate per-
haps double the number of farmers that the
hon, member for Toowoomba ha« in his, and
I have taken action time and again by plae-
ing matters In their interests before the
Government; but the Government have, in
turn, not secn fit to adopt my svggestions.
The present scheme co-ordinates with some
suggestions that T have alrcady put before

the Government, and which can b2 carricd
out with beneficial effect. The Government

have previcusly turned thesn down time and
again  The foreword of a pamphlet entitled
“Co-operative Storekeeping,” issued by the
Westralian  Farmers’ Limited and the
Farmers’ Co-operative Company, reads—
“Waste has become so great and
gencral that national, as well as indi-
vidual necessity, demands its elimination.
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The Prime Minister and some other legis-
lators have realised this, and they urge
co-operation in every industry as the only
remedy. Unfortunately for the producers
and for the State, all the legislators are
not so far-seeing or so free or couragcous
to voice their opinions on this matter as
the Prime Minister. As usual, the prople
themselves must take the lead, and there
is no doubt the mere politicians will
follow.”

The farmers’ associations of Queensland have
taken the lead, and the mere politicians of
the Labour party after seven wvears of power
have been forced to follow in their footsteps.
The pamphlet further states—

“ With them the motto is not ¢ My
country first,” but their instinci of self-
preservation is strong, and when public
opinion becomes organised and expresses
itseli in co-operative action, co-operators
may expect the general support of legis-
lators.

¢ The condition of affairs it is so neces-
sary—really vital—to remedy is the result
of organisation among thosc interests
that have fastened themselves on to the

primary and secondary industries. The

farming industry offered an open and
¥ e

most  profitable field for coxploitation,

since farmers were without organisation,
and their isolation and continual struggle
for cwistence made them casy victims to
keen, scheming, and frequently unserupu-
lous business men. That farming paid
‘the interests’ there can be no doubt,

and the field for exploitation was so
profitable  that ‘the intercsts’ grew,
flourished, and multiplied, until the

burden on the farmers became unbear-
able, and cxtreme necessity compelled
them to action for their own preserva-
tion. Like the farmers in other countries,
they found but one solution offering, and
that was ¢ co-operation.’

“ This has proved its efficiency, and no
better testimonial to its success necd be
looked for than the bitter opposition to
which 1t has been subjected by the
interests which formerly battened on the
farmers. Co-operation has been tested
in a small way, and it has becn an
undoubted success. It has been said that
any failure in co-operation could be cured
by more co-operation, and it is patent
that the success which has so far been
achicved can be made a greater success
by still more co-operation.

“ When the seventy co-operative com-
panies were formed in this State a year
or o ago, 1t was deemed advisable to
limit their opcrations to agency business
for a time, during which members would
familiarise themselves with the movement
and what it stands for. Membership
in the local co-operative companies was
made ecasy, for little or no capital was
required for agency business, and the
result has more than justified the method.
These seventy companies, starting with
capitals varying from £5 to little more
than £20, have made profits for the year
ranging from about £50 to £500 each.

“ It is now felt thut the time has come
for the further cxteonsion of the move-
ment, and it is well to remember what
the system, the organhisation, or ths move-
ment—call it what rou will—is aiming
at—the elimination of all waste, and to

{14 Jowny.]
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sceurs to the producer the full reward
of his labour. To secure this end action
in two directions is necessary : the farmer
must dispose of his products with the
greatest possible economy, and he must
buy his requirements at legitimate prices
and not at prices ivflated by the inter-
vention of unnecessary middlemen. By
these methods alone can he hope to con-
tinue his industry. ¥c has o compete
in the world’s markets, and must sell at
the world’s prices, and it is compulsory
that he adopts the methods of other
countrics before he can lock for success.”

Already, without the intervention of this
Government, the farmers have adopted co-op-
eration., It is a policy that every rcasonable
man in the community should adopt. Evo-
lution has brought about many changes, and
we have now to admit that we should give
the man on the land a fair thing. If that
i3 not done, the result will be that he will
be driven off the land. During the last few
years there has been a decrease 1n the acrcage
of land under cultivation in Queensland, and
now the Labour partv recognise that some-
thizg must be done. We could also assist the
n:anufacture of our produce by co-operation.
o-day we are nothing less than a Stute
producing raw products for other countries
of the world to manufacture by slave
labour, and then the manufactured article
comes back to this country and is sold at a
high price. That i= due to the conditions
existing in the industrial world to-day, and
the only solution is immigration, so that we
shall have a sufficient number of pcople to
consume what we grow. At the present time
our producers have to depend on world's
parity, We would like to sce the Argentine
—without wishing her any harm—have a
drought, as then the Qucensland cattlemen
would get a decent return for their cattle.
We must have more people in this country,
and the quicker we get them the better. 1
#ill now read out a proposition which I put
before the Government in regard to a soldiers’
scttlement in my clectorate. It is dated 1st
September, 1921, and reads—

5l
By

“ To-day, representatives of ‘ The Gap’
{Enoggera) Soldiers’ Scttlement Progress
Association (Messrs. Sparkes, vice-presi-
dent, and Smith, honorary sccretary)
waited upon me to place the following
matter for the kind consideration of the
wounded and maimed soldiers’ committee
in conjunction with the Land Settlement
Committee, the latter of which you have
the honour to be chairman.

“Tt is proposed by the association to
form a company corporate, registering
as a limited company in the usual way,
the objects being—

1. To distribute
dressed poultry
(a) Direct to city and suburbs;

and fresh-

eggs

(b) Through agencies established
throughout Quecnsland.

2. Complete control of their own
products.

1 think this explains the objects, and
is a scheme with good prospects, although
new to Queensland.”

The SPEAKER: Order! I would ask the
hon. member to connect his remarks with the
Bill. :

Mr. KERR : I am connecting my remarks,
inasmuch as this proposal has a particular

Mr. Kerr.]
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bearing on the proposed scheme, and it is in
accord with various principles outlined in
the Bill. It continues—

“It is intended by the settlers to
‘move,” as far as possible, on their own
initiative, and already arrangements are
being made with the Commonwealth
Bank to secure the negotiation of part of
their gratuity bonds, thus paving a way

for the purchase of shares by those
directly concerned.
“However, the settlers, as you are

aware, cannot do justice to the proposal
and restrict the shares to the men them-
selves unless a little assistance is forth-
coming.

‘ Approximately, 70 per' cent. of these
men on the seftlement ave drawing war
pensions because of their injuries. They
really are ploncers in an industry with
vast possibilities to Queensland. The
fund, as indicated by the designation
thereof, is applicable to their case. It is
for the purposc of assisting those con-
cerned as herein. The benciit possible is
very great In many ways.”

The poultry industry in Quecnsland has
reached an indepcndent position. The value
to the Commonwealth of that industry is
about £8,000,000, and its value to Qucensland
is over £400,000, and it is something that
should be mothered and nursed. Any
Government could well expend a few pounds
to nurse this industry. It means a good deal
to the people of America. They have scttle-
ments there containing thousands of people
who make their living {rom poultry alone.
I suggested in my letter to the Government
what I thought would meet the situation
and provide for the pulping of eggs, of which
we receive many casks from China and Japan
to-day done up by yellow labour; and yet
the Government made a suggestion that they
would advance a certain amount of money
equal to the amount advanced by the settlers,
The settlers already had spent their gratuity
bonds in trying to make the business a
success. They did not have a penny piece
to put up, and instead of the Government
losing on this proposition; these men would
have been able, with a good start such as
that, to pay their rents and interest on the
advances. I am not going into further
details of the scheme. As I said in com-
mencing, the Bill has vast possibilities of
doing good, and I sincerely trust that such
matter as has appearced in the “ Agricultural
Journal ’—paid for by the Government, no
doubt—will not be utilised in any shape or
form to bring political taint into the matter.
We are all entitled to our political opinions,
but we have no right to do anything detri-
mental to one section of the community in
connection with a scheme such as this, which
has vast possibilities. I sincerely hope that
the scheme will result in increased produc-
tion, which will be for the benefit of the man
on the land and everyone between, as that
will lead to a contented community. I hope
the Government will not use a scheme such
as this to get into power, in order that they
mav remain at the head of this State for a
few more years. I hope also that there will
be a change of Government in the necar
future to carry this scheme to the consuma-
tion point, and that good will result all
round.

Mr. BELL (Fassifern):
give my unqualified approval to this Bill
because, from this Government, we have
experienced very many pitfalls and so many

[Mr, Kerr.

I do not_rise to
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kicks in their legislation in the past that we
always look for those kicks when a Bill 1s
brought in by them.

Mr. J. Joxes: And you will always get
them.

Mr. BELL: My experience is that we are
never disappointed. However, I would like
to say that the object of organising the
primary producers of this State is a most
laudable one, bLut whether the Government
believe in it or not I do not quite know.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUREZ: (ive us
credit for it.

Mr. BELL: After seven years of office they
suddenly realise that it is necessary to do
something for the producers. If scems to me
an extraordinary thing that the Government
should bring in a Bill like this and now pose
as the friends of the farmer, becausc 1t is
the first time we have ever heard of any
sympathy for the man on the land from this
Government. That naturally makes us sus-
picious about their sincerity. The Bill is
entirely opposed to the aims and objects of
the Labour party, whose policy is ‘ socialisa-
tion of industry and the means of production,
distribution, and exchange.”” One must admit
that it is very necessary that something
should be done to enccurage pzople, not only
to go on the land, but to stay on the land,
to make life in the country attractive and
profitable. For some years past there has
been a drift to the cities. Some years ago
only 59 per cent. of the population of Aus-
tralia lived in the cities, but to-day we find
the proportion has increcased to 75 per cent.
That is a bad thing for any country. What
we want is more population, and in that con-
neetion the Government are not sincere. After
the war, when the attention of the world was
drawn to Australia, we had an opportunity of
attracting desirable immigrants to Australia;
but what has been done? Absolutely nothing,
and it is not the intention of this Govern-
ment to do anything, either.

[8 p.m.]

Mr. Kirwax: The Nationalist party are
in charge of immigration in the TFederal
Parliament.

Mr. BELL: If this Government make the
land available, immigrants will come out
here, and the Federal Government will be
only too pleazed to assist us. If anything
can be done to improve the conditions of
the people on the land it is most desirable
to do so. in order to attract immigrants
and to settle our own people on the land as
well; but how this 'is to be obtained by
organisation I do not know. Tt looks like
an experiment on the part of the Govern-
ment, and, if it turns out to be a failure,
then the Government can turn round o
the farmers and say, “ You ungrateful dogs
—we have given you a Primary Producers’
Organisation Act.”” Whether it can be donc
by organising all the primsry industries inte
a national nnified kody T do not know. It has
been found in Queensland that the fruit-
growers could not be organised info one
organisation. It was necessary to divide them
into separate sections and have them organ-
ised under separate heads. That, I think, will
have to be done with the various producing
interests in Quecnsland in order to be success-
ful. The Government, by this Bill, are creat-
ing huge #nd expensive machinery. On their
own admission, it is going to cost from
£20,000 to £25,000 for the first year. What



Priémary Producers’

it is going to cost for the second year we do
not know, but the Government are subsidis-
ing the scheme on a “ fifty-fifty ”” basis; the
producers have to put up 50 per cent. and

the Government will subsidise it to the
extent of 50 per cent. But what are the
producers’ organisations going to do? We

know that in Australia the prices of our
primary products arc regulated by oversea
markets. We have not got*the pcople
here. In forming local pools we may get
a temporary advantage. but we have the
experience of the maizegrower to-day. Once
maize reaches a certain price, then black-
grown maize from Africa wili be imported.
It is the same with the butter pool. We
found that, when butter rcached a certain
price, Victoria, which got all her supplies
from Queensland. sent over to New Fealand
and obtained her supplics from that country.
I might say that T have no opposition to
offer to the Bill, provided that the Govern-
ment give every industry the opportunity
by vote to say whether they will come under
the Bill. Why should the grazier and the
canegrower be forced to pav their levies
and come under the Bill when, probably,
they have their own organisstions? Those
cngaged in an industry are the people who
know most about it. I would like to refer
to what the graziers propose.to do to relieve

the present situation. We all yealise that the
erazing industry is in a very bad positios.
We are up against great interests on the other

dide of the world., and to fight those intercst:
we must have some power hehind us. To
do that, we have appesled to the Federal
Grovernment to give us power to form a meat
board fo enable us to make @ levv on the
stockowners of the whele of Australia, in
order to ereate a fund with which to eet inio
closer touch and organise our markets ab
the other end of the world. We did this
because we realised that without this we
would be entirely powerless as an industry.
We asked the Federal Government to come
in behind us, bul, owing to the restrictions
of the Federal Constitution, there is mno
power to cnable us to levy rates or fees in
the various States. We were going to ask
the Government of Queensland to give us
statutory power to make that necessary levy
on the stockowners of Queensland. With
that gencral fund we were going to scek new
markets in the Kast, and to develop and re-
establish Australia’s name on the markets
at home. We all know the reason of the
collapse of the market at home. which was
largely due to the reduced purchasing power
of the nations in Europe, and also to a
fight which is going on between the huge
North American companies, known as the
“ Meat Trust.” and the British companies
onerating in South America for the control
of the world’s markets. We realise that, if
the North American trust should win in
thi= ficht, the British consumer will be
entirely in their grasn
prices thev like., Tt will be remembered
that a Comiission—the Bridgeman Com-
mission—was anmointed by the  Home
Government to inquire into the extent to
which American companies ave scenring a
hold over the Enelish trade. This Commis-
sion advised the home Government to license

all importers of meat and produce into
Great Britain. Under onr scheme, we are
asking that the Homes Government should

grant preference to Dominion-grown produce
to the extent of 334 per cent. It is not an
unfair request for us to make, because, when

[14 JoLy.]
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the war broke out, Great Britain wanted
men to fight for her and beef and other pro-
duce to feed the men with, and Australia
gave unstintingly. In times of trouble in
the future Great Britain may require the
assistance of the Dominions; and, if this
ficht goex on and the meat trust wins i,
then Great Britain will be entirely within
the grip of a foreign country. I am just
elaborating the beef ques .tion, because it
more or less affects every other primary
industry in Ans‘rralla There is another very
important matter—that is the standardisa-
tlon of Australian produce. We have some
of the finest fruit and other products in
the world grown in Australia; but, unfor-
tunately, they ave badly turned out and
arc not up to standard, and we lose our
position on the world’s market and Aus-
tralian produce gets a bad name. We shall
also have to eliminate the distributing costs,

which are altogether too high. Even to-day -
the British consumer is not getting the ad-
vantage of the cheap meat which is sold on
the Smithfield market. We also suggest an
improvement in our breeding methods. In
the Argentine and the United States, which
are the two biggest beef-producing countries,

the s\\‘r m is buving br weight on a quality
Tt would tend to the improvement of
stock in Australia. I say that Queensland
tustralian stock are as good as those in
The only thing

and
any other part of the world.
is that in the Argentine and other countries

they have a much bigger proportion of high-
grade stock and first-class beef, That is
not altogether the fault of the stock-
breeder in Australia and Queensland, because
we are unfavourably situated here, and we
cannot do as they do in the Argentine—pay
a high price for bulls and female stock—
because they have the advantage of selling
their beef products at a much higher rate
than we can get. I just wanted to mention
this matter of the beef, because I want
to show that in nr[ranisiwg these industries
it will be impossible fo organise the pas-
toral industry in common with the other
primary products in Queensland, because
those engaged in those industries know most
about them, and should be the most capable
of managing their own affairs. The same
thing applies to the sugar-cane growers and
to the dairy farmers. In the dairving indus-
tr+ there arc many men who have given
‘rhmr lives to the organisation of the dairy-
ing industry. They have built it up by co-
operation, and, if this Bill goes through
as it is, all those organisations will be more
or less wiped out. If the Government were
sincere, they should have taken the e\v%mg‘
grazing and dairv organisations and built
up from them. Why have a huece cxpensive
machine to do a lot of work that has already
been done?

Oppostrion MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. BEBBTNGTON : Thev want to create billets
for a lot of people who are looking for them.

Mr. BELL: It looks like it. Turning to
the Bill iteslf, as I said before, if these
various industries were given an opportunity
to say whether they would come under the
scope of this Bill or not. I would be heartily
in favour of it. The Minister said he would
accept any reasonable amendment from this
sldo but unfortunately we have the experi-
ence of the last two sestions, when not ono
amendment was accepted from this side.
The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: They
were not reasonable.

Mr. Bell.l
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Mr. BELY : We will assist the Government
to amend this Bill.
The SPCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
you to assist the country.

We want

13

Mr. BELL: The definition of  primary
producer,” reads—
¢ Primary producer’—Every person

cngaged in the occupation of—
(7) Dairy farmer; or
(b) Wheat, maize, or cereal grower;
or

¢) Canecgrower; or

d) Fruitgrower; or

¢ Gr'ulor' or

/) Farmer, whether engaged in
general or mixed farming, cotton,
potato, or vorrehblo growing, or
poultry or pig raising; and

any class of persons declared by the

Governor in Council, on the recommenda-

tion of the Council, by Order in Counecil,

to be primary produc:rs for the purposes

{e)
(
()
(

of this Act; and ¢ primary produce’ and
¢ primary production’ have corrclative

meanings.”’
We would like to know what that means,
because one of the Ministers interjected last
pight that a miner was a primary producer.
The employees on the farms may be con-
sidered to be primary producers, so there is
a danger of some other class than the farmer
getting control of the machinery under this
Bill. They arc not actually engaged in pro-
duction so th 'y cannot be termed primary
producers.
Mr. FoLEY:
purposes of this Aet.’

Myr. BELL: We are not sure what the
purposes ¢f this Act are. There is another
weakaess In this Bill. and that is that it is
more or less und-r Government control and
Government iufluence.  That is something
which the world to-day is fighting against.
We had experience of that dmwg the wa
and we find what a paralysing influcnce it
has been to tho primary producers. Instead
of giving the primary producers every encour-
agoment to carry on their own affairs, it looks
as if the Government are trying to dominate
this machine. I notice that the Couneil of
Agriculture is to have a quorum of six; but,
as the Governinens appmm five members with
the Minister, 1t is quite possible that the
Government may be able to control it, and
then they cin give effect to any recommen-
dation they desire.

There

The definition says ‘‘ for the
That is very plain.

is another matter. It does not say
how many shall constitute a local producors
association. It says that not less than fifteen
by apph Cmon be rccognised as a local
ploducore association, but it does not say
how many shall be in the association. It
locks as if the Act is going to be largely one
or regulations, and that is alwavs a versy
dangerous thi I should like the

may,

ormranisa-
tion to be placed more in the hands of the
producers and those engaged in the industry.

I have pointed out what I regard as weal-
nesscs in the Bill. Probably we may be given
an opportunity to move ame ndmcnm; in Com-
mittee, and, 3f the Minister in charge will
accept some of them, it will be an adv autaf”e
So far as the general Bill is concerned, I am
in favour of organising the primary producers,
but not under this present scheme. If our
amendments are accepted, this will be a
better Bill.

[Mr. Bell.
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Mr. PETERSON (Yormanby): I desire to
say at the outset of my address that I intend
cordially to support the Government in the
passage of this measure. I do so, not because
I have sbsolute faith and since rity in the
actions of the Government in bringing forward
the measure, but I regard it mmnlv as a
palliative. Very often when a nation is
afflicted, and even in our own houscholds the
sam» thing applies, when medical science has
failed, then we have to resort to palliative
measures. This Bill contains many clauses
and provisions which can be regarded for the-
time being as palliatives. The Minister was
vory optimistic In connection with ths whole
Bill. He pointed out that he was prepared
to accept reasonable amendments from this
side. When those amendments are circulated
in Committee, the Minister will recognise
that theyr arc reasonable amendments and
not meant to destroy the main provisions of
the Bill in any shape or form. Personally,
I think it should be the duty of every hon.
memb>1 of this chamber to help the Minister
to render assistance to the primary.producers.
For a long time I have contended that the
primary ptoducer will never come into his
own until he is organised on the same plan
as the industrialists are organised.  The
Minister has gone further, because he is
organising a huge concern that is to control
the affsirs of the primary producer. The
Minister says it is to be non-political. The
most remarkable thing about it is that the
Minister is prepared to tell the primary
preducers that this should be non-political,
while at the same time he is prepared to go
to the Trades Fall and meet the trade unions
and tell them to be tru» to the Labour party,
and stick to their unions and stick to the
objective.  Whz, if this Bill is to be non-
political, does he not give the same medicine
to the trade unions? Becaus» of that we have:
to question the sincerity of the Minister,

although his Bill is a good one. We have the
right o ask what is the undmlvmg factor
that is compelling the Government to bring
this Bill forward now?

Whilst T intend to support it, ws I have
already said, that should not detcr me from
trring to point out where we consider we

ot expect to achieve the millennium for
» producers undeyr it. I have said to the
electors in the Central District that I would
render every assistance to the passage of a
mcasure of this sort, provided there were
no decided pitfalls in 1t; but, at the same
time, I realise that the producers cannot
come into their own unless there is a Federal
system controlling the whole of the State
systems,

OprpPOSITION MEMBERS :

Mr. PETERSON: Let me give a simple
illustration. It is proposed to bring the
rugar industry into this aericultural co: nbine,
if T may use that term. It seems to me that
the sugar industry is on a vory goosd wicket—
I am assuming that the sugar agreemont has
been renewed.

The SECRETARY FOR
you assume that?

Mr. PETERSON : 1 think the hon. member
will recognise that, on the information that
is in the Press to-day and the notification
made by Mr. Rodv(\r‘ vesterday, we can
assume there will be a satisfactory agreement.

Iear, hear!

AGRICULTURE: Why do

The SECRETARY rOR ACGRICULTURE: That is
very good news to Quecensland.
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Mr. PETERSON u'vhow, I assume that
the agrecment is lcne\\ ed. I votad, and the
Govern.uent. voted, for the cane prices hoard

principle, which was absolutely nceessary at
that time to give to the producer a fair
return for his labour, Thoss boards were to
fix the pr.ces to be puid for sugar-cane,
which at that time were on a very low

scale.  tut aomethirm clse came alo g
Whilst the care prices bomd legislation was
good, it was found ultimately that to secure

the salvation of the sugar industry it was
neces:ary to get a Federal agu‘gmunt, I say
the same th;ng is necessary here. Whilst the
Minister may provide in this Bill ad nirable
machinery to sccure fair prices for the

pro-
ducers, ke will find in the end—if we look
forward three or four years—thst he w.ll
have to go to the Federal authorities and
seck co-operation federally in order to suc-
ceod. Supposo, for instance, the Council of

Agricuiture  advised the Governinent that.
owing io drought conditions and other causes,
the cost of pl(,ducing butter was 4s. per lb.—
Mre. Ferry, 1 his report, showed that for
1916 and 194() Lutter cost noarlv w. per 1b. to
produce. Bunpose that. at the behest of this
Council, the Government recommenied that

the producers reseive the cost of productiou
of 4s., surcly the Minster is not going .
make us believe that the trade unionists will

accept that? They will sce that the sernw
is put on, and although the Cou:cil of Agri-
culture may advise ths Go vernment to put

through such a provision, there is nothing in
the B]]l te com pol the Government to do it.
So, after all. it is well named au © advisory
board.” I would like to sec the Xfinister
outline formie clause wherveby the adviee ten-
dered by this Council., which is 1o be sub-
sidized from the Btate funds, shall be manda-
tory o the Govern nent, If that clause were
inserted  you would see this Bill through
to-merrow,  Tuke zl:o the question of wheat
and the question of butter. These things
must be dealt with federally,  Suppose that
the Cou ¢l r commends an inersnse in the
price of butter locally of 2d, per lb.; imme-
diately th: Brishane moerchants get butter
from the South, and vou cannot ston it All
the advisery boards in Queensland, all the
advisory boards in the world, cannct stop it.

The RET'RY POR AGRICULIURE: Where
should a sturn be made?
Mr. PETERSON: T agree with the Minis-

ter, and I agree with his
should be made in

dncm"tv. A stort
Queensland,  We must
do our own part first, hut ¥ am onl" pointing
out that sooser or later he will find he w i
be up ngrinst a dead cnd. and that dexd end
will be the recognition of a Woderal
pool. or a “r(lm(n syt operating hore as
well as in the other States, If his 3ill aims
at that. T think every bon. member may rest
assured that it 1+ trulvy in the crests of
the primary producers; but how is the Minis-
ter going to get over that difficultv? Wh t

is the u-c of the advicory hoard that case,
if they canunot regulate the price of butter in
and—which the Minister by his silence

n

The SECEETiRY TOR
you how fast Jl.g}‘,t.

Aamicurture: I told
The Labour Goveraomeng
in Queerstard have commenced the thing.
After next cleetion there will be a Federal
Labour Governvie t, who will extend the
prineiple.  (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. PETERSON: Perhaps so, and prob-
ably this is what may happen if that event

[14 Jony.]
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I notice in a report which I
have here of a speech by the Sceretary for
Agriculture at the Trade: Hall that, not
so long ago, he made some defisite statements
with rctr(nd to production. 1 am glad ne
has made that 1t1ter100txon beecause we can
now sce if he is sincere.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUGRE: My sin-
cerity has never been questioned like yours.

Mr. PETERSON: Perhaps not, bus per-
haps the hon. wmember will give me the
crodit of admitting that I tried to do my
best for the primary producers when I was
on that side. This statement reminds me
very muech of the story of the lion who
wanted fo get a gocod meal and went along
the track and found a very lean Iamb He
did not eat him, becan:e, he said, “ 1 will
talkke him home and feed h;m up well so that
I can have a good feed off him.” I want to
kuow who was the Sesrctary for Agriculture

vho made this statement at the ’lmdes Hall
on 30th March, 19217

The SECRFTARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
there ?

Mr. PETERSON: No.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
yvou know?

takes place.

Were you

How do

v, PETERS O\' I take the Press reports
—the Brishane * Courier.” He canot deny

that the Brisbane ¢ Courier’” is a fair paper.
At this mceting, at the May Day dinner, he
said—

“ But they could not get for the worker
the absolute result of his industry until
they got socialism, pure and simple.”

What is socialism?  According io the defini-
tion of the Labour platform, 1t is the sociali-
sation of the whole of the means of produc-
t'on of wealth and distribution. If the hon.
nicmber wants a furthey definition, there is
a dictionary in the library, but I am going
t> give him his own dcfinition. lle went on
to say—

“ Thoy wanted the advice and sugges-
tion of industrialists. He was satisfied
that dew orracy in Sustralia would rot be
free $ill thev had a Labeur Government
controlling the Commouwecalth. And one
of it first acts 1‘r‘ul{ be to control
finance, currency, and banking. . .

“Ie hoped the supporters of the party
would not pin thur faith too much on
price- fixing. The objective must be kopt
in vicw, and they must nim at producing
for use and not for profit.”

(Opposition laughter.) The hon.
satd here last night that he was out to get
the producers all he possibly could. How can
he square that statement with the statement
T have read that the objective of the Labour
party stocd for production for use and not
for profit? Ard can he show me in this Bill
anything that says that that is going to take
place? The hon. member talks of the Com-
monswealth Labour partr. The objeciive at
the head of the Commoswealth Lahour
party’s platform, to which every State mem-
ber has to suscribe—for I know jt—aims at
the socialisation of all the means of produc-
tion, wealth, and distribution, and the dele-
gates at the Labour Conference distinetly
stated that they wceuld nct be satisfied until
the present system is overthrown.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
it many a time.

member

You said

Mr. Peterson.]
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Mr. PETERSON: I challenge the hon.
member to show where I over advocated

socialisation; and I never went into my clec-
torate and talked co-operation and then went
to the Trades Hall and taiked communism.

Mr. BEBRINGTON: And the Minister signed
that platform.

Mr. PETERSON: The hon, memboer can-
not get away from the fact that he stated
that the Labour objective was to produce
for use and not for profit. I want him to go

out to the differens electorates

[8.80 p.m.] and calmly teli the farmers what

he means. T am convincad that,
once the Minister honestly cwns up that that
is the objective he stands for, he will not
have ““ Buckley’s ™ chanse of winning an
election in Qucesnsland.

Let us go a little further. I had the
pleasure of beirg uninvitedly at the confer-
ence convened by the Premicr and Secretary
for Agriculture. It was o greoat pleasure to
sce the primsry producers, the men who are
interested in the great primary produciion
of thiz State, turn up in such larse numbers.
One of the mo+t plemsing things I cver saw

in my life was wheu the Premicr rose in
his place and said. in effect, “We know

that we have wronged vou, but forgive and
forget.” (Goverament interruption.)

The SECRETARY FOR PUrtic LiNDs:
said that.

Mr. PETERSON: I heard him say it.
The hon. gentleman thinks we are all on his
level and talk as he talks. Any number of
people in that room heard the Premicr make
that statement. I am prepaved to pus my
integrity against that of the Minister. The
Premier said, ‘‘ Lot bygones be bygones.”
Can anyone deny that? The hon. gentleman
who is Secretary for Public Lands has
inflicted a cruel penslty of 10 per cent. on
the drought-stricken scttlers of the Dawson
Valley. That hon. gentleman is supposed
to be the friend of the man on the land, and
is supposed to stand in the intercsts of the
producers. When we appealed to him berause
of the condition of the settlers, what did he
say ? He said, ““ We will extend their time,
but fine them 10 per cent.” Then hon. gentle-
men opposite come along and talk about
“ helping the farmers.” The Minister hid
behind the Land Act. Tle was not man
enough to bring into this Parliament » Bill
to amend i, although I appealed to him to
do so.

The SECrRETARY FOR PubLic Lanps: What did
you appeal for?

Mr. PETERSON: To briny in an amend-
ment of the Land Act so that the drought-
stricken settlers would have remitted to them
the 10 por cent. fine.

The Secerprary ror PusLic Lanns: You
went and supperted the party who put that
provision on the statute-book.

Mr. PETRERSOIN . Here is their platform,
which stands for the alteration of that matter.

OprosiTion MemBERs: Hear, hear!

Mr. PERTERSON: Bcecause of the hypo-
critical attitude of the bon. gentleman, who
pretends to be the friend of the man on the
land, yet who ground the lives out of
hundreds of my settlers——

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: You do
not understand.

Mr. Bessineroxs : He does understand. You
do not like it.

He never
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 Mr. PETERSON: The next matter which
the Premier must have had in his mind when
he said, “ et bygones be bygones,” must
have been this——

The SecruTary ror AGrictnTine: lle never
satd it.

Mr. Bresixarox: Yes, he did.

Mr. PETERSON: You excised that, like
vou do ‘“ Hansard.,”

The SPEAKER: Ovrder! Order!

My, PETERSON: Let us go back to the
Premier and his ¢ Let bygones be bygones.”
I want to remind this House what one of
thoze “ bygones > was, Many of tho settlers
in the Dawson Valley in my electorate were
mortgaged up to the hilt to the Department
of Agriculture, They were fined 10 per cent.
by the friend of the man on the land because
they could not meet their rents on account of
drought conditions.

The SperrTany ¥or Pusric Laxps:
hiave T to do with it?

Mr. PETERIOUN. The hon. gentleman
could have amended the Land Act. These
same people were mortgaged up to the hilt
with the Agriculturs! Bank. I pleaded for
them from the back Governmeni benches.

Mr. Bepsingrox: He did.

The SPEAKER: Ovder! I
member for Drayton to restrain bimself.

2Ir. PETERSON: I am trying to draw
the attention of the Housc to some of the
mattirs which the Premier inust have had
in his mind when he said, “ Let bygones be
bygones.”  These seitlers who had  been
mulcted in a 10 per eont. fine by the Secre-
tary for Tublic Lands under cover of the
Land Act, were fined 5 per cent. by the
Agricultural Bank because they were unof
able to earn a living owing to drought condi-

What

the hon.

tions. Altogether those settlers were fined
15 per cent. becauze of these conditions.

When I ot those people and saw the trials
and tribulations they were going through,
when I appealed in vain en the back Govern-
mert benches, and, whea this Country party
said they would alter that if they weve strong
cnough, T had no compuncticn whatever in
joining them.

OrpostTion MeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. PETERSON : Let us talk a little bit
more about the * bygones.”” In 1915 there
was a secizure of the primary producers’
butter.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
raizod your voice in profest.

Mr. PETERSON: I will give the hon.
gentleman the exact speech in a few moments.
The next matter was that of the high taxa-
tion which was levied upon these producers
by the present Government. Then there was
the question of high freights. Will the hon.
gentleman deny that for months and months
a number of country members in the Labour
party fought to prevent the freights being
raised on the farmers? If he does, 1 chal-
lenge him to preduce the caucus minute-book.
(Lound Government laughter.) It is all very
well for the hon. gentleman to come along
with a smug look of statesmanship and treat
me like this.

Let us go a little further. The hon. gentle-
man proposes to cmanheipate the farniers.
Whenever you use the term ¢ emancipa-
tion ”’ you refer to slavery. The hon. gentle.
man therefore s he i+ going to emancipate
slaves—the farmers, Who helped to make

: You never
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them the biggest slaves in Queensland? Tt
was the hon. gentleman, who took the
farmers’ produce at less than what it cost to
produce. What did the hon. gentleman care
about the country Labour members? When
the stricken dairy farmers in my district
and elrewhere, about ten days before the
1920 elcction, appealed to the Government to
allow the Commissioner of Prices to increase
the price of their cream, what did the hon.
gentleman say? He said, “ No, we cannot
grant you that increase; but after the elec-
tion we will grant you an inquiry.”” (Oppo-
sition laughter.) That is how the Govern-
ment treated their country members. In
order to give the people in the cities cheap
butter, they were prepared to keep the farmer
ground down until after the election.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That was
the time for you to *‘rat.”’

Mr. PETERSON: That was the time for
me to ‘“rat.”’ The only thing I am really
ashamed of is that T did not “rat ™ three
¥ears ago.

Orrositioy MEeuBrrs : Hear, hear!

Mr. PETERSON: It was only in the hope
of keeping the front-bench Government mem-
bers up to the pledges of the Labour move-
ment and the principles they stand for in
regard to primary production that I remained
as long as I did. All I can say, when I
think of the Premier’s appeal to ¢ Let
brgones be brgones,” is that I can believe
what a coward he felt when he stood in front
of those people whom he had taken down.

The SPEAKER: Crder! Order!

Mr. PETERSON: I do not mean that he
was a coward personally; I mean politically.
The hon. gentleman has twitted me with not
having raised my voice. I will show what
the hon, member for Rockhampton said about
g%?i) ‘“ Hansard,” volume CXXXVI, page

“ The hon. member for Normanby took
a very keen interest in the struggling
farmers in the Wowan and Dawson Val-
ley districts, and he had done more for
them by visiting Ministers and calling
at the different departments and using

his influence in other ways than any
member on the Opposition side had
done.”

L could have no better testimonial than that.
When I tried to secure the removal of those
penaltics of 10 per cent. and 5 per cent.—
when I pleaded with the Government that
this policy of high taxation would not only
ruin primary production but would bring the
workers to the soup kitchen, I was laughed
at, sneered at, jeered at. When I found that
no notice was taken of a voice crying in the
wilderness, I thought it was beiier to get
where there were other voices which had a
similar sound. The Seccretary for Public
Lands asked me why I did not raise my
voice. That shows that he does not peruse
“ Hansard,”” or that he docs not listen to
members of his own party. The matter was
taken up by the Press. On the question of
price-fixing, as reported in ¢ Hansard” in
the session of 1919, I said—

“ With regard to payment of the pri-
mary producers, I think the primary pro-
ducers should get together and form them-
selves into a union and see that they get
proper prices for their produce. (Hear,
hear!) Too long have they been between
both sections of the community; too long
have they allowed themselves to be in

1922.--v
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that position, and unless they take a
wrinkle from the other industrial unions
and organisations of such a nature, so
long will they be crushed.”

I could quote a number of extracts from my
speeches where I wholeheartedly condemned
price-fixing being applied to the producers in
my electorate. After the 1920 election the
inquiry was held by Mr. Ferry, a gentleman
of undoubted integrity, and with whom I
have no fault to find, to inquire into the
cost of production of butter. The hon. mem-
ber for Ipswich at that time stated during
a debate, as reported in ¢ Hansard” for
1920, at page 928—

“ Hea had proved from their own state-
ments that those engaged in the farming
industry were four or five times better
off now than they were in 1912 and 1914.”

Mr. Ferry found that from 1916 almost up
to 1920 those engaged in the butter industry
were producing it at a loss. 1dither Mr.
Ferry or the hon. member for Ipswich was
wrong. Iy complaint is that, although Mr,
Ferry, whose report was laid on the table of
the House, found that the producers did not
even get the cost of production for their
butter, nothing was done. Not a single effort
was made by the Government. The advisory
board was not vested with any power to give
the producers a reasonable price.

The ScrETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Are you
roing to oppose the Bill?

Mr. PETERSON: I am not going to
oppose the Bill, because, before long, I am
hoping that the hon. gentleman and his crew
will not be there to adwminister it. I know
the hon. gentleman is doing his best to get
my scalp; but I am quite prepsred for it.
It matters not to me whether they get my
scalp at the next election with a stuffed
electorate with about 2,000 navvies—I will
regain it the next time. It does not matter
whether I am effaced from this Parliament,
because I can go back to where I came from.
I am not a professional politician, nor do I
need to come forward at the eleventh hour
with one foot in the political grave, and
say, ‘I am going to rescue the farmers out
of the ditch into which I pushed them.” I
hope the Minister will accept the amend-
nents which have already been foreshadowed
by the leader of the Opposition. The biggest
factor with the producing element of Queens-
land is the nced of finance. It takes £600
or £700 to get water in the drought-stricken
areas. The Agricultural Bank will not
advance a cent, unless the water is in the
hole first. When the people cannot meet
their land rent they are fined 10 per cent.
until they do, and they arc fined 5 per cent.
because they cannot meet their Agricultural
Bank advances. Where is the sincerity of
hon. members opposite? Let them come up
into the INormanby electorate and try and
get water, where the struggling farmers have
had the yoke round their nscks for six or
seven years. I remember speaking with
regard to some meoasures dealing with water
conservation, similar to those embodied in
this Bill. I approached this great friend of
the man on the land, the Secretary for Public
Lands, on behalf of twenty settlers at
Pheasant Creck, about 10 miles from Wowan,
who had taken up land under the 1910 Act,
and under which they had the right to con-
vert their land into freehold. They had
spent the whole of their savings, amounting
to £200 to £300, in trving to get water.
The Agricultural Bank would not advance

My, Peterson.]
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any money until the water was there. The
result was that, having become ﬁnancmllv
ruined, they wrote to me as member for the
dlstllLt and asked if I could get the Govern-
ment o give them some assistance in this
way. Ther asked if the Government would
come to their assistance by putting down one
bore for the community, and the Government
could reassess the vents on the farms, and get
the money in that way. I thought, as a mem-
ber supporting a Government that was posing
in the interests of the man on the land, that
I would have no trouble with the Secretary
for Public Lands. T came down to him, and
he put all sorts of mmgmable difficulties in
the way. He said, * No, we cannob do any-
thing like that. "There is no machinery—
nothing.” No department had any machinery
to help settlers who were prepared to help
themselves, and who were prepared to pay
the Government for what they gof. I pointed
out to the Minister the hordes of workers
rushing in for free rations, and I caid “1
will bring those settlers down to Brisbane
and make you feod them.” He said, “ If it
is as bad as that, we will consider the
matter,”” He considered the matter, and in a
letter informed me that, if thev were pre-
pared to surrender their farms and allow the
land to be converted into perpetual lease
instend of frechold, to which they were
entitled, he would see whether the Govern-
ment would come to their assistance or not.
I asked him if these stricken scttlers. who
were down and out, would get any priority,
and the hon. gentleman said that he could
not grant it under the Act.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to connect his remarks in some way
with the Bill,

The S RETARY FOR PuUBLIC LaANDS:
statements are untruc.

His

Mr. PETERSON: It is true, and I will
lshov: the hon. gentleman the letters if he
ikes.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric LAxDS : Show me

the letters.

Mr. PETERSON: I will get them back
from the association that I sent them to.
if the farmers and small settlers have to

rely upon the Secceretary for Public Lands for
assistance, they will be very much surprised.
I:c] is recorded in the journals of this House
that—

“ Mr. Corser, pursuant to notice, asked
the Seeretary for Public Lands: Will he
relieve settlers who have been large
losers during the late drvought. and who
are greatly hampered by the continued
dry spell. by amending the law which
permitz the department to demand in
such cases a penalty of 10 per cent. on
late payments of Crown rents?

“ Answer: I do net anticipate that any
alteration of the law in this connection
will be made during the present ses<ion.”

If a man has no money, 10 per cent. is a big
price. The Government refused. and have
refuced all the time I was a membor of the
party, to assist the settlers in this direction.
There i3 no e\ome for them. It seems nosv,
seeing that several hon. members have already
had replies from the 'Ldvum beoard. that the
functions of a member of Parliament arc to
be abrogated. We arc sent down here bv
the produccrs of our electorates and asked
to advocate certain things in their interest,
and now wen shall not be neceded to do that.
If a bag of cement or something else is
wanted up in your electorate, and you have
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to go to the advxsory board for it, it is a
protty fair indication of the state of affairs
we have got to. If Parliament is truly
r(,\presentative in all respects, we on this
side of the House and on that side of the
House, too, should have the right to explain
to the Ministers in charge of different Bills
what are the opinions of our electors, and
the Minister should use his judgment as to
what are the best suggestions; but to-day
the Secretary for Agriculture has said, n
effect, that n.entbers are not required to
make suggestions. If the duty of pointing
out to Parliament the requirements of our
districts is to pass away from us, then the
sconer the hon. gentleman and his party
introduce a Bill to reduce the number of
members in this Chamber the better the
people of Queensland will like it. I sincerely
trust that, whatever strictures are passed on
this Bill, whatever mistakes the Government
have made in the past—the Premier has
admitted them—let us, one and all, say to
the producers, * Accept what you can get
from the Government before it is too late.”
I am going to advise them to do that, and
I am going to advise them also, through
thelr advisory boards, to do everythmg pos-
sible to bring about a similar scheme in the
other States of the Commonwealth, so that
ultimately, through a grand Federal couneil,
we shall bc able to socure better conditions
for the primary producers of Quesnsland and
other States.

Mr. POCLLOCK (Gregory): I listened with
very close attention to the hon. member for
Normarnby, and I must say that I am rather
surprised_at that hon, member. Heo started
ovt to give his bleasing to the Bill, and in
deing that he said that he had a rlght £0
question the motives of the Government. He
said he was giving his blassing to the Bill,
not because he has any fo in th~ Govern-
ment, but because he realised that ther wers
open to suspicion, and he had a right te
question the Government’s sincerity.

Mr., FierceEer: Don’t you think he is
justified ? .
Mr. POT LOCK: In view of some of the
hon. member’s statements that I have lately

been reading, I do not think he is justified.
I intend calling, in the defence of the Govern-
ment on this matter, particularly as_regards
the Government’s motives, a witness in whom
I have evers reliatice, and thab witness is
no other thau the hon. member who has just
resumed his scat.  The hon. member must
very recently have altered his mind as to the
Government’s policy with regard to the
primary producers.
Mr. Prrerson: What date was that?

Mr. POLLOCK : I will give the hon. mem-
her the day and date for ‘the whole lot, and
I can assure him that I will not be in any
way stingy with the quotations I have. In
1915, as reported on page 81 cf ¢ Hansard ”
for that vear, the hon. member for Nor-
manby =aid—

“1f anv hon. member
“Hansard.” as I did and showed 1t
to my electors—he will find that, with
the exception of the hon. member for
Murilla on one occasion, those hon.
members always voted acainst allowing
the settlers on the land to g=t more
money from the Agricultural Bank.”

will look up

Mr. Prase: Who said that?
My, POLLOCK: The houn. member for
Normanby. The hon. member who has jush
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finished accusing the Government of all sorts
of sins of omission and commission against
the farmers. On the same day, as xcp01ted
in “ Hansard,” the hon. member said—
‘““ The members on the other side”
Those are the hon. members, amongst whom
he is now sitting
“say they are friends of the man on the
land, but every time legislation has been
brought forward for the purpose of
wiping out the middleman or doing
anything that would help the workers,
those hon. members were never found
supporting it.”
(Government laughter.) Perhaps the hon.
member i3 now in good company.

Mr. PrrersoN: Read what I said on
page 222,
Mr. POLLOCK: On page 84, the hon.

member is reported to have said—
“ No wonder that the farmers are
beginning to see things from our stand-

point.”
My, PETERSON : I believed that at the time.
Mr. POLLOCK: On the very same page

he said—

“The Country party will disappear
altogether before the next election.”
(Laughter.) And in speaking on the Indus-
_trial Arbitration Bill on 21lst September,
1915, as reported on page 829 of * Han-

sard,” he said—

‘“I am out to give preference to
unlomsta every time, because the objecct
of unionism is not to belittle the worker
or to bring him down, but to make his
conditions  better.  Members opposite
are out to decry and belittle the worker.
We had an exhibition to-day of an hon.
gentleman who leads the stecrage party—
beg pardon, the Farmers’ party insult-
ing the unionists of this State.”

On page 830 the hon. member said—

I say that if the pummv producers
and those whom they employ depended
upon the members on the other side,
then, God help them.”

(Government laughter.)) On page 1548 of
“ Hanzard 7 for 1915, the hon. member is
reported to have said—

“1 am getting a good dcal for the
farmers in the Central district
and other members with me have been
able to get concessions for the farmers
that they never got from a Liberal Go-
vernment. That is because we have had
a sympathetic Government.”

On page 2273 the same hon. member said—

“Yes, and he would never be done
thanking the Goverument, nor would
the scitlers ev:r be done ‘(h“nl\mg the
Goverament, for bringing about that
assistance.”

{Renevied laughter.) That was on the Rights
in Water and Water Con~oﬁdtiou Bill. In
1916, as reported on page 103 ¢ Hansard,”
the hon. membeor said—

“ The longer I am in Parliament, the
more I am convinced of the utter hypo-
crisy of members on that side of the
Houss, who claim fo be the friends of
the men on the land. I have seen two
members who posc as the representatives
of the man on the land to-day make an
exhibition of themselves in irrelevancy,
in immature facts, and in statements
which cannot be borne out by facts.”

{(Government laughter.) The hon.

member
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for Drayton is the hon. member who just
patted the hon. member for Normanby on
the back.

Mr. DEBBINGTON :
again.

Mr. VOWLES: I rise to a point of order.
I would like tc know whether any of these
quotations have anything to do with the
principles of the Bill?

The SPEAKER : I allowed the hon. mem-
ber for Normanby considerable latitude,
and the hon. member is now replying.

And 1 will pat him

Mr. PerersoN: I don’t mind; I am
enjoying it,
Mr. Vowwrks: I ask whether it has any-

thing to do with the principles of the Bill?

The SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Normanby had very wide latitude allowed
to him.

Mr. POLLOCK: It will be found right
throughout the speech T am making that T
have dealt with nothing else but farming
matters, and all other hon. members have
been allowed the same latitude as myself.
The hon. member for Normanby further
said—

“ Does he (the hon. member for Dray-
ton) think that the people of Queensland
are deluded? 1 challenge him to come
to my electorate and talk that °tripe’
there.”

{Laughter.)
Mr. BesBincrTonN: And I did, too.

Mr. POLLOCK : I am making these com-
ments with the object of showing that the
newly launched offensive by the hon. member
for Normanby against the Government, on
farming matters, is not to be substantlated

and that his testimony is altogether unre-
liable.

Mr. PETERSOX: Quote what 1 said at the
same time.
Mr. POLLOCK: On page 105 the hon.

member for Normanby said—

“1 desire to thank the Government
for the considerable amount of good
which has been done in my electorate.
{He mentioned carriage of starving stock
at reduced rates, abolition of guarantee
tux, supply of secd maize and wire net
ting.) Since the Labour party came into
power fifteen schools have been estab-
lished in the district; ret T am asked to
join a party like that which refused
them schools. 1 would sooner be shot.
I would sooner remain with the party
whose aim is the betterment of all and
the protection of the farmer.”

(Loud laughter.) But he did not remain.

[9 p.m.]

Mr. BupBinGTON: But your objective has
changed.

Mr. POLLOCK: On the next page, the

hon. membher for Normanby said—

“ T also desive to thank the Government
beeause they have at last =ien the wisdom
of assisting scttlers in regard to water.”

If the hon. member desires to cast doubt upon
the bond fides of the Premier, who was in
1916 the Treasurer of this State, let me remind
him that, when speaking on the Government
Savings’ Bank Bill, h2 stated that he was
prdlCd to take the Treasurer’s word. FHe
said—

“He was
Treasurer’s

talke  the
Since he had been in

My. Pollock.]

prepared  to
word.
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the party, anything that the Treasurer
promised to do he always attended to.
The settlers in the Normanby electorate
knew that the Treasurer would keep his
word.”’
{Government laughter.) I am satisfied that,
in connection with this Bill, the then Trea.
surer and the present Premier will keep his
word.

CGOVERNMENT MEMBERS: IHear,
Myr. PETERSON: Let us hope so.

Mr. POLLOCK: On page 1606 the hon.
member said—
“ As a country member, I must say that
I am absolutely satisfied with the way
the Government have treated my clee-
torate. . I feel sure that when we
go before the electors in cightcen months’
time the people will be satisfied with
the work of this Government The
party opposite is mad: up of Labour
rats.”
{Government laughter.) Speaking on Supply,
vide page 2647, the hon. member said—
““In his electorate there were vast areas

hear!

of prickly-pear. . . Hon‘ members
were sant there to try and solve the prob-
iem among others . . . It seemed,

however, they were going to continue in
the same old way.”

“ Mr. Bebbington: Come over here.

Mr. PLTFR“‘O\' If he went over there
3t would simply mean that, after he had
been in the party for fifty years, there
would be no country at all—it would be
all pear. While he remained where he
was there was some chance of salvation.”

On 12th July, 1917, vide page 148,  Han-
sard,”’ the hon. member for Normanby said—
“All T can say is that every Labour
‘rat’ is scraped out of the rubbish tin
and made a Liberal lecader.”
(Government laughter.) In the debate on
Ways and Means, on 5th June, 1918, the hon.
member, referring to the last election, said—

“ VVhdt did the people say? The people
said—and *he farm-rs particularly— We
have not been taxed as the result of
Labour legislation. When the hon. mem-
ber for Cunnm”ham gets up here and
says that the genuine farmer is being
taxed, it is an absolutely unfair state-
ment to make. As far as my own clee-
torate is concerned I defy him
to show me one agriculturist there who
is compelled to pay a land tax who
genuinely produces from the land
Anybody who has studied agm(‘ultural
matters and sees butter factories cropping
up all over agricultural districts, does
not wonder that the farmers have returned
a larger majority of farmers’ representa-
tives on this wide; because never in the
history of Queensland has there been such
a successful ﬁnanmal side to the producer
as since wo have been in power; and
may it long go on.”

On the proposed reduction or removal of the
fand tox, in 1918, the hon. member, in refer-
ring to settlers from Dowxgo. said—

“ These people are cager to take up
land under perpetual lease tenure, and if
this policy is in force in normal times,
and ‘with rcasonable seasons. I am sure
that the hon. member (rofonmg to Mr.
Bebbington) if he does live to see that
time, will be with wus, and will say he

[Mr. Pollock.
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made a mistake, and that the pol icy of
this Government has donc more in. the
same prriod to send Queensland ahead
to a greater extent than ever before.”
(Covemment laughter.) The hon. member
for Normanby was nothing if not thorough
when he was makmg these remarks. Speak-
ing on the question of perpetual ‘leasehold
in the debate on the Land Acts Amtndment
Bill in 1917, vide page 1332 of “ Hansard,”
he said—
¢ I represcnt a very large constltueney
which includss a lof of ialmer: and I
have never found any consmtent ob_]ectlon
to the perpetual lease principle.”

Mr. BespixeTON : He served your party as
well as he is serving us. (Government laugh-
ter.)

Mr. POLLOCK: W=l
that I wish the hon,
1918, vide page 1465 of *
member said—

“ Now, as a Country member I desire
to say straight out—and I speak for a
very large electorate indeed—that as far
as this Government is concerned, I have
nothing whatever to cavil at.”

Mr. PeETERSON : Tt is quitc true.

Mr. POLLOCK : There is no doubt about
its being truc. On page 1,743 of ** Hansard,” .
the hon. member said—

“1 believe when the war clouds lift
and the people return to sanity .
they will sce that there was one party in
the Commonwealth which kept thelr
balance, and that was the Labour party.”’

In 1919, the hon. member said, vide “ Han-
sard,”” ‘page 82—

“T am very glad to be able to say that
the people of Queenﬂland are behind the
Labour Government even m this trying
period. I am very pleasod to find
that the official organ of the Qucensland
Farmers’ Union, ths Queensland Cheese-
makers’ Association, and the United Cane-
growers’ Association, hax scen fit to
endorse the policy which T have supported
during at least the last four years.”

(Government laughter.) And again the hon.
member, in order to prove that the Labour
pa.r‘lny is boni fide in regard to co-operation,
said-—

“ T am responsible to my electors, and
that 1s why I have mppo.tod the Labour
movement as I have for twentyv-nine
v ars—that co-operation has been a para-
mount plank in its platform.”

My, Prrersox : Not communism !
ment laughter.)

Mr. POLLOCK : This Government is now
putting into operation that plank of its plat-
form—co-operation—and I am glad to sce that
the hon. member is supporting the Govern-
ment, I want to remind him of a few things
he said at onme time and anothor, and of his
confidence in the Government. The hon. mem-
ber is reported to have said, on page 85—

“The policy of Governments in the
past has been to assist men to get on the
land—dump them down and leave them
there—and a ]of of men have got tired
ofit . . . Ithink7 can nufhvay say,
speaking of the whole of the Labour
party in this House, that never have the
farming members appealed to the party
in vain.”

(Government laughter.)
ber had the effrontery

all T can say is
m\ntleman luck. In
* Hansard,” the hon.

(Govern-

Yet the hon. mem-
to tell us a few
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months ago that he appealed in vain from
the back benches for assistance for the farmer.
Which is right?

Mr. PergrsoN: They are both right.
(Government laughter.) You have quoted
what I said in favour of the Government ; read
what I said against the Government !

Mr. POLLOCK: My function to-night is
to show that the hon. member is quite satis-
fied as to the bona fides of the Government,
and I am quoting himself as being the best
testimony that can be given. On page 570
of'ctlhe * Hansard ” of 1920 the hon. member
said—

“ As the member for a farming eclec-
torate he had never found the Minister
for Agriculture or the other members
of the Government backward in assisting
him.”

(Government laughter.)

Mr. Pererson: We passed the Co-operative
Agricultural Act, and it took twelve months
to put it into operation.

Mr. POLLOCK : I have not forgotten any-
thing. It 1s the hon. gentleman who has
forgotten things. I want to say the hon.
member is not a true representative of the
people when he says that the Advisory
Board’s decisions should be mandatory on the
departments. I, for one, certainly would not
agree to allow any advisory council to make
its suggestions mandatory upon the Govern-
ment, for the reason that that would be pre-
supposing that the farmers were the only per-
sons in the community entitled to any con-
sideration. By the same rule, if the Govern-
ment were to adopt such a suggestion as that
—and it is an impossible suggestion—then all
we would have to do would be to hand over
in the same way the Arbitration Court, the
Department of Labour, and everything else,
to be controlled by the workers, who could
give themselves what they liked. If the
hon. member’s suggestion were agreed to,

what would be the use of representative
government? Of course, the hon. gentle-
man, viewed by his utterances to-day, is

an impossible person, and no man with
any idea of what government for the people
means would venture such a suggestion as
that. If the Department of Agriculture
were asked to accept cvery suggestion of
the Advisory Council, then Queensland would
be run for the farmers, and the farmers
alone. While I believe in giving the farmers
a fair deal, I am not prepared to go as far
as that, nor is any other hon. member with
any sort of balance in him. In my opinion,
the Bill aims for the first time at organisa-
tion in a thorough and efiicient way of ¢very
branch of the primary-producing industrias,
No person is left out. No individual is too
small or too insignificant to come within the
scope of the Bill. Any man who represents
the farmers has ncthing to be ashamed of in
giving his support to thiz Bill. Hon. mem-
bers opposite realise that the Government are
taking from them the justification for them
to be in the House at all. The Government
have taken the wind entirely ont of the sails
of the farmers’ representatives, and the
reaszon that thev are opposing the BIll is
simply because they do not like 1t.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwicl): The hon.
member for Gregory was more concerned in
his speech about rating the hon. member
for Normanby than anything clse, although
the Bill certainly received his blessing in the
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end. At the same time the good name of
the House might have been protected if the
hon. member really had given one of the
speeches that he sometimes delivers on many
matters that concern the country. 1 suppose
cvery hon. member in this House has felt
deep concern regarding the proposals of the
Government in this matter. I know that I
said to myself something of this kind when
I first saw the Bill. We are geing to witness
cither one of the biggest political somersaults
we have ever seen, or we arc going to see an
attempt of a gigantic nature made to hypno-
tise and deceive the people. I was inclined
first to believe, before the presentation of the
Bill, and before hon. members had spoken,
that we were going to see some true reverzal
of the policy of the Government, or rather
a reversal in deed and in truth, which was
going for ever, in a scnse, to belie the mis-
doings of the past seven years. 1 thought
that the time was coming when real help was
going to be given to the man on the land.
Mr. Prase: It is like you did when you
imported wheat from the other States

Mr. G. P. BARNES: That is not relevant;
but not one bushel was imported by us from
the other States.

OpposiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr, G. P. BARNES: If it had becen a
somersault, we would have witnessed rather
a lot of indignation from hon. members
opposite, but I have waited very carefully
io find out what their attitude was, and,
knowing that the real objective of the Labour
party was the nationalisation of all the means
of preduction. distribution, and exchange, 1
naturally felt that the thing would be
revealed, and it has been revealed. Those
who have spoken have unhesitatingly given
their support to the measure beforo the
House, which indicates that they are satis-
fied that they are on the true and direct
line for the nationalisation of the industry.
And, indeed, therc is latent jn their breasts
the feeling that they are simply moving step
by step, as the Minister for Justice said some
vears ago. That Minister said, “ We are
going to do things. not in a revolutionary
way. We are going to do things in an
orderly way. We are roing to do things
«top by step; but we will do them.” There
is no doubt that the members of the Govern-
ment have heen true to their objective. and
they have been cavefully presenting ls\glﬁla.
tion this evening with the effect of carrying
out the high purpose which they have in
view. I am afraid that in the Bill which has
heen presented to us, although I would have
liked to have it otherwise. the Government
of the day are simply out to achieve their
own objective. Their own peeple inside and
outside, by their uticrances, are giving a
good reazon whv tha farmers of this land
chould accept with the greate:t caution what
is now presented to them as being for they’r
good and their well-being. So far as one’s
reading coes, and as the result of the afti-
tude of Government members and sunporters,
every man should sati<fy himself that what
is being done accords with the real idea of
the party itself, and of the leaders of the
organisations  bechind  them. They are
endeavouring to satisfv their consciences by
saving, ¢ Whilst we are going to mdm'ate
to the men on the land that we arve doing
something for him, be quiet! We are carry-
ing out our purpose step by step. and we
shall achieve it, and in the end the ideal

My, G. P. Barnes.]
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of comrnon ownership will be realised.” We
have scen it going on, first in the acquisition
of various commodities. That was onc step
—not a kind step towards the farmer, by
any means. Then there was the introduction
of  various State enferprises and thelr
management. That was a very big contri-
bution to the result. Now we have the Bill
before us, which goes a great deal tco far for
any Government of a free people in a British
land. I defy anyone to prove that a Bill
with like aims, having behind it a purpose
so deep, has ever been introduced in the
Pariiament of any frec people in any part
of the world. There are many things that
the Government might have done. It is not
a matter of accepting a proposal like this
with a grain of salt. So far as I sm con-
cerned, in view of the purpose of the Bill
and the inclusion of the various industries in
the State into one great bLig union, I shall
urge every man on the land to vpass it ouf,
becauss it is an unwise procedure; it is
going back on all the fundamentals of our
life, and it is a staggering blow to any man
who has at heart the very best interests of
this country.

The PreviErR: What dangers do you fore-
see ?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: If I were to put it
in my own terms, I would say that, if the
purpose is carried out, it is a kind of toned-
down Sovietism. I know it is quite bloodless
in its way, but still it is revolutionary to an
extreme, and certainly it is moving in the
direction of the objective of the party, or
they would not be so quict about it, and they
would not have given it their blessing,
because, whatever we may say or feel regard-
ing the Labour party, I believe that, as a
rule, they are a body of sincere men. They
may delude and they may help to deceive
the people, but they are carrying out a pur-
pose within them and are actuated by a sin-
cere desire. I know that sometimes they see
the error of their ways, and to-night we have
had a speech from the hon., member for
Normanby indieating, althcugh not in these
words, that he regretted that the scales had
not fallen from his eyes three years earlier.

The Preaier: Do you say that the Country
party are supporting a system of Sovietism?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: It is for them to say.
I am speaking as I fecl. They evidently see
some good in this; but I think that every
member of that party who has spoken has
said, in effect, that, although he may accept
it in a degree, yet it is only in a degree, and
with the latent hope that the Government
may see their way to accept amendments.
Of course, there is good in everything if you
can only trace it; but there is a mighty lot
of evil in this thing—so much evil that it
should never have becn introduced into an
Assembly of English people.

Can you wonder that the people and the
Nationalists have great difficulty in accepting
and believing what is presented to the Cham-
ber? We have memorics, We have gone
through seven years in which we have wit-
nessed no real development. The pcople have
been discouraged. The lament of the Minis-
ter when introducing the Bill was that tho
people were going off the land and they must
be brought back—that the country was not
going ahead. All the farmers must be organ-
ised, he said, into a solid body, and their
rights must be looked after. After seven
years of their treacherous dealings with the
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farmer it is too late in the day to.tell him
that you are going to give him more atten-
tion in order to sccure his confidence. It is
not fair. IIon. members of the Ilouse will
remember that the Government ticket to-day
is not the ticket of seven or eight years ago.
What hoaxed the people and the worker on
the land then? Cheap bread, cheap butter,
cheap beef! And, my word, they got them!
You know how butter was acquired! You
know how the man on the land groaned! I
had prepared in 1916 a table of figures as a
result of information secured in this House
as to the quantity of butter scized, and I was
able to tell this House that from Tth July,
1915—the date of the inception of price-fixing
—to 8th September, 1915, the loss to the
dairymen of Queensland was £143,716 1ls.
That figure was arrived at by asccrtaining
the average ruling price of butter during the
period named in Melbourne and Brisbane,
and by finding out the quantities of butter
produced in Queensland  during the same
term. I found that the difference in some
instances was cnormous; the average was
£13 &. 4d. per ton, and the quantity 10,868
tons, and the loss as I have indicated.

At 9.30 p.m.,
The Cuarrian oF Covmirrers (Mr. Kirwan,
Drisbanc) took the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: You cannot wonder
at the statement I made just now that the
Government were true to the promises they
made and that they came down upon the
pcople at extraordinary periods when they
needed every fraction they could get out of
their products. Their very life was squeezed
out of them. You have only to turn to the
Auditor-General’s reports—1 do not know
whether it is in the 1921 rveport. but it is
certainly in the 1920 report—to find that a
sum of £36.000 or £37,000 stands to the credit
of a fund comprised of a levy made to pre-
vent people making the best use of the market
over the border; altogether an illegal thing.
It was not the big squatter who suffered on
that occasion, but the dairyman who was in
the habit of passing his surpius stock over the
border into New South Wales. That is not
showing very much sympathy. There has
been a big change of front.” To-day they
say they are out to serve the farmers. The
hon. member for Normanby might have gone
a good deal further than he did in speaking
on the amount of rent collected. Just Imagine
seizing a period when the values of stock
were abrormal, and fixing the rents accord-
ing to a figure based upon those conditions,
as well as making them retrospective for a
great number of years. You cannot imagine
anyonc having the interests of the people at
heart doing a thing of that nature. Financial
help is the principal help the farmer needs,
and very little of that has been given. The
administration of the Government has limited
the opportunitics of those men to get what
they wanted. It would be intercsting to
know how many men who have made applica-
tion for help since the Savings Bank was
transferred to the Commonwealth have had
their application turned down. I know a
great many have been turned down—not in
the intevests of the farmer, but for other
motives that arc not discoverable to the
ordinary mind. The bank—the very best
thing we ever possessed, which could have
been of the best service to the man on the
land—was handed over. To-day, if I under-
stand the matter rightly, the money that
comes through the Savings Bank costs 1
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per cent. more than it would have done if
we had continued in the old way. That
is a very serious thing. I pointed out in this
House 1n 1918 what the farmer wanted. It

may be a coincidence that I brought before -

the nctice of the House a Bill which contains
many of the conditions included in this Bill
Tt was a financial Bill to which I recferred.
In “Hansard,” volume exxx., page 1799, I
am reported as having said—
“T1 my:elf have a cutting here from
¢ Munsey’s Magazine ’ of January, 1918, a
scheme not altogether identical. Bub in
America and everywhere elsc they are find-
ing that the trend of things is for men
to leave the land for higher wages and
surer conditions. The conditions that
arc generally obtained by living in the
city ars acting as a wonderful inducement
for the young life to leave the country
and go to the city. Conscquently, in
America. they are having to go to their
wits’ ends to know what ivducement s
put forwuard in order that the men may
be encourrzed to go on the land and
remain there. 1 commend to the atten-
tion of the Treasurer the fact that n
America, in order to meet the contin-
geuey which exists, they have introduced
whet is known as the * Favin Loan Act.
I know it may be :aid that we have our
land here, and some help is being given,
but it is not being given in a genersl
way, but rather in a tardv way. As
alrcady stated, in America they have a
Farm Loan Act, and wuader this Act,
farmers, graziers, dairymen, and orchard-
ists are enabled to borrow money from
the Government at 5 per cent. The loans
may be got for short or long periods up
to forty vears. Farm loan system has
reduced the interest rate by quite 2 per
cent. Experience in America proves that
the most profitable farms are thosce that
are best equipped, and thowc loans allow
of the purchase of more implements and
stock, the classing of land, fencing, and
fertilising the land. The Act is adminis-
tered by four men sitting as a board.
These arve appointed by the president, the
Treasurer of the United States acting as
chairman.  American farm lands are
valued at £800,000,000, and the value of
the products in 1916 was mcarly
£300.000,000—equal to five times the
mineral, natural gas, petroleum, and coal
production of the United States. It is
recognised in America that here gre three
vital elements in food production, viz.,
land, money, and labour. This system
makes farming more attractive, and
encourages young men, who would other-
wise flock to the cities, to take up farm-
ing. The loans are made when the neces-
sary evidence of ownership and scourity
has been provided. Short credit is given
for harvesting and marketing crops, as
well as for seed, fertilisers, and for pay-
mert of labour. It is said that the system
has increased, not onlv cultivation, but
the yield per acre, and has brought under
cultivation much unused land. In loan
terms reduction by annual instalments of
priccipal and interest is arranged. It is
said that the system is essential to the
successful  prosecution of the business.
To-day America bas 4,000 associations for
the purpose of making advances on the
lines indicated. In four months they have
advanced nearly £5,000 000. The Act was
passed when it was found that the food-
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producing population was diminishing,
and it has had the effect of stoadying
things and of developing production.
Aumerica considers that the Farm Loans
Act marks a new cra in her agricultural
and national development. Surely, in
these days when we have to deal with
great la.ds such as ours, we ought to
consider what Is going to satisfy the man
on the land and what Jis going to
cncourage him to stay where he is!”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: But you failed
to advocate a better method of distribution.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: No. When the

Savings Bank Bill was going through, this
side of the House took up the same stand,
and said, “ We are against the centralisation
of financial matters.” It was advocated from
this side that a portion of the deposits made
in various districts should be set aside for
the developmoent of those distriets. The
Government allowed the very best thing the
country was in possession of to be given
away, and they are not now able to render
the assistance they would have been able to
render.  The then Treavurer (Flon. J. A
Fihelly) came over and told me the idea was
a good one. He went further, and said that
the matter was not going to be lost sight
of; it was going to receive consideration even
when the transfer was completed.
« The Government has come down with a
propo:al which is going 1o include the who.le
of the industrics of the State. It will
embrace—

““ Dairy farmer; wheat, maize, or cereal
grower; canegrower ; fruitgrower ;
grazier; farmer—whether engaged in
general or mixed farming, cotton, potato
or vegetable growing, or poultrs or pig
raising—and any class of persons, on the
recommendation of the Council, declared
by the Governor in Counecil, by Order in
Council, to be primary producers for the
purposes of this Act.”

In conncetion with the wheat pool, I have
had men who have been grievously troubled
accost me on the matter. Under this Bill a
man will have neither a fowl nor a pig to call
his own. Ie will have neither body nor soul
to call his own. The whole of the producing
interests of this State are to be handed over
to twenty-five men. No greater absurdity
was ever conceived of. This vast and mighty
producing interest is going to be governed
by men who are only adventurers. We have
only to look to the management of affairs
in this State during the last scven years. .
The railways have gone to the bad, and in
earning-power we have lost £8.000.000 upon
them. We alto have enterprises like State
stations and State fisheries. With the excep-
tion of the State Insurance, none of the
State enterprises has been a success.

Hon. W. Forean SmitH: You are quite
wrong.

The DEPUTY SPREAKER: Might I sug-
gest to the hon, gentleman that he is hardly
in order in dealing with the merits or
demerits of State enterprises on this Bill
He may refer to them in passing, but he
cannot discuss them at length.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: I intended to show
that, where we have such failures in the
management of those enterprises, we can
scarcely cxpect the Government to succeed
when they get down to the hard, dry level
of the management of the affairs of

My, G. P. Barnes.]
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the people on the land. I am out-and-out
opposed to the Bill under the present
Administration, and I do not care who knows
it. A more darlng, audacious, and cruel
Bill was never presented for the consideration
of & dcliberative Assembly in a British land.

The PReEMIER: What do you think of the
Country party for supporting such an
audacious proposal?

Mr. G. P. BARNES:
the Country party. I do not care what my
clectors do with me. I have no hesitation
in telling them that they arve touching a
very dangerous thing, w hich comes within
the domain of common ownership, and w hlch
I have termed ¢ toned-down Sovietism.”
When the Bill is passed. and the people are
mesmerised into a belief that it is for their
good, if ther arc going to be so mesmerised,
the time has arrived when the Government
can go a step further and nationalise indus-
try, in deed and in truth, and every man
will become a mere chattel.

The Premier: Do you call co-operation
Sovietism ?

Mr. . P. BARNES : On one occasion Mr.
Alan Cameron, chairman of the Darling
Downs Divisional Council and Central Downs
District Council, and chairman of the Burton
branch, seconded a resclution to the effect—

“That the Burton branch fall in
behind the Government’s scheme.” “

This man iz a canny Scotchm‘mu, and he has
been thlnkmg since, and this morning’s
¢ Daily Mail’ contains the following : —

“ Toowoomba, Thursday.—3r. A. L.
Cameron, chairman of the Burton branch
of the Quoensldnd Farmers’ Union, and
chairman of the Darling Downs Divi-
sional Council and Central Downs Dis-
trict Counml spkakmq to a representa-
tive of ‘ The Daily 3ail’ to-day, stated
that he wa: not as satizfied with the
Government’s agricultural scheme now
as he was in the carly stages of that
scheme.

¢ Asked his reasons for this, Mr.
Cameron replied thai it was owing to
the alteration of the personnel of the
board giving the Government the greater
proportion of representation on it. Mr.
Cameron remarked that there seemed to
be too many Government men connected
with the scheme, and these members
could outvote at any time any sugges-
tion for the relief of the farmer
that was brought forward by a farmers’
representative.

“ If the Government wished to help the
man on the land, it must give him
ussistance without interference.”

In bringing in a coercive measure like this
we are following a trend which, I am glad to
say, is being broken up elsew here. Tho prin-
oiple at stake is the same, I notice that the
strikes in America have caused the people
of Washington to think, and this is what
President hardmg seid—

“The Government will force no man
to employ men against the free exercise
of an employer’s rights. The Govern-
ment is concerned with a coal production
sufficient to mecet the requirements of
industries and tr 'Ln&po]'catlon, and to
prevent a fuel famine.”

That i» a matter for

This is a coercive measure, intended to dic-
tate to everyore what he shall do and what
he shall not do. Then, I notice also in
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connection with the seamen’s strike in the
South, that this statement is made by Mx.
Kneen—

“ That the Scamen’s Union has agreed
that ships’ officers shall select and engage
those men whom the officers desire.”

And he concludes with a definite assurance
that the whole of the Commonwealth fleet
will be laid up in the cvent of any further
job-control tactics being employed. That
proves that a change has come over the scene,
and_the Government are too late in the day
in bringing in a restrictive and coercive
measure regarding the producers. Instead
of foisting on them hard conditions, and
instead of pinning the country down  to
Sovietism, they <hould be opening their
arms and breaking away from conditions
of that kind., Wo are as dependent as
éver we were on the enterprise and industry
of the people, and this land will never become
great, or continue to be great—it is great
now, considering all things—unless the pecople
have more freedom than they huve at pre-
sent.  This State is wonderfully prosperous
considering all things, and prosperous
because men have had their own way in

life. They have fallen back on thmr own
resources, their own initiative, their own
enterplise and I sincerely hop(‘ that this

an‘ land of ours is not going to be cursed
by the passing of legislation which will be
destructive of our freedom. and which will
prevent all development in the future.

Mr. DEACON (Cunninglham): I wonder
at the Government bringing in this Bill, and
I wonder, if the Premier intends to pass it,
how he managed to convince his party that
he js sincere. .

The PrEmMiER: It was
mously and enthusiastically.

Mr. DEACON: Then. I wonder how he
managed to convince those gentlemen out-
side who, it is generally understood, arc in
favour of socialism. T wonder at hon. mem-
bers on the other side commenting so freely
on the actions of the hon. member for Nor-

adopted  unani-

manbr. I would not, if I werc in their
shoes, be quite so casy in my mind. They
are coming here now with ashes on their
beads, and who kunow= how soon they will

bhe on this side of the House?
The PREMIER: Do vou think this Bill will
be a goed thing for the Cunningham clectors?

Mr. DEACON: 1 wonder abt so many
members of the Country party entirely ap-
plOVll’lf’ of the measure. T am not so sure
that it is a good thing. I am not going

to condemn it altoe ther. but will wait
until the Bill has left this House. T am
not quite sure of the GGovernment’s intentions

being entirely and solely in the interests of
the farmers. I do not wish to cast any
doubt on the Premier’s sinceritv. as I
believe he sces for himself the mistakes of
his party.

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
do vou think of the Secretary for Agricul-
ture? Do you think he is sincerc?

Mr. DEACON: I hsve never heard the
Sceretary for Agriculture declare himself
vet, but I have Ieard the Premier declare
from a platform that his party have made
mistakes in the past.

The Preyizr: All parties make mistakes;
we are not supermen.

Mr. DEACON : Speaking at Warwick, the
Premicr said they had no body of orqamsed
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farmers that could speak for them and cor-
rect him; but I would remind him now that
there is a political party representing the
farmers who know what the farmers want,
and they have told him in this Housc that
they are quite prepared to give him their
assistance. I hope he will remember that.
I do not wish to resurrect any unpleasant
memories, but one cannot forget what the
Government have done. Charges have been
thrown across this Chamber, but I do not
wish to repeat them. I hope the Premier
will believe hon. members on this side when
they state that they desire to make this a
workable measure. I am proud to say I am
a farmer, and I am pr roud to be a member
of a farmers’ political party. It is not so
long ago that there was no political party
organised solely in the interests of the
farmers. Now we have the Labour party
throwing over their own party and turning
into an agricultural party. I feel proud of
the progress the farmers have made politi-
cally, sceing that thevy have two big parties
in this House claiming to be desirous of
assisting to pass measures in their interests.

The Preuizr: Will you give me your moral
support at the next election?

My, DEACON: I will give the Premier
my moral support when I recognisc his sin-
cerity. I am not saying that of the whole

of the party. I want to know

{10 p.m.] how the Government will treat the

amendments which are required

in the Bill. If they will accept rcasonable
amendments, I will. give them my moral
support. The Bill requires many amend-

ments.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTULTURE :
one or two.

Mr. DEACON: One thing I object to is
political control. I do not see why the Minis-
ter of the day should have control, hecause

Mention

he has five Government votes under his
control.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRiCTULTURE: Five out

of how many?
Mr. DEACON : It might be five out of ten.
It is too many. After all, this is the farmer’s
own business. It is admitted that the farmer
can manage his own concerns, and why not
leave the management of this business entirely
to him? It may be considered right, because
there is a CGovernment subsidy, that the
Government should have some say in the
matter; but if we look back we shall find
that the Government owe u: some money.
They have admitted, by the introduction of
a Land Tax Acts Amendment Bill, that they
took some money from us which thoy wero
aot entitled to take by imposing high rail-
way freight=, Rather than have Government
management by a Government nominee, I
would prefer to see the measure go through
without a subsidy. We zhould let the farmers
have the control in their own hands; they
are jealous of their mdm)ondencc and desire
freedom of action in managing their own
affairs. The Bill will not bz so bad if that
one defeet is removed and the management
left solely in farmers’ hands. I am not sure
that the scheme is going to be thoroughly
successful; it all depends upon the interest
which the farmers will take in it. I would
ask the Premier and the Secretary for Agri-
culture to remember that the farmers are
naturally suspicious of too many organisers.
Tt causes them to think that they are being
pushed into the scheme and are not being

[14 Juvvy.]
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asked to take it up voluntarily, and that has
stopped them from taking the interest they
would otherwise take in the Bill. Tt is abso-
Intely impossible for a small Council of twenty
o1 twenty-five men to manage all the produc-
ing industries of this great country when you
think of the great distances involved and the
financial afslstance which will be required.
We know the difficulties we have had with
the wheat pool. The Wheat Board, in taking
delivery of wheat, made small advances.
The farmers had to finance themselves on
those advances, and it was Impossible for
them to carry on with them. The fact that
they carried on was due to other resources
they had. A% the preeent time the last year’'s
crop is not yet paid for. For the present
crop we have received only 4s.  As the cost
of handling wheat is something like 10s., how
are you going to carry on for twelve months
on one small advance like that?

I have to do the financing of my farm,
and 1 know what it is. If the hoard are

unable to do the financing, where is the
farmer to get the money from? At present
he gets it from the storekeeper and the

middl~man, but under this scheme we propose
to cut thom out. We sre taking it out of
their hands. All the purchase of machinery
and everything that a farmer requires will be
done by the Council. When we consider what
it takes to finance a farm, I consider it will
cost £5,000,000 or £6.000. 000 to ;zmmco this
scheme. I am not going to give the Govern-
ment credit for bringing this scheme forward,
because I have my douo‘rs about the measure,
and I think it has been overrated. As it
stands at present, it is unworkable, and I hope
it will be amended. I think we should “watch
the definitien of * primary producer.” There
are possibilities there. nnderstand that
this Bill has been introduced for the benefit
of the primary produccr the grazier, and
farmer particularly. A man who works on a
farm is really a primary producer, and at
present it is possible to bring him under
the Bill. Any organiser can mfulv say, if
he is engaged in primary production, that he
v primary producer.  The canecntters can
say 1, and they can he represented on the
Council if they are included as primary pro-
ducers. T say they should not bs on the
Couneil, because they will not have the respon-
sibility of finding the moncy. They will get
as much as they can cut of it. That has
been the attitude of the working man for a
good many years. They have been paﬁhm&r
the Government to get as much as they can
out of peoplr, omto vogardless of whether
the interests Hley are pushing can pay them
or not. If they sre included in a scheme of
this kind, they might pursue the same tactics.
Tho SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : You ought to
read the definition.

Mr. DEACON : Amendments will be offered
in the hope that they will receive consideration.
Hon. members opposite talk about the mid-
dleman, bus the middleman does not trouble
the farmer. The farmer knows what he is
# middlemen who
did not come off best in their d-als with the
farmers. (Laughter.) It isnct in the interests
of the consumer to do without thn middleman.
We hone to get the middleman’s profit and
deal directly with the consumer cursclves. It
is the consumer who puts the middleman
there. If the consumecrs cheose to come to the
farmers direct, they could buz all the stuff
they wanted; but thlv want it in driblets,
and they want it brought to their doors by

Mr. Deacon.]
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the middlemen. The farmers do not quarrel
with the middlemen, We make good use of
them. We say that at some time or other
we will do the middleman’s business when we
are ready for the job. As an agricultural
policy, this Bill is not what I hoped for.
know the farmers are taking a great deal
more interest in it at the plesent time. 1T
would sooner give the farmers immediate
relief and not have such a big scheme as this,
which is not likely to give Fhem 1mmodla.e
benefit.  We could help the farmer more in
other ways by giving him what be is asking
for than by this Bill. I would give him
more railway communication, more sidings,
more sheds, and lower freights.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYSH
present policy. Are ou not getting lower
freights and more sheds

Mr. DEACON : The freights were put up
on boom prices in boom times, «nd they have
not come down to the present level of prices.
That is one direction in which more direct
and immediate relief could be given. More
railways are required. I was travelling a
short time ago in North Queensiand in the
sugar districss, and I saw « lot of narrow-
gauge tramways, and I am quite sure that
that system could be extended in other farming
districts and do a Jot of good.

Mr. BEBpINGTON: We have been asking
for light railways for the last ten years.

Mr. DEACON: Assistance could also be
given in road-making. I do not mcan assisi-
ance by the Main Roads Board, because, so
far as I know, that is not a sywt&,m which
the farmers consider good one. Certain
localities get no bonenr at all from it. There
is nothing so doar in the war of haulage as
drawing stuff long distances by farm teams.
If you look at an agriculbural map of the
State, you will find that farming is confined
practically to within ten or eleven miles
from railway lines. Outside of that, on the
average, it 1s hardly possible to carry heavy
goods, although there may be exceptions.
Then I would totally abolish the land tax
on the farmer’s land. If there is one thing
I feel pretty keenly about, it is that tax
on farm land.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I hope the
hon. member will not discuss the land tax;
there will be another opportunity to do
that.

Mr. DEACON: I am pointing out that
there are other ways of getting rvelief than
by this Bill. I understand that the main
object of the Council of Agriculture is to
make suggestions to relieve the farmer. I
can suggest one relief measure now, without
waiting for the eclection of the Council. [
do not know whether the Council can make
an effective recommendation on it, because
it can be dealt with' only by this Chamber.
I refer to the income tax., Farmers suffer
from a great many things. It is quite pos-
sible for them to have to pay what are
really two income taxes on one year’s income.
Supposing a man has a bad year?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
have already pointed out to the hon. member
that later in the session he will have an
opportunity of expressing his views on that
particular question.

Mr. DEACON: I am not goine to speak
on the Income Tax Acts Amendment Bill:
I am only speaking on the possibilities of
this Council of Agriculture. I understand

[Mr. Deacon.

5+ That is the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Organisation Bill.

it -will be their duty to suggest these things,
and T am pointing out that it is impossible
for them to make suggestions with any effect.
Supposing a man has a losing year, he gets
nothing; the second year his crop is har-
vested at the end of the year; he is not,
perhaps, able to sell until the beginning of
the next year. That is a matter in respect
of which the (ouncil will not be able to do

anything. At the end of the year, if the
market is at all favourable, he might sell
another crop. That would mean that he

would have sold two crops in one year. No
consideration is given 1n the direction of
taking an average over a long period of
years. A recommendation from th~ Conneil
to that effect would not be listened to by
any Government.

I referred a little while back to political
control. Here is a matter where political
control would come in. SBupposing the Min-
ister was against the farming industrr, and
did not wish his Iembhtlon to be disap-
proved of by thix Council. e would do his
best to get an expression of opinion favour-
able to that legislation. It would be quite
easv to do it. He would have five nomineces
absolutelv dependent on the Government of
the day for their billets.

The PrEMIER : Those men are not absolutely
dependent upon the Government of the day
for their billets. The Comrissionor for Rail-
ways 12 appointed under the Railways Act.

Mr. Try: As the Government have a
majority in the House, he is dependent on
the Goverrment for his billet.

My, DEACON : men must sec cye
to eve with the Government. They are not
depondent on the farmers; they are not
responsible to the farmers; that is the
trouble.

Mr. Cotrixg: There are more farmers in my
electorate than there are in yours. They are
not growling at all; they welcome this Bill.

Mr. DEACON: If the hon. member for
Bowen will listen to me, he will find that
the farmers’ attitude on this is mine. They
are waiting to see what will become of the

Thase
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scheme. When they ses it in actual opera-
tion, they will tell the Government whether

they approve of it or not. The Wheat Board
is not perfest. The Minister suggested that
it was po=<1blo under this Bill to have a
gencral pooling system; and here there is
nend for caution. I am not going to condemn
the Wheat Board, because there have been
difficulties that they have not been able to
get ovor. Maize is a commodity that could
be pooled with profit. We have found
every year that, when the price of maize rose
to a certain level, it came in from other
States. If the farmers controlled the clection
to this Council of Agrieulture they would
do what is right. I am opposed to the elec-
tien of Government nominees. Only recently
the Commissioner for Railways expressed his
approval of the Wheat Poard; but he only
knows the improvement it makes in his
department, and is not awsrve of anv of the
defeets.  The inconveniences—and there are
mans—have to be borne by the farmer, and
that is wh> I would not Iike to sce the Com-
missioner for Railways (m a Council of this
kind. e will consider the conveniences of
his department, which Would be able to save
money.  Under the present Wheat Board,
delivery is slo\v, and the fariner has to travel
iong distances, and has to wait sometimes
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day and night to get his wheat unloaded.
1 have seen teams waiting two days to be
unloaded. That is all extra cost to the
farmer. I know the Wheat Board have
attempted to obviate this difficulty, but they
are dealing with such a large quantity that
they cannot consider the+individual. They
have certain arrangements with the Commis-
stoner for Railways. The Home Sccretary
said that this is “a cockies’ stunt.” This
Bill should be solely in the intcrests of the
“cockies.” I am a ‘““cocky” myself, and
always have been. I hope the Secretary for
Agriculture will consider the opinions of hon.
members on this side when the Bill is in
Committee.
At 10.25 p.m.,

The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. DEACON: There are many other
things in the Bill just as important as those
T have mentioned, and 1 would like to deal
with them, but the time will not permit me
to do so. When amendments are proposed
in Committee by members on this side that
will make it a workable measure, I appeal
to the Government to give them earnest
consideration.

Mr. NOTT (Stanley): I beg to move—
“That the debate be now adjourned.”
Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

The House adjourned at 10.26 p.m.
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