Queensland

Parliamentary Debates
[Hansard]

Legislative Assembly

TUESDAY, 18 JuLY 1922

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy



Questions.

TUESDAY, 18 JULY, 1922

The Spesrer (Hon. W. Bertram, Maree)
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock p.m.

QUESTIONS.

STATE ADVANCES TO FARMERS AND FOR
WORKERS DWELLINGS.

Mr. MORGAN  (Murilla)
Treasurer—

““1. What number of advances and
what amount has been advanced to
farmers other than soldiers from 1st July,
1921, to 30th June, 19227

“2. What number of advances and
what amount has been advanced for
workers” dwellings from 1st July, 1921,
to 30th June, 19227

“3. The number of applications made
by farmers and rejected?

asked the

‘4, The number of applications made
bz workers and rejected?

The TREASURER (on. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoc) replicd—

“1. Number of loans approved, 1,700:
amount approved, 314374, of which
£187,403 was advanced during the vear.

“2. Number of loans approved, 340;
amount approved. £232.464, of which
£136.890 was advanced during the year.

3. 482.

“4, Bight.”

{18 Jurvy.]
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Fruit Purp Usep At State CANNERY.
Mr. SIZER (Yunduh) asked the Minister

in Charge of State Enterprises—

‘“ What was the total amount of fruit
pulp used by the State Cannery during
the period of 1st July, 1921, to 30th June,
1922, under the following headings:—

(@) Frem fruit grown within the
State?

(0) From fruit grown in the Southern
States?

{¢) What was the value of the pulp
under the separate heads?

(d) If market values were paid in
each case, what waw the total disburse-
ment under cach heading—whether
that disbursement was made either by
cash, cheque, or any other form of
legal tender?” |

Hox. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackay)

replied—

¢ The hon. member has alrcady been
informed that, in order to mocet its
requirments, the State Cannery purchased
from the South last year a sufficient
quantity of pulps of fruits not grown
or procurable in Queensland, and that
full details of the State Cannery’s
activities will be given in the reports of
the Auditor-General and Trade Commis-
sioner.”

FIGHLAND SOLDIERE’ SETTLEMENT— DPAYMENT TO

H. ATHERTON.
My, SIZER asked the Secretary for Public

Lands—

1, With reference to the Highland
settlers whose crops were destroved by
frost, will he state the amount of monev
paid to settler H. Atherton from his loan
account ?

“2 How long was Atherton on the
settlement ?

3. How much moncy did Atherton
earn on road-making ?

4. What is the rate of compensation
per acre for clearing and burning off ?

5. What was the usual rate allowed
per acre on this settlement for these pur-
poses, payable in the ordinary way, being
part of the settlers’ loan of £625?

‘“6. What compensation per acre (if

any) is proposed iIn connection with
planting, weeding, and other improve-
ments?

“7. Were the improvements valued;
if so, at what date, and by whom?

“8. Does he propose to include im-
provements made by the expenditure of
personal money so far as compensation is
concerned ? 7

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

““1. £204 13s. 11d. He was also paid

a further sum of £45 in respect of main-

tenance.

‘2. Seventeen months,

“3. £17 3s.

“4. An additional £1 per acre for
burning off.

“5. £4 per acre.

“ 6. None.

“7. Yes. On Gth Mareh, 1922, by

Supervisor A. J. Dean.
“8. See answer to No. 6.”
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SHIPMENT OF ARROWROOT TO AGENT-GENERAL
IN LONDON.

Mr. KING (Logan) asked the Secretary
for Agriculture—

“ 1. With a view to introducing Queens-

land arrowrcot to the home markets, did

the department ship a parcel supplied

by the growers to the Agent-General for
Queensland ?

2. If so, what was the result?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Kacham) replicd—

“1. Yes.

“2. The only outcome so far is an
inquiry from the Agent-General as to
the cost per ton of Queensland arrow-
root, c.i.f. London, in lined bags. This
is being attended to.”

OPPOSITION OF SOUTHERN JAM MANTFACTURERS
TO STGAR AGREEMENT.
Mr. FORDE
Premier—

“1. Is he awarce that the wealthy jam
manufacturing interests in the South,
assisted by scveral Nationalist and
Country party members. are bringing
influence to bear on the Commonwealth
Nationalist Government to delay a deci-
sion on the sugar agrcement, with a view
to the decontrol of sugar?

“2. In view of the fact that 100,000
persons are dependent on the sugar
industry in Queensland, and that a sum
of approximately £6,000,000 was paid in
wages to 20.000 emplorees in that indus-
try last year, will he make nrgent repre-
sentations, br telegraph, to the Hon.
the Prime Minister to give an early
decision that the sugar agrcement be
continued ?”’

The PREMIER replied—
¢“1. T understand that such is the case.
“2. Yes.”

(Roclhampton) asked the

CONSTRUCTION OF NEW RAILWAYS—LABOUR-
SAVING DEVICES; MuMBERSHIP OF AUSs-
TRALIAN WORKERS’ UNION.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton) esked the
Secretary for Railways—

“1. Are the men engaged in the con-
struction of new railways supplied with
all the best labour-saving deviees in
order to get the most miles built for the
money expended, thereby giving satis-
faction to the men and to the State?

“2.1s it a fact that in clearing the
track the tree is fivst sawn off and the
stump grubbed afterwards: if so, does
this not add at least 100 per cent. to
the cost? .

“3. Is it a fact that no man can get
employment unless he has been a member
of the Australian Workers’ Union for
two years?

4, On what terms can farmers, who
have spare time and horses, get employ-
ment for thomselves and teams; and
does the two years’ membership of the

Australinn - Workers” Union apply to
them
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS

(Hon. J. Larcombe, Heppel) replied—
“ 1. Labour-saving machinery is gener-
ally adopted whenever the amount of
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work to be done justifies the purchase
and use of such.

2. No.

“3. No.

“4. Al labour requirements are
obtained through the ILabour Bureauw.”

MEMBERSHIP OF QUEENSLANXD PRODUCERS’
ASSOCIATION.

Mr. BEBBINGTON asked the Seccretary
for Agriculture—

‘1. What instructions are being given
to organisers for the Agricultural Coun-
cil or Advisory Board in regard to mem-
bers’ fees?

“2 In accepting memborship, will
the person be requested to state where
he supplies his raw material, so that

such factory’s levies will pay his mem-
bership fee?

3 If he does not supply raw material
to any factory or mill, will he pay a
personal fee, or is membership free? If
it is froe, what is the value or use of free
organisation ?

“4, Will suppliers to factories or
sugar-mills who do not join the Govern-
ment’s organisation, but who pay levies
to it through their factory or mill, auto-
matically become members and have
votes by virtue of their compulsory pay-
ments to such organisations?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
replicd—
“ 1., Members will not he required fto
pay any embership fees.
<9 3 and 4. All such matters will be-
determined by the Council of Agricul
ture, subject to the provisions of the
Primary Producers’ Organisation Act.”

Privary ProDUCERS’ OReANIsATION Broi—
Power 10 LEVY oN FAacTORY SUPPLIES.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Prayten), without
notice, asked the Secretary for Agricul-
ture—

“Ig it proposed to give thesc free
enrolled members of the Queensland Pro-
ducers’ Association power to levy on
the moneys due to factory suppliers?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
replied—

“ T do not know whether the Standing
Orders permit me to answer a question
relating to a Bill which is now before
the ITouse, It appears to me that the
question is in rather bad taste, and, not
being able to catch Voxnef],v.whut the
hon. gentleman said, [ ask him to give
notice of the guestion in the usual way.

Mr. BessixgToN: Very well, I will give

notice for to-morrow. B
MANUFACTURE OF DPOWER ALCOHOL FROM
MOLASSES.
Mr. CATTERMULL (Musyrave) asked

the Chief Sccretary—

“ Owing to the large quantities of

molasses which will be burni or destroyed

this sugar season, will he take whatever

action lLe considers advisable with a view
to—

(«) Securing

permission for  the
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Bundaberg distillery and any other dis-
tillery to make power aleohol from
molasses ?

(0) The erection of distilleries in con-
nection with the Goverument Central
Mills so that molasses may be con-
verted into power alcohol?”

“The PREMIER replied—

“ The Government will assist in every
way possible. The Commonwealth Go-
vernment, however, controls the inanu-
facture of alcohol, and determincs the
conditions relating to denaturation.”

NuMmBER OF CHILDREN DISCHARGED VROM
State CONTROL.
Mr. T. R. ROBERTS (Fast Toowoombu)
asked the Home Secretary—

““ What is the total number of children
discharged from State control during
period 1st July, 1921, to 30th June, 1922
—{w) Having reached age of fourteen
years; (b) at request of parent or
guardian; (¢) on recommendation of
Controller of State children for, in his
opinion, being adequately maintained ?”’

The HOME SECRETARY (Ilon. W
McCormack, Cairns) replied—
“ The information is being obtained.”

REVISION OF KELECTORAL ROLLS.
1lon. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba), without
notice, asked the Home Secretary—
_ *“Have any steps been talken by him to
instruct the police to go through the
various electorates to sce that the rolls
arce brought up to date?”
{{rovernment laughter.)

The HOME SECRETARY
McCormack, Cairns) replied—
““ No instruction has been given by me,
because I do not agree with the hon.
gentleman’s prophecy that there will be
an early election.”
iLaughter.)

(Hon. W

PAPER.

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

Return to an Order showing the total
amount of retrospective rents
lected from all sources during the last
financial year.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

”Mr.. VOWLES (D:1by) : 1 desire to raisc a
<uestion of privilege. During the procecd-
ings of the House last Friday, after the
Mm3st9r in Charge of State Enterprises had
replied to a question by me, I said—

“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?”

to which you, Mr. Speaker, replicd—
“1 did not hear the Minister cast any
reflection on the hon. member.”

Now, I have here a copy of “ Hansard”—a
part_of .the r_ocords of this House—in which
the Minister is reported, in the course of his
reply to my question, to this effect—

““ There would be no advantage to the

[18 JuLy.]
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community in the State receiving a little
extra income tax if such were accom-
panied by the exploitation of the people
by private enterprise, as desired by the
hon. member.”

I submit that that is a reflection on an hon.
member of the House, and, as a question of
privilege, I raise the point whether it should
remain on the records of the House. At the
time I asked your ruling, Mr. Speaker, and
you said you did not hear the remark. 1
now asl vour ruling.

The SPEAKER: I did not hear the
Minister use the words of which the hon.
member complained, but, after perusing
* Hanrard,” I think that a reflection was
cast upon him, and, had I heard it at the
time, 1 certainly would have asked the
Minister to withdraw. The occasion for
doing so, however, has now passed.

Mr. Vowrns: I raised the question at the
time. * Hansard” shows that.

The SPRAKER: That is so. At the time
1 certainly did not hear the words of which
the hon. member complained, and I said at
the time that I had not. Had I heard them,
I would have asked the Minister to with-
draw.

Hox. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackay): In
replying to the question I did not desire
to cast any aspersion on the hon. member.
Ay intention will be easily understood by a
perusal of the question and the answer given
thereto. In the body of his question the hon.
member asked whether, when private cnter-
prise carried on certain activitics, the State
did not receive a certain amount of income
tax. In the body of my reply I pointed out
that it would be of no alvantage to the
community to receive a little in income tax
if that were paid by companies exploiting
the community, and thereby being enabled
to pay such income tax. That is the logical
conclusion.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Honx. W. FORGAN SMITIT: I had no
intention of casting any aspersion on the

hon. gentleman's honour.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. FRY (Furilpa): 1 desirve. with the
permission of the House, to make a personal
explanation.

The SPEAKFRg Is it the pleasare of the
House that the hon. member for Kurilpa be
allowed to make a personal explanation.

T oNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. FRY: On page 168 of < Hansard” of
11th July, speaking on the Address in Reply,
1 am reported to have said—

] have in my possession a copy‘of
the authority for the One Big Union
writton by ‘Jack Cade.’ who is Mr.
Tynest H. Lane, and odited by the Hon.
7. Hanlon, formerly a rmember of the
Upper House of Queensland.”

That should read-—
“With an introduction by the Hon.
W. R. Crampton, M.L.C.”

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS:
addition, not a correction.

That is an

Mr. Fry.]
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FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACTS AMEND-
MENT BILL.
INITIATION.
Hon. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackay): I
move—

“That the IHouse will, at its next
sitting, resolve itsclf into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the
Factories a-d Shops Acts, 1900 to 1920, in
a certain particular.”’

Question put and passed.

CAIRNS HYDRO-ELECTRIC POWER
INVESTIGATION BOARD BILL.
INITIATION.

Hon. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackay): I

move—

“That the House will, at its next
sitting, rvesolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to coust.tute
the Cairns Hydro- hl(lc"uc Power Investi-
gation Board and to define it: powers
and dwths and for other incidental pur-
poses.’

Question put and passed.

PRIMARY PRODUCERY
TION BILL.
SECOND READING-—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE,

Mr. NOTT (Stanley): 1 desive to embrace
the opportunity of speaking on this Ball,
which was originated by the Premier with
the expr purpos2 of placing the farmers
in a prosperous position. I think theve can
be no quertion 1 the minds of every hon.
member in this House that there 1+, at the
prescut time. a very great necessity lov
legislative consideration to be given to the
prinary producers throughout Queensiand,
on account of the desperate straits rl.o;'
have been in during the past couple of
years at least. There is no doubt that for a
number of vears past & great deal has been
cxpected, aad a great deal has been done
in connection with co- operation.  The co-
operative organisations now in  existence,
whether deali. g with fruitgrowing, danving,
or sugar-growing, have done a tremendous
amount of good in the past, and they were
cervtainly on the eve of accomplishirg a great
deal more, especialiy if legislation had hoen
introduced to ame . d the Co-operat.ve Agri-
cultural Production Act. There is no yues-
tion that primary producffrs have been very
considerably hampered of late years, especi-
ally in respeet of marketing  cond.tious.
Karlier in this debate, hon. members on
this side of the IHousec have mestioned the
information that has bcen gaired and the
work that has been done by Mr. C. D. LK
Dears, of New South Wales, in conncction
with co-operative marketing.  Mention has
also been made of the efforts made by Mr.
Goodfellow, managing director of the New
Zealand Dairvt g Co-operative Organisation,
to secure information on the question of the
necessity of i nproving conditions of marlcet-
ing from individuals situated in To:lev streat,
Mr. Goodsir, managing director of Messrs,
Weddel and Co., a well-known Tooley-stre«t
firm, says—

“The purchase by the Government of
a whole season’s output of butter, or

[Hon. W. Forgan Smith.

ORGANISA-
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cheese, from Australia or New Zealand,
or Argentine, at an all-reund price in
each casc has put ideas into the minds
of producers which are likely to bear
fruit in the future, in the direction of
securing some sort of general supervision
in cach country over the standardisation
of grades or quality, identity in terms
of sale, regulation of shipments, and
approximation of sclling price, all of
which must inevitably tend to the weld-
ing of cach country’s expnrt trade info
a harmonious whole—possibly after the
fashion of the Danish butter trade, which
is strictly conirolled by the consent of the
shippers for the general good rather
than in the interest of the individuals.

“Unless  traders  anticipate  such
developments and prepare themselves to
meet them. they may find themselves
sooner or later stranded on the quick-
sands of lost opportunities. Already the
co-operative idea has secured a firm hold
in most of the oversea sources of supply.
It is ahoa(v knocking at the door of the
home markets—indced, has  already
advanced a foot over the threshold, and
it is doubtful if ever the door can be
closed against combination—in the dis-
tribution as well as in  production—
which is one of the aims of the co-opera-
tive movement. Would it not be far
better for the existing trading interests
to work together for an all-round sim-
plification and betterment of methods
by mutual consent. rather than wait for
thi incvitable conflict with the spirit of
the new age as cmbodied in co-opera-
tion ?”’

Not only have the co-operative people in
Australia and New Zealand, who have been
to FKurope making inquiries into these
matters, recognised that there must be a
considerable improvement in marketing con-
diticns, but also the firms in To ley street,
who have been connected wwith the
for a long period and represent a
amount of capital, rccognise that there is
any amount of room for improv cmﬂnf in the
nrketing of our produce oversess, We hear
quite a lot about the price of Australian and
\o\\ Zealard butter as compared with the
price of Dauni butter, but we hear very
little so far as cheese is eopcerned, It is
interesting to neto that on 6th 3Tax last the
price of Auw-tralian and New Zealand cheese,
on the Londen market, was from 7%s. to
T4s. per cwt.. while checsn made in Great
Britain was selling on that date at from 130s.
to 140s. por ¢»t. Thot shows a margin of
alimost 100 per cect. against the Australian
and New Zesland cheese, = hich indicates
that the quality and grading of the Aus-
tralian and cww Zealand cheese must be
very inferior, and that somecthing is radi-
cally wrong in the marketing of it. Certainly,
wr hear that ome of the reasons whr the
Danish farmes zets such a bigh price for
his butter is that the mercha't: over there
know the peeple who are ready to pay a
high price for that brand of brtter, knowing
its quality: and it scoms t9 me that, with
preper marketing and grading, much higher
prices ecould be obtained fer onr Anet valian

produetz. It is very appareat that the
present  marketing  arrangements  need
improving.  The gertlemen representing

co-cperative cffort have come to the. conclu-
sion that at the pre ent time it may not be
quite possible—although it is desirable—for
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co-operative companies to do the whole of
the distribution. They consider that a very
great improvement might be brought about
by using the services of private concerns,
which have been established for so many
years in Tooley strect, as di+tributing agents
for their products.

When the hon. member for Warwick was
speaLmrr on the secor:d reading of this Bill
he remarked that every hen., member would
vote according to the dictates of his own
conscience, and ¥ have no doubt that that
will happen. ‘''he Bill was foreshadowed by
the Premier in his ILaidley and erood
speeches, when he visited those farming con-
stituencies. I had the pleasure of llc*emng
to the hon. gentleman vhen he spoke at
Lowood, and since that night I have been
anmously waiting to hear what was going
to be his next move, and wondering when he
was going to call & mecting to mannman, the
schema which, at that date. he raid the
Labour party were intending to brin:; in,
though, perhaps, they had been <omewhat

dllatmv in regard to the matter.
[4 pm.] In dué time 1 noticed, aecord-
ing to the Pre-a, that the Secre-
tary for Agriculture had sent invitations to
a number of co- operative dairying associa-
ticns. I was hoping that cur as-ociation af
Toogoolawah would have been the recipient
of such an invitation, but the invitation did
not cventuate. Knowing thet the mesting
was to_tezke place on a cortain date, 1 made
it my business to be in Brisbane in order to
be present, if passible, and assist in the
organisation of the scheme, or do ans good
that T could, in the hope of bringing in some-
thing for the betterment of Queensland. On
making inquiry T found thut there was a
rumour thst the Tremier did not want
Country party members to “ butt in.”

The SzcRETARY FOR Ratnwavs: That is nct
correct.

Mr. NOTT : I made inquiries, and eventu-
ally the private secretary of the Premier
was communicated with by telephone. As a
result of that telephone message, I was given
to w.derstand that the Dromier did not
wish Country party members to ¢ butt in’ as
politicians.

The SECRITARY FOR RAILWAYS :
politicians.

Mr. NOTT: I was preparced to go to that
meeting at any cost, and I went there claim-
ing to be the representative of the Toogoo-
lawah Association. 1 listened attentively
dm*ng the whole of the debate to the Llnfmd-
ing of the scheme, and I alro tcok part in
the appointment of a condensed milk repre-
sentatire on the board. The method of the
Premier in forcing the clection of the various
members of that board by representatives
at the mecting has been somewhat questioned.

Not as

and a number of people scem fo consider that |

the hon. gentleman was too precipitate. Once
the Premier had decided to launch thla scheme,
I per: onaHy do not blame him for forcing the
matter ou with all speed, as, after it was
decided to mulrrunt it. qul(’]\ action was to
be commended, especially _considering  the
desperate straits of the primary producers

througheut Queensland.  But whether the
Primior adonted exactly the right scheme
for giving relief to the furmers is, I think,

open to anuestion. Since we opened the
session e have been told that there will be
an amendment of the Land Tax Act brought
forward, and we have been told the direc-
tions the amendments will take. Not only

[18 JuLry.]

Organisation DBill. 303

that, but the whole of the Government’s
programme seems to me to indicate that the
Administration recognise that they have been
making a mistake in regard to their legisla-
tion and administration, so far as the pros-
perity of Queensland is concerned, during
the past six years. A deputation from the
Country party waited on the Premier, when
he expressed a wish that we would allow
* the dead past to bury its dead,” and he
also expressed that wish again at the confer-
ence at which the provisional Council of
Agriculture was inaugurated. That certainly
goes to show that the Premier at least, if not
every individual member of his party, is
aware that he has been making mistakes.
There is one thing in regard to the inaugura-
tion of this scheme which is very interesting
to me: that is, the three different bodies
which the Government are going to create
to carry out the scheme are practically the
same as the three bodies which we have
started and are conducting in connection with
the Primary Producers’ Union. But there
is one very big difference between the three
bodies which it is proposed to establish under
this scheme and those crcated by the Primary
Producers’ Union. In the Primary Pro-
ducers’” Union we aim at and endeavour to
do our utmost to keep out outside inter-
ference. In the case of this provisional
Council T regret to see that the Premicr is
not taking precautions to sec that only those
actually interested in the various industries
have a say, whilst he has taken a great deal
of pains to sce that the present Administra-
tion are very strongly reprcsented on the
provisional Ceuncil.

Mr. HartLey: They have to find a good
deal of money, and ought to be represented.

Mr. NOTT : If the scheme has been inaugu-
rated with the idea of making political
capital out of it, that is a great mistake.
The method of appolntmg organisers to go
out into the various clectorates and form
associations wherever they can might be
allowed to stand, and., if the Government
can build on that’ by adopting the procedure
of the present co-operative butter factories
and the different industrial associations, I
think the scheme will do a great dcal of
good, so far as the primary plodncms are
concerned, and in a much shorter time than
it otherwise would.

I do not see how anybody can think that
this scheme is going to be maugu] ated and
in working order for anvthirg under twelve
to ewhteen months. I dare say a good many
hon. members opposite know a gcmd deal
about organising the industrial workers.
Well. the organisation of industrial workers
is a very different proposition to the organisa-
tion of primary producers and various types
of farmers. Thon again, the responsibilities
of these people have a very fundamecntal
bearing upon the possibility of successfully
organising them. The artisan who works ab
some trade ot calling reccives his regular
-ments, and his savings are put into a
savings bank. In the cvent 0[ some thmg
happening to_disturb the industry in which
he is engaged, or in the evert of a dispute
arising, that man can put on his hat and coat
and walk out. Wis savings wre quite intact
in the bank, and he can move from one part
of the Stato to znother without anv trouble,
and he can easdy withdraw his savings if he
wishes to do so. It i3 different with
farmer. The farmer’s savings are repre-
sented by his improverronts to his land, He
cannot remove from his farm and go to

Mr. Noit.]
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another part of the State.
there, There is thus a great difference
between the primary producer and the
artisan, and it will be scon that there is a
great difference between organising the two
men. The farmer cannot leave his farm and
chance what he gets from the market with-
out, perhaps, chancing almost ruination.
Had the Premier starfed out with the exist-
ing orgonisation of co-operative companies
as a hasis, not only would he have saved the
time necessary for building up the organisa-
tion, but he would have had a great deal
more money to spend. It is proposed to
spend from £25000 to £30,000 per annum
on this scheme, and that moner could have
been uzefully expended in connection wwith
the Department of Agriculture. It could
have been spent in other ways to bring about
a great deal of efficiency, because there is
no doubt that a more immediate knowledge
could be obtained from the Department of
Agriculture. This, hitherto, has been the
Cinderclla of the departments, and it has
remained so for many years. I only regret
that the present Administration—just the
same as previous Administrations—have not
scen fit to recognise the princess and lift
her and clothe her with the status of a
princess. The Department of Agriculture
has some very good officers, but they have
never been given an opportunity to show
what they can do. One of their successful
avenues of operation was in the direction of
the revivification of exhausted lands for
banana culture. They have met with great
success in that particular line, although in
many other lines thevy have been very lax in
procuring essential information. Take the
case of tick fever or redwater. I do not think
they have any up-to-date means of knowing
what is the best freatment for redwater.
In fact, I do not think the officers of the
department are in agrecment among them-
sclves as to what is the correct policy to pur-
sue in regard to the cradication of the tick—
whether 1t 1s better to have partially clean
areas established, or to clean the ticks right
out. I think that more money should be made
available for some of these things, and it
would be of very material benefit to the
State. It may be asked, * Can we trust the
present Government with the administration
of such a Bill as i before the House at the
present time?”’ It secms to me, from our
cxperience of their administration during the
past six or seven years, that we cannot trust
them. )

Mr. Corrans: Why stress the past six or
sevenn years! Why not go back thirty years?

Mr. NOTT: It has not bcen in operation
that long. However, we have had a grzat
<eal of dispute with the present Administra-
tion in these matters, and we have had the
spectacle of tho treatment accorded by them
to the fruitgrowers, the cattle-raisers, and
the dairy farmers, at a time when they were
endeavouring to make ends meet. They
applied for relief, and in many cases we
found that, instecad of being helped, they
were hampered by the present Administration
in those industries. During the past six
years this Administration has done nothing
to encourage the man on the land to trust
them with the administration of the Bill that
we are now considering. The Secretary for
Agriculture made the statement lately that
the farmer’s business must be remunerative,
and he must have an opportunity of earning
a competence. We arce glad to hear the
Minister make that statement, cspeecially
when we remember that he made other

[Mr. Nott.

He has to remain

[ASSEMBLY.]

Orjanisation Bill.

remarks not of that naturc some considerable
time ago. When we hear the Minister, in
intreducing this Bill, talk about the farmer’s
bLusiness being remuancrative, it makes one
wonder how the hon. grntleman squares his
remarks just at this particular juncture with
his previcus remarks.

The SECRETARY FOR
remarks are those?

Mr. NOTT: In regard to the suggostion
that the Bill should be regarded as a uon-
party one, I do not scc any:hing non-party
in it. Do the Government say that they are
not bringing it forward with the idea of
obtaining political kudes or anything of that
sori? I do not think that their statements
in this regard can reccive serious considera-

AGRICCLTURE: What

tion, because we have experienced their
actions in the past. For instance, the
Premier did wobt wish the Country party

members to ¢ butt in,”” as he termed it, at the
first meeting in connection with this pro-
posal. That goed to zhow that the present
Labour party wish to cliim all the kudos
that may come from this Bill. Personally, I
think the present Admmistration are bring-
ing this measuve forwavd in the hope that
they will be able to use it {o amsisi them to
attain their socialistic objective. If the Bill
goes through in its prescus form, without
amendment. they have a very good chance
of doing that. I think it was only one day
last weck that the Minister for Agriculture
said that, with the advent of the Federal
Labour party to pow r, they would be able
to get Federal support for ¢ schemec such as

this, and, of cou if the Bill goes through
in its present form, there is no doubt that

that fact will ¢nable the party to use the
measure very much for the furtherance of
their avewed objective.

Several other statements have been made,
one of which I wish to quote as a reason
for my statement that it is foolish for hon.
moeml ite to expect hon. members
on this side to believe that ther bring in this
3ill without any idea of obtaining political
advantage from it. The Scorctary for Xlines.
at the May Day dinner, made a romark to
this effect, © Now we have a majority of one
we have to ¢go slow.” Wait until we-have
a majority of three, or four, or five, and we
will be able to put our policy into sffect.”
The hon. member for Barcoo, Mr. Buleock,
during the con of his specch on this Bill
made some remarks which, cspecially in the
light of the fact that hon. members opnosite
have claimed that the Bill is not introduced
for party purposes, would really make the
cows smile. The hon. member =aid that the
scheme of the Bill was a part of the Soviet
system. What more do we need to show
that they are determined to use it to that
end? I personally think it would be far
more honest if hon. members opposite wonld
state frankly that they mean to put the
measure through for that purpose. The other
night the hon. member for Gregory. after
having heard the hon. member for Normanby
speak, endeavoured to show that the hon.
member could not be trusted. cspecially since
his defection from the Labour party and his
joining the Coun tv. T am satisfied
that the hon. member’s attempts in that
direetion are having just the opposite effect
from what he intends, because the hon.
member for Normanby was a Labour sup-
porter for twenty-nine years and a member
of the Government party here for a great
many years. He has fought, I believe,




Primary Producers’

fwonestly in the interests of the farming com-
munity, and he continucd to do so 12111 he
came to the conclusion that the convictions
of all those years had to be altered, and so
he was compelled to join another party which
could assist further in the direction in which
he was striving for the benefit of Queensland.
In short, the administration of the present
Government during the lazt six or seven
—ears has been of such a nature as to force
that hon. member to leave the party oppo-
site and join the Country party.

Tt is m¥ intention to support the sccond
reading of this Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS :
you call it Sovictism.

Mr., NOTT: I propose to do #o on the
understanding that we shall have an oppor-
tunity to amend it in ccrtain ways to make
it safe, and, cven if this is not a workable
scheme in the beginning. it will, at any rate,
be a start—somethivg that may cventually
be developed into a live working eme for
the henefit of Qucensland as a vwhele; and,
if Jat'r on we reach the stege where we can
organise the representative producing  in-
tercsis into a large IFederal scheme, we shall
have got somewhere. T would have liked to
sre o Federal scheme brought forward imme-
diatelv, or oven before the State scheme,
but +he fact that the Federal authorities or
the farmers are unable to get a Federal
scheme going is no reason why we should not
make a stert and do what we can in our own
State. At lesst, when we have a working
scheme in Quecnsiand we have all the better
opportunity of completing a Federal scheme
that will work even better; and, when we
have a co-operative organisation working
federally, I think we shall be able to make
srrangements with New Zealand, and New
Zealand, in turn, I believe, is very hopeful
of being able to make arrangements with
the ag-nts at home, whercby we can get better
distribution through the merchants of Tooley
strect than in the past. If that werc brought
ahouf, a very great measure of good would
result.

And vet

It is not my intention to occupy ths time
of the House at any further length, and I
simply conclude my remarks by appealing to
the MMinister for the acceptsnce of amend-
meonts, which I hope will go some way towards
muaking the Bill a souud, safe, and practical
measure.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowrn): I have come to
the conclusion, after listening to members
of the Opposition, that the mantle of the late
Sir George Reid has fallen on them, so
doubtful am I whether ther are in favour
of the Bill or against the Bill. They should
be straightforward and say what they think
of 1it. They want organisation for the
primary produears, do they not? Or are the
primary producers so well organised that
they do not want the assistance of Parlia-
ment? I take it that Parliament exists fo
assist the primary producers as.well as tho
workers, and I remember advocating somoe
years ago, when I was in Opposition, that
the farmers should always be allied with
the workers, because they wers real workers
and did not live on the labour of the people,
but stood over the piough handles themselves
and did useful work, just as the men in the
Railway Department or men following other
occupations.

Mr. Frercuer: More so.
1922w
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Mr. COLLINS: I do not agree with the
hon. member. All work which is useful
work should be recognised as good work.
A man who earns his living digging drains to

make a city clean is doing just

[4.30 p.m.] as useful work as the culfivator

of the soil. I am going to give
a few reasons why I am supporting the Bill.
Those reasons are—

1. That the hope of the future with all
classes of workers depends on
organisation ;

2. That this Bill aims at organising all
those who are cultivators of the soil;

3. That the future of,this State depends
on getting more people to settle on
our lands;

4. That, to sccure that settlement, we
must have better methods 1In the
handling of the crops of the primary
producer, and sccure to him a fair
price for his products;

5. This Bill will enable those who are
most concerned to have a say in
fixing the price of their products;

6. This Bill will enable the farmer to
take the nccessary steps to secure a
just reward for his labour;

7. This Bill will not bring in the mil-
lenniam, as we can only advance
one step at a time;

8. The Bill 1s evolutionary, and, as time
rolls on and experience is gained,
will, T have no doubt, require amend-
ment ;

9. More attention will have to be given
to the question of financial assist-
ance to the man on the land;

10. The introduction of the Bill shows an
earnest desire to do something to
axzist the man on the land.

T find that those ten reasons are in accord
with clause 6 of the Bill, paragraph (vi.) of
which reads—

““ Securing additional marlkets for the
disposal of produce and improved means
of distribution’;

and paragraph (vii.)—

¢ Studying markets; accumulating data
regarding marketing processes and costs;
disseminating accurate market informa-
tion; and eliminating waste and unneces-
sary marketing expenses.”

I am satisfied that the tomato-growers and
fruiterowers around Bowen will welecome this
particular measure.  'We notice in the papers
that, owing to the fact that they have over-
supplied the Sydney market. they have
received a very low price for their produets.
In fact. the

price mentioned on more
than on2 ‘oceasion would hardly reim-
burse them for the cost of sending the

fruit to Syvdney. That was not because the
people of Sydney did not require tomatoes,
but was owing to the fact that there was not
a proper organisation to see that the market
was kept properly supplied. and thus enable
the farmers to be paid for their labour.
No one wants to see farmers sending tomatoes
or other fruits long distances and not getting
a just return for their labour. T am satisfied
that this Bill will meet with support from
members on this side of the House.

The hon. member for Stanlev. who has
just resumed his seat, referred to Sovietism,
nattonalisation. and socialisation. T am
satizsfied that the farmers do not care whether

Mr, Collins.]
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it is given the name of Sovietism, nationalisa-
tion, socialisation, or anything else, so long
as thcy arc gointg to bencfit. When speaking
on the Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Act
Amendment Bill last session, [ pointed out
that a Soviet was at work downbtaus where
we had the representatives from the different
sugar «<istricts recommending ameadments
in connection with that measure. Do you
think that growers avc worrying about what
name you are likely to call an organisation
or a Bill introduced into this House? The
sugar-growers who sat in the caucus room—
a very gocd room for them to sit in, becauss,
more than likely, they got some inspiration
. there which resulted in some of the radical
ideas which later appcared in the proposals
they put in the amended measure—ware
not worrying about the name of the Bill;
all they were worrying about was the secur-
ing of a better reward for their labour. I
do not inteud to detain the House, because
my attitude on this question is well known.
Some say that this is not in accord with our
platform. T sax it is, and that is the recason
I am going to suppmt it. Anything that
has in 1t the welfare of mankind 1s in accord
with our platform, because our platform is
based on very broad lines. Under the head-
ing of “Encouragement to Agriculture” we
have s«veral planks dealing ~with agriculture.
I hope in the future we shall be able to do
somecthing for the man on the land, the same
as we have done in the past.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): T intend to
support the second reading of this Bill. §
sincerely hope the Minister will sce his way
to accopt reasonable amendments from this
side, because amendments brought forward
from this side will core from men who have
practical experience in farming, and in many
instances have been successful in their oceu-
pation. We heard the other night an admis-
sion by the hon. member for Barcoo that
there were weaknesses in the Bill. I consider
there arve. Going through the Bill. T find it
rather d'fferent to what I expected it would
be after having heard the Premier’s speech
at Laidley. I thmk the hon. gentleman will
find that the farmers are going to be very
difficult to organise. We have been organis-
ing amongst them for a considerable numbur
of years, and thev are not as casy to organise
as are the men who are engaged in the towns
and cities. On all occasions I have advo-
cated organisation amongst the farmers. 1
think it is their duty to unite as far as
possible.  They will get much greater bene-
fits than they would if thev continue the
independent attitude they have been adopt-
ing. Many a time I have pointed out to
them the bencfits the industrialists have
gained as the result of unionism, and have
pointed ocut that, were they to unite, they
would improve their position materially. I
think the organisation which was carried on
amongst the farmers prior to the last election
demonstrated that they have done something
to improve their nosition. That is shown
by the fact that thev have so many repre-
sentatives on this side of the House looking
after their interests.

A great deal has been said this session
regarding primary produection and organisa-
tion. The discussion this vear is in striking
contrast to that which has taken place in
this Chamber during the last seven years.
I am inrclined to think that. when the Govern-
ment had a majority of somewhere abhout
twenty-four members, thev did not take into

[2r. Collins.
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consideration the necessity for doing what
they are now attempting to do for the man
on the land. But their majority has now
been reduced to one, and they feel they have
lost the support of the industriali-ts, vo thev
are trying to «do something to omn support
from the farmers. The furmcr, however, 1s
not going to be gulled as he has been in the
past. His success lies in having a CGovern-
ment with the policy and plattorm of the
Country party. To prove that in the past
the Government have neglected the men on
the land, we have in the report of the pro
ceedings at the dairy conference the Premier
makmg use of these words—

“Agriculture was almost stagnant at
the present time, and had been so for
yvears.”

The hon. gentleman went on {o say—

“tle was well aware that there were
certain factors that had hampered agri-
cultural development in recent yeoars.”

Further on he said—

“But it was not to bs wondered at
that land scttlement was proceeding
slowly when one realised the unsatis-
factmy conditions existing in the agri-
cultural industry in Queensland. While
men who were on the land considered
themselves not sufficiently remunerated—
while the people in rural districts con-
sidered themselves neglected, and there
was a gencral atmosr‘here Jeadlnrr to the
impression that there was no encourage-
moent for a man to go on the land—there
would be no great progress towards the
extension of rural industries.”

There you have the Premier’s admission
that during the seven years the Government
have been in power thl‘ have neglectad the
mwan on the land. He states there that the
reason we have not had the deve Iopvnent we
chon}d h=zve had is beeause nothing has been
done to cause a man to go on the land and
stay there.,

As the result of the redistribution of the
electoral scats, three new clectorates have
been created in the mctropolitan area. That
goes to show that the Government have bren
legislating for the man in the cits—not for
the man on the land—and conecqum‘tly the
drift of the population has been from the
country to the ecity. The Preowier, at the
dairy conference, compiained that the men
on the land had not had a fair deal, and he
wanted to assist thom. T should be wvery
pleased to assist him in trying to get better
conditions for the man on the land. I have
the reports of the Quecnsland Butter TPool
Committee, of which Mr. W. Purcell was
chairman, and Messrs. W. T. Ilarris and T,
Flcod Plunkett were members. The report
states—

“The ¢ale of the surplus Australian
butter from Ist Aupgust, 1920, to 3lst
March, 1921, by the Commonwealth
Dairy Produce Pool Committee having
been effected by representatives of the
producers at the rate of 274s. per cwt.,
an application was made br the Queens-
land scetion of that committee to the
Queensland Prices Commissioner for an
equivalent price for local sales.”

If the producers had been given considera-
tion, and the Government had listened to
the pleadings of hon. members on this side
of the ITousc on behalf of daivvmen at that
time. the  Governwent  wonld  nof have
allowed the Commissioner of Prices to take
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the stand he did in refusing to allow those
engaged in the dairying industry to receive
the price they should have got for their
butter. The report further states—

“ Had. producers becn able to obtain
the market value of their butter sold
locally, the pool, of course, would have
been unnzcessary, and cream suppliers
would not have been compelled to sacri-
fice £242,000.”

Owing to the action of the Government in
allowing the Commissioner of Prices to be
dictated to by the Housewives® Association,
the dairymen of Queensland were compelled
to forgo an increase in the price of butter.
The Government would not take any notice
of our pleadings on behalf of the dairymen;
and can you wonder that the dairymen have
lost faith in the Governinent? 'The rcport
further states, dealing with the sacrifice of
£242,000—

“That sum represents the loss which
was made by being forced to scll butter
in Qucensland below its value, basing
the locally sold butter at 92 points, for
which grade the Imperial Government
paid 277s.”

The Sceretary for Agriculture has stated
what he is going to do for the man on the
land; but his remarks are strange when one
considers that, when he went amongst the
industrialists, he said we should producs: for
use and nct for profit. He does not talk in
that strain when he goes amongst the dairy
farmers, and I would like him, when he gets
up to reply to the debate on this Bill, to
give a full explanation of the phrase * pro-
duction for use and not for profit.”” We have
advisory boards in existence at the present
time. and, if men of common sense are elected
to them, thev masx be the means of doing
some good. Such boards have been in exist
ence in connection with local governinent.
Representatives of Joeal authorities attend
annual conferences in Brisbane. They come
down here from all parts of Queensland, in
order to discuss certain important matters,
after which resolutions are drawn up and
placed before the Home Secrotary, hut the
hon. gentleman has not heeded them on very
many occasions. In fact, he has heen
inclined to ridicule those conferences, and
has not given them the assistance that should
have been given them, in so far as he has
refused them the frec railway passes allowed
by previous Governments. 1 was prosent at
a meeting in the Minister’s room wher repre-
sentatives from a co-operative dairy company
met him in convection with cold storage.
The representatives told the Minister that
they were unanimously of the opinion that
the cold "stores should not be erected at
Hamilton, because they would not be a pay-
ing concern there, but he did not heed them
in any way. I sincerely hope that he will
listen to any advice that he may receive
from men with praectical cxpericace in dif-
ferent branches of the agricultural industry
who mav be elected to the advisory boards
or the Council of Agriculture. I congratu-
late the Government on bringing forward
this scheme. It is going to be a geod one if
they will take the advice we intend to offer
in conncction with its improvement. I think
that the scheme should oo further and
become a Federal one Tt hsas heon sug-
gested that we must start somewhere, and
it s just as well to start in Quecensland.
Already we have advisory boards in connce-
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tion with the dairying industry. They have
stated that probably during drought con-
ditions in Qucensland the cost of butter pro-
duction may be in the vicinity of 3s. 6d. per
1b., whereas in the Southern States they may
be enjoying very good seasons. What is going
to provent those States from sending their
butter up here and depriving Qucensland
producers of the market for their butter? If
wo are united to prevent that sort of thing,
then some good will come of the scheme. T
would like to sce us also united with New
Zealand. We send butter to the London
market, and we are in compstition with New
Zealand there. England can afford to do
without New Zealand or without Australia,
and therefore we arc in competition. If we
can come forward with a united front and
bring New Zealand in under this scheme, I
think we can both command a very much
better price for our produce, especially during
cortain seasons of the year. We can learn a
lot from New Zealand with regard to co-opera-
tion. I have here a copy of the articles'of
association of the New Zcaland Co-operative
Dairy Company. Limited, which show that
they ‘are doing a great deal in New Zealand
to build up their co-operative conerins; and
we could do a lot to assist primary produac-
tion in Queensland if were allowed to
compe! the farmers, by necessary mdu'r‘e-
ments, to take shares in our co-operative
dairy companies, Clause 11 of the articles
of association of the New Zealand Co-opera-
tive Dairy Company, Limited, reads—

“ Qypplicr  members and  bona fide
members of the company who are
already aceepted by the company as such,
in anccordance with these articles, and

other persons desirous of becoming and
being accepted as aforesaid as supplier
members or bonas fide members  shall
be required to hold such a number of
chares in the capital of the company as
¢hall from time to time be fixed and
determined by tha directors in accord-
ance with the provisions contained in the
subclauses of this article:—

(7) The directors shall 2t such time
or times as they may in their snle dis-
cretion think proper fix a standard or
standards upon a butter-fat or such
other basis or bases as they may think
fit for the purpose of determinating
and computing the number and (or)
class, group. or section of thares which
shall be held from time to time by
such supplier members, bona fide mem-
bers, and (or) other persons as afore-
said, or by any of them.”

I am inclined to think that, if we adopted
similar articles to those. it would be for the
benefit of our co-operative factories, because,
it we could induce our farmers to take up
shares, it would be to their advantage. At
the present time there are many farmers
supplying milk to factories in_which they
have no interest at all. In New Zealand
thev have a standard in connection with
buttor shares, and, when a man increases his
supplies over the quantity supplicd the pre-
vicus vear, he is compelled, if the directors
think fit, to take up L further number of
shares. I have received a letter from the
Superintendent of the New Zealand CQ
operative Dairy Company, Limited, in which
ha says—
¢ The share standard for butter-making
ig 70 1b. of butter-fat per £1 share, and
o qualify for the shareholders” bonus of

Mr. Clayton.]
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8d. per lb. it is necessary for the full
complement of sharex to be held on this
basis. No cash payment is required, the
annual call on the shares being met hy
the sharcholders’ bonus of per
above referred to, which is retained until
such time as all sharcs held become fully
paid. In the ordinary course parment
is thus extended over a period of about
six vears.”

If you extend the payment for one share
over a period of six yeavs, and the sharve-
holder is inercasing his supplies, you are not
imposing any hardship on that man if you
ask him to talke up shares in the concern.
I understand this comp:ny has a capital of
about £1,000,000, which has enabled them to
build up a hage concern wwhich iz doing a
vash amount of good for the men connected
with it. This company goes in for the mami-
facture of cheese and casein, and they have
5 represcntative at home watching their
interests, and they have a systeny whereby
.they can check any inferior butter that
arrives in London, and trace that butter to
the factory, and from the factory to the
farmer. This has done a great deal towards
helping them to maintain the posifion they
have scquired in the home market.

The Premier, when speaking. referred to
the sccondary industries. That is a matter to
which we should give more serious considera-
tion than we have given up to the presens
time. The secondary industriea could be
built up b co-operation. as has been proved
by the Murarrie Bacon Ifactorv. It has
been proved in connection with that factory
that the farmers can manage their own busi-
ness with profit to themselves. 1t is a paying
corcern to-day, and the farmers are getting
out of the concern everything thev put into
it The farmers o far have been very suc-
cessful in connection with co-operation, and
I hope the Government will give them every
assistance, both in connection with primary
and secondary industries. so that we shall
he able to manufacture all our requirements.
W should also have men looking for markets
overseas, and I was very pleased to note

.that at the Premiers’ Conference it was
decided to send a Commissioner to the Ihast
to look for markets for cur prodwets. If we

can establish a market in the Fast it will
be a great factor in the success of our
primary and secondary industrics. At the
present time many of our secondars indus-
tries are hampered by restrictions in connec-
tion with the training of vouths. I am
informed that at the present time, before
vou can get-a young fellow into any of these
institutions, they must employ no less than
threc seniors. 1f these conditions are allowed
to continue, how is it poxsible to have our
young men trained to hecome skilled
mechanics?  An opportunity should be given
to our young men to learn trades. and the
present restrictions should be removed.

T would like to congratulate the Govern-
ment on what they have done in connection
with rural schools. These schools are doing
a wonderful lot of good, and they will be
the means of induecing the men on the land
to stay there.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE !
not the Address in Reply.

This is

Mr. CLAYTON: I was at Childers
recently, and I saw a very fine exhibit there
from one of the rural schools established in

[3fr. Clayton.
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the district. These schools will be the means
of inducing the young to take a greater
intcrest in farm life and to stay on the land.

I have stated, when I have been before
the farmers from time to time, that I was
coming to this Flouse to do all T could for
the benefit of the man on the land; and, if
this measure is going to be of beunefit to
them, then I intend to support it, because
there is no section of the community that
needs protection more than the man on the
fand.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): 1T would like
to sa» at the outset that I am not going to
support the Bill in its present form. 'The
farmers are not asking for such a_measure,
and. in looking through the Bill T can see
no clause in it that is going to encourage
co-operation.

We have come -to the conclusion at all
our conferences that co-operation 1s going
to save the man on the land. We do not

think that being tacked on to

[6 p.m.} the Department of Agriculture

ws a sort of sub-branch of the
department is going to be any good, T look
upon this measare as nothing more than
extra taxation. and 1 objeut to extra taxa-
tion. I do net believe that my constituents
can afford to pay an extra tax.

r. BEBBINGTON : Iear, hear!

Mr. WARREN: The hon. member for
Drayton this afternoon asked the Minister in
charge of the Bill whether the organisers
were going to ¢harge a fee. The hon. gentle-
man knows perfectly well that, if a fee 1is
charged. there will be no organisation.

e, Bmesixeron: ‘There would be no
members.

My, WARREN: Tast scesion the Minister
rejected a measure that would have done
1.000 per cent. more good than this Bill is
over likely to do. The very groundwork of
the Bill is wrong. Weo want to build up
huge co-operative couvecerns. We have got
Lig co-operative concerns  at the present
time. and presiding over them are raen who

have acquired real business capacity. They
have been taught in the school of co-opera-
tion. This Bill will place the Socrelary for

Agriculture over those wmen. Without any
personal reflection on the hon. gentleman in
charge of the Bill. I want to ask him \\']pa,t
oducation he has had as far as co-operation
is concerned?  What big co-operative bust-

ness has the hon. gentleman been in? We
do pot, by Act of Parliament, make blg
husiness concerns or big business men. We
reed those men—we educate them.

The SHCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have

had more to <o with the co-operative move-
ment than you have.

Mr. WARREN: If there ir any possibility
of gotting any good out of this measure, I
would like to get it, but what is the whole
thing for? It has been said that hon. mem-
bers are leaving the other side because it is
a sinking ship. This Bill is simply irtended
to stop that leak. It is notb brought in
because hon. gentlemen opposite  have
developed some kindly feeling towsrds the
man on the land. They have never changed.
and could not change; they were not made
in the mould of change. They act simply
sceording to circumstances. They know that
a dry rot has set in.

An  OpPOSITION
(Laughter.)

MemBER :  White ants
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Mr. WARREN: White ants, as the hon.
member says. That is nearly as bad as dry
rot. Mad that dry rot not set in, we would
hkave heard nothing of this Bill. We have
seen the messenger bringing letters to the
Seccretary for Agriculture from different
people.  The thirg was not big enough in
itself, but he had to get people to send
these letters to him. The men who wrote
those letters do not know what a deadly
thing this 13ill is I sav there is nobods,
with very few exceptions, who wants this
Bill. They want something which will build
up big co-cperative concerns, but they do
not want this measure which is being foisted
on to them,

I want to point out some of the things
which this Bill is brought in to deul with.
First of all, it does rot stand for co-operation.
Clause 6 shows what it stands for. Rvery
item in that clausc is something which the
Department of Agriculture ought to be doing
for the people on the land. There is not
one thing in the list which should have to
be done by the people themsclves. Yet hon.
members opposits have the effrontery to come
down and ask the farmers’ representatives to
support a measure of this description, which
means a tax on the farmers.

Mr. Dunstan: A lot of your members are
supporting it.

Mr. WARREN: I am not responsible for
the members of our party. 1 am veceiving
bundles of letters condemning this measure.
T am not responsible to aryone but my con-
stituents in regard to this measure. I am
working primarily for the farmor. Neither
this Governinent, nor any other Government
so far as I can see, has done sufficient for
the man on the land. Why is agriculture in
this State in such a deplorable condition?
Why are people leaving the land? For ten
years we have had no advance in co-opera-
tion. During that time we have never had
a Government to do anything for us. If
we want money for co-cperative concerns, we
are told that there is a depleted Treasury,
and we are not able to got assistance. Take
the fruitgrowers as an example. They want
to organise so that the quality of the fruit
can be maintained and sent overseas, but
thex do rot come can in hand to the Govern-
ment and ask them to organise the industry.
Waturally, they want the assistance of the
Department of Agriculture. But. by a Bill
ot this description, we are putting a weight
on an industry which is already sinking.
Hon. members opposite have quoted a lot of
ficures to show the prosperity of the State.
Ir fact, one hon. member opposite tried to
show the House what the Goverrment are
doing for agriculture, simply becauss we
waste a considerable amount more than some
of the other States on our Department of
Agriculture; but what he omitted to do wax
to put the other table into  Hansard” to
show how little we get for our expenditurc.
With the exception of sugar and one other
item we are right down Dbelow the other
States, and that is because of the unsym-
pathetic Governments we have had., I am
not going to say that other Governments have
been altogether unsympathetic, but 1 will
say that they have not jabbed the knife into
the farmer, and they have not tried to
destroy the struggling farmer. The Govern-
ment to-day arc in a sorry pozition. They
are not able to help the man on the land.
They are able to go in for State enterprises
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that arc no ecarthly good to this Statn Thewr
are able to do other things that arc nor
beneficial to the State and are no good for
the primary producer. This is a primary-
producing country. If we «do not assish the
man on the land and go in for more primary
production, then it is no zood for this
country. We want to do something for the
man on the land, and we want to do it
quickly, or we shall have a starving city.

Fook at the way the rural population is
drifting into the city. The last speoaker
gave an iustance in connection swith the
redistribution of seats, which proved con-

clusivelv more than anything clse that some-
thing radical wants to be done, and that
quickly, to prevent the population from
drifting into the ecity. I want to ask: Is
this scheme introduced for a specific pur-
pose? Is it going to do any good? 1 do
not care what the ‘“ Dailv Mail” says in its
leading article of Saturday last. It points
out that, even if the Government are not
sincerc, we may get something out of this
Bill. I do not agree with that. I say that,
if the tree is wrong, then the fruit will be
wrong, and that it is a wrong principle to
expect that something good is going to come
out of something that is bad.

Mr, Coruixs: That is something that the
“Daily Mail” editor can paste in his note-
hook.

Mr. WARREN : The ¢ Daily Mail” said in
the leading article on Saturday that mem-
bers of the Country party have right on their
side when they ray they are suspicious of this
Bill. Although that paper is supporting this
legislation, it stated that we have a right
to be suspicious, and that our suspicion Is
only natural. Not only have we a right to
be suspicious of this Bill, but it is our
bounden duty to watch what the Government
are going to do. I do not make any “ bones”
about it., I am not afraid of the political
side of the question. I can go to the people
in the country centres, because I know they
can see through it. The people in the
country can sec through the Bill just the same
as they can sce daylight. They know per-
fectly well that the Government are not
sincere, Whoever took them to be sincere?
Ther have been rhowing their insincerity
for the last seven years, and row they have
turned down the men who put them over
there. They are like the lion which ate its
own cubs.

The SPEAKER: Order! T hope the hon.
gentleman will deal with the Bill.

Mr, WARREN: I am dealing with the
Bill, Mr. Speaker, and I hope you will allos-
me the liberty to express myself, because 1
ferl that this is too big a question to be
allowed to slip on one side like this. I anr
proving the insincerity of the Administra-
tion. I want the people of Queensland tc
know, and T want the people of my clector-
ate to know, that I am not going to swallow
it whole and take just what they offer. We
know that the Government, when they go to
the people, will say to the electors in cortain
electorates, ““ This is the Soviet system.”
and in other electorates they will say,  Look
at the broad system it is.”’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the Soviet system?
1t. .

Mr. WARREN : I will tell the hon. gentle-
man all about it if he will come up to my
electorate. This question is so serious that

Mr, Warren.]

What is
Tell us something about
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I think the people should have some say in
it. It should not be foisted on the people. I
am prepared to allow my electorate to be the
testing ground to see if the people want this
Bill. I challenge any hon. member opposite
to contest Murrumba with me on this Bill.

OpposiTIoN MeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. WARREN : I make only one condition
with such a contest. and that is that the
Government will allow a member on the
other side to absent himself while the contest
is going on. It is too scrious a question to
deal with lightly. The people are saying
there is mo sincerity in it. Hon. members
do not understand the position of the primary
producer, and, what is more, they do not
want to. They did all this on the sly,
because they wanted to create an impression.
They wanted to say, *“ We did it! Alone we
did it 1

Mr. Dunstan: Some members say that it
is exactly like your policy.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You say
that we stole it from your platform.

Mr. WARREN: All T can say is, that if
our policy is like this, I do not stand for it.

Mr. Krrwax: You had better join the
Nationalist party.

Mr. WARREN : If this is our policy, then
I do not stand for it. I do not stand for
Soviet control, or nationalisation, or what-
ever you like to call it. If that is our
policy, then I do not want to stand for it.
I want the people to leok at this thing care-
fully. I have taken part in conferences where
the farmers discussed this Bill, and the con-
sensus of opinion was that thev did not want
to have any connection with the Government
whatever. :

OprosITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. WARREN : If the Minister is reason-
able and fair, and, if he wants this thing to
be put on the statute-book for the good of
the people, and if he has got any sense of
right at all, then he will efface himself and
any future Minister, whoever he may be, from
this Bill. I do not want to see any public
servant on the Council of Agriculture. Some-
one said that it is a fine thing to have the
Commissioner for Railways on it. I say it
is not. If the Commissioner for Railways is
able to manage the railways of Queensland,
that is one man’s job, and it will occupy all
his time.

Mr., BempINGTON :
interfering with us.

Mr. WARREN: I bave great respect for
the Commissioner for Railways. In fact, I
respect him more than any gentleman in this
Chamber; but. with all respect to him, we
do not want him on the council. Tet him
attend to his own work. and we will attend
to ours. We do not want a mere sop thrown
to us. We want something that is going to
last. The hon, member for Rockhampton
described the Bill as something that was
absolutely going to bring about a different
condition of affairs so far as agriculture is
concerned.

Mr. Frercrer: He is irresponsible.
Mr., WARREN: Mr. Speaker, probably

vou do not know much about the agricultural
industry; but, as a business man and a man
of common sense, I ask vou. “ How is this
Bill going to bring about any different condi-
tions? How 1is it going to bring about

[Hr. Warren.
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anything revolutionary in the agricultural
industry? How many men is it going fto

put on the land?”’
Mr. Duxstan: It is too big a question for
you to understand.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: He is rubbing it into
you, all right.

Mr. WARREN: The Minister, in intro-
ducing the Bill, held these letters of credit in
his hand, and he said that they were all
disinterested. I want to tell the hon. gentle-
man that, when men are receiving two
guineas a day and extra money for cxpenses,
they are not disinterested. It does not matter
what trade or industry is going to be revolu-
tionised, if you pay men to speak therc will
always be plenty prepared to speak. They
will all speak and pipe the right tune if they
are paid for it.

Mr., DUNSTAN :
farmers.

Mr. WARREN : The Minister in charge of
the Bill threw out his chest and said, ‘I am
going to emancipate the farmers.” (Opposi-
tion laughter.)  Just study that word
‘“ emancipate.” One hon. member on the
other side says, ¢ You insult the farmers” and
here the Minister says they are slaves,
becuuse he claims he is going to emancipate
them. Are they slaves?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Many of
them.

Mr. WARREN : The Minister insults them.
The Government have been seven years grind-
ing them down and rubbing them in th- dirt—
seven years trying to dammn these people—and
now the Minister has the effrontery to get up
and call them slaves. Tt is an inwult to eall
any people in a frec country slaves. I say
they are not slaves, but their very calling
puts them in a position where they are not
able to express their views. They are
scattered. The rural population is not like
the working population in the cities.

That is a reflection on the

I want to refer to the methed of organi-
sation adopted in the Bill. It was tried in
California years and years ago, and it failed.

The Houe SECRETARY : What rot .

Mr. WARREN: I would like the hon.
member to be a little more polite in speaking
to me and other Country party members.
(Laughter.)

The HoME SECRETARY : When was it tried?

Mr. WARREN: Sixteen years ago. It
failed, and it was tried again on the principle
en which the party opposits organise. They
built up a system of sevarate sectional
organisations and that proved a moderate
success—so much of a success that now even
the diflerent sections of the fruit industry
arc organised separately. We do not need
to go to California to prove the soundness
of that conclusion. Here in Quecnsland the
fruitgrowers were organised as a body for a
fow years and were growing into a big con-
cern, but twelve months ago they found that
ther were going downhill as an organisation.
So ther started to organise the banana section
us a sceparate scction, and now cach section
of the industry in Queensland is organised
separately. I say that to organis: these
people all togethr is going to be an absolute
impossibility. Take Palmwoods, a centre in
mv elcctorate, one of the richest and most
progressive places in Australia. We have
dairying, fruitgrowing, and gencral farming
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there. The people engaged in those industries
will all meet in one room and discuss their
different probl:ms. What will happen?
There will be no interest in it at all. Take
a wider field, Can y imagine anything
more ridiculous than representatives of the
sugar industry and the fruit industry sitting
down at one table and talking over their
different «ffairs? The thing is too utterly
absurd to contemplate. What the Govern-
ment ought to do, if they ave going to
organi=e these industries, is to organise them
separately. But then thes need not pay fifteen
men to organise politically, and that weuld
not have been any good to members opposite.
When the scheme was floated, the Premier
should have called the orgsnissd sections
together instead of getting one or two in a
wort of barckdoor method. He should have
got representatives of the various co-opera-
tive concerns, elected by the people, and
consulted them in a vproper democratic
manner. But these gentlemen opposite are
not demccrats. They are not buriness men.
do not know the needs of the country.
v see the country dwindling and the city
swelling, but they do not know the remedy.
They are politicians.  We heard the Scere-
tary for Agriculture say that the Premier
was a stat-sman. Not only that, but we have
also all these organisers going through the
different  clectorates and =aving ihe same
thing. I shall not say anything about their
qualifications, but the thing 13 absolutely
wrong in principle and it will do no good to
the State.

Mr. Cornins: You seem to be very much
divided in your opinions over there.

Mr. WARREN : We are allowed to express
our honest convictions over here, but gentle-
men on the other side are ti»d hand and foot.
There is one despot ruling Queensland to-day.
It is not a party—it is not a Cabinet; it is
just a' despot who threw to the winds the
very men who put him there.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WARREN: All these things bear on
the Bill. The fact is that the Bill 15 a myth.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

Mr. WARREN: Some hon. members on
this side think they are going to get amend-
nents.

Mr. Prrerson: 1 doubt it.

Mr. WARREN: My opinion is that this
Bill was never meant to do any good, because
of the natural dislike of the people on that
side to the ““beef barons’” and the honest
tillers of the soil.

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask the
hion. member to regard my call to order and
deal with the provisions of the Bill.

Mr. WARRIEN: I do not wish to dizagrec
with your ruling, Mr, Spraker, but I feel
vory sirongly on this matter, and I want to
expose the motives for the Bill. You know
yvourself that there is nothing in this Bill
other than a sop to the primary producer.
You know perfeetly well that there is nothing
genuine or tangibls to be given away. These
gentlemen do not give anything aw They
come from  Takingdom,” pet trom * Giving-
dom.” (Laughter.) I am prepared to take
tha Bill clause by clauss, and, if there is
anything in it for the farmeyr, if there is
anything in it for my people, if there is any-
thing in it for me as a man of the soil, 1 am
quite prepared to do my best to put 1t into
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proper form, so that the people of the State
will benefit. ~ Brcause, after all, if the present
vate of loss to the country goes on in the
way in which it has been proceeding for these
last few years, we very soon are going to
have a terrible disaster so far as primary
production is concerne

Mr. CATTERMULL (Musgrave): I regard
this Bill from the viewpoint of a primary
producer of some thirty-five years’ standing.
T have been during that time connected with
various organisations of  sugar-growers,
dairy farmers, and others. out all the time to
vot botter condisions. If this Bill is kept
free from party polities and there are no
dragnet clauses in it, it will hare my sup-
port, for although I bilong to the Country
party, I am not a party man; I am out for
vesultn.  As I have said hefore {
Government all credit for having passe
regulation of sugar-cane prices legislation

Mr, You Labour man
then.

Mr. CATTERMULIL:
man then than I am to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
over here.

Mr. CATTERMULL: I am all right where
T am. The regulation of sugar cane prices
legislation certainly gave the primary pro-
Jducers som- benefit, and I have every hope
that this Bili—if w2 are allowed to put certain
amendments into it—will also have beneficial
yosults. There are one or two amendments
which will be moved from this side, and I
helieve the Minister will see fit to allow them
to go in. If they go in, the Bill will have
myv whole-heavted support. If they do not,
{ am afraid I shall have to oppese it. The
Minister has given his assurance that he will
accept amendments. Th?re 18 one
[5.30 p.m.] thing that is very peculiar about
this business,  While we are
advised under this Bill to organise ourselves
industrially, hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House tell the workers to organise
themselves both industrially and politically.

I think it would have been better had the
Minjster, in bringing forward the Bill, used
as a basis the organisations which alrcady
are in existence. The canegrowers, dairy-
men, wheat men, fruit men, and cheese men
are all fairly well organised; and, had their
organisations been made use of, a tremendous
amount of expense would have been saved
and there would have been no recason for
sending fifteen organisers to stump the
country. Hon. members on the other side
have said that if this Bill is passed there
will be no occasion for members on this side
to represent the farmers. Although 1 am in
favour of the Bill, who is better able to see
it properly administered than the man on
the land reprcsenting his own class? There
are men on the other side who. no matter
how willing they may be, do not know the
wants of the man on the land, and, there-
fore, cannot administer in the right way
legislation which is passed for his benefit.

Mr. Forey: There are as many country
men on this side as on yours.

Mr. CATTERMULL: No, there are not.
T have advired the farmers to support this
Bill, provided it is genuine. But I have
told them to see that they return members
who will ensure that the Act is properly
administered. If we are to get any good

Mr. Catlermull.]
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out of it, it must not be confined to this State.
If it is, it cannot have the result we would
wish. Take the sugar position to-day. That
industry s outside the State sphere of action,
and is wholly dependent on Federal action.
We have our cane prices boards, both local
and central, but they can only base the price
of cane on the price of raw sugar, and the
price of raw sugar is determined by the
Federal Government. It must. therefore,
be a Federal matter. I hope the operations
of this Bill will extend to all the other States.
In the sugar industry we are fairly well
organised in Queensland at the present time.

Mr. Forey: Disorganised.

Mpr. BEBBINGTON : You have no organisation
to compare with it.

Mr. CATTERMULL : EKighty-five per cent.
of the growers are members of the Australian
Sugar Producers’ Association or the United
Clane Growers’ Association.

_Mr. Forey: They are political organisa-
tions.

Mr. CATTERMULL: They are non-
political. By way of levies to those

organisations we contribute 3d. or 4d. per
ton of cane. We arc also further paying
levies to the Government. Last year we
paid for the Central Cane Prices Board 2d.
per ton of cane. We are also parving towards
the cost of the Sugar lixperiment Stations
1d. per ton of cane. So, although vou bring
the sugar-grower under thiz Bill, I do not
think you will have to ask him to pay any
more than he is paying to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
hear!

Mr. CATTERMULL: We consume only 12
per cent. of our product; the balance goes
to the Southern States, and the Federal
.Government fix the price of raw sugar. and
on that price the cane prices boards deter-
mine the price to be paid for cane.

I would like to draw attention to some of
the motions which were carried at the recent
Adeclaide conferencs, showing that the people
down South are fully alive to the sugar situa-
tion. The following is taken from the report
of the proceedings of the conference:-—

“ Stear AGREEMENT AND CONTROL.

“ Mr. McGibbon (W.A.) announced that
the committee apnointed to consider the
sugar questions had agreed upon certain
recommendations. Thev were as follows :

“The maintenance of a white Aus-
tralia being the established policy of the
Commonwealth and this association, it is
necessary to maintain white population
in the northern parts of Qucensland. This
can only be done by the establishment of
industries capable of employing a con-
siderable white population. The sugar
industry, being established for the pur-
pose of fulfilling the national ideal of a
white continent, it is necessary—

1. That the growers of cane shall
receive for their product such a price
as will recoup them for their cost of
production plus a reasonable margin
of profit.

2. That the workers in the industry
shall receive a wage commensurate with
the class of work undertaken, and
which shall equal at least wages paid
to white workers in other parts of
Australia.

3. The millers and refiners shall
receive remuneration in the price of

[Mr. Cattermull.
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sugar such a sum as will ensure thenr
a reasonable profit, the payment to
have a direct bearing on the efficiency
and economic value of their work.

4. That a Federal tribunal, consisting
of representatives of growers, millers,
refiners, workers, and_consumers, be
appointed to have jurisdiction to enable
the above objects to be put into opera-
tion.

5, That the basis of the price deter-
mined shall be subject to alteration
from time to time, and that the parti-
culars be published for the benefit and
information of the public.

6. That the high retail price of sugar,
at present being charged is due to the-
Government’s heavy losses on importa-
tion of foreign sugars, and is in no way
attributable to Qucensiand sugar pro-
ducers, who from 1916 to 1920 received
less than world parity for their sugar.
The losses made on these imported
sugars are being recouped by the
(Glovernment from the consumers by the
maintenance of the present retail price.

7. That sugar necessary for industries
having an export trade shall be avail-
ablo for the trade at a price not exceed-
ing that at which sugar is available
from other countrics, should Australia
be unable to supply those industries,
either as regards price or quantity, and
that then the importation of a sufficient
quantity of sugar to meet the reguire-
ments of those industries shall be
allowed. )

8. That, in order to assist home fruit
preserving and jam industries, a pool-
ing system be established to cnable such
industries to be supplied with sugar at
the most favourable price possible.

9. That to permit of the establish-
ment of such a permanent scheme as
outlined above the system of regula-
tion, supervision of the industry be
continued for a reasonable period, sub-
ject to such modifications as investiga-
tion of the conditions may, prove to be
justified without injustice to the sugar
producers. It is recognised that to
secure thot end the whole industry must
be brought under Federal jurisdiction.

10. That the sugar policy of Australia
should be to preserve Australian
markets for internal consumption for
Australian-grown white sugar.”

1 think that, before any further benefits can
be achieved for the sugar industry, there
must be a certain amount of Federal control,
because, to grow suzar in Australia we must
have a protective tariff, and the Federal
Government control the imposition of that
tariff, and, therefore, they have the final say
in the suger industry.

Mr. Corrins : That does not mean that you
are in favour of a higher tariff in preference
to the present sugar agreement?

Mr. CATTERMULL: c
in favour of new proteciton. In connectiou
with that matter, it was resolved at the
Adelaide conference that there should be 2
board consisting of one representative each of
the workers, growers, millers, refincrs, an
consumers, and that that board should start
at the bottom and work upwards in connection
with the fixation of a price until they reached
a price at which sugar could be sold to the
consumer, and the tariff wall will be fixed

I have alway: been
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by the Commonwealth Government accord-
ingly. There should be a fair return for
everyone. The State can go no further in
connection with this matter. We have the
regulation of sugar cane prices legislation,
but ultimately the sucar industry must be
controlled by the Federal Government. T
intend to support the Bill if the Minister will
keep to his promise and accept amendments
from this side of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
able and necessary amendments,

Mr., CATTERMULL: If the Minister will
not accept the amendments we intend to
submit, I shall have to oppose the Bill on
the third reading. 1 do not want party
politics to creep into the matter.

Mr. SWAYNE (#irend): 1 naturally view
this Bill with a great deal of interest.
Although it has been mentioned by various
hou. members on this side of the Ilouse
that there arc certain branches of farming
fairly well organised, on the other hand there
are some sections that are not. If there is
any calling that should be organised in it
own interests, it is the fayming commumnits.
Something like thirty years ago 1. with
others, started to organise the farmers in
the district in which I live. We devoted all
our spare time, including Saturday after-
noons and Sundays, and everr other moment
apart from our work In connection with
the matter, and we attained a good denl
of success. In a district in which there
were 800 or 900 farmers, our roll showed a
membership of 500 wihin two years, and I
think that in those days that could be con-
sidered fairly good work. I had a hand in
the formation of both the Australian Sugar
Producers’ Association and the United Cane
Growers’ Association. The TUnited Cane
Growers’  Association  followed on the
Pioneer River Farmers Association that I,
with others, was responsible for forming
thirty years ago. That why I view the
scheme before the House with a good deal
of interest. I also think that I can eclaim
to have a little knowledge of the subject.
While I sce possibilities of good in the
Bill, T cannot help thinking that it might
have been better if the Government had
tauken the present organisations connceted
with the industries that arc at present
organised and built upon thein, and I
think the suceoss that would have been
achieved by thos=a mesns »ould have induced
thosc branches of agriculture which at present
are disorganised also to come into the move-
ment.  If this scheme is brought into effect,
wo shall have to scrap some of our existing
ovganizations which possess a capacity for
doing good. and that would bo a zreat pite.
I do not express that opinion from a pounds-
shillings-and-pence point of view. But i%
will be a very heavy financial burdenr to keep
both organisations going. I am only a
grower in a moderate way. vet I =m levied
upon by the Government for the maintenance
of cane prices boards and for the Sugar
Bxperimental Stations, and I am also levied
upon in conncction with my organisation,
making a total of between £30 and £40 per
annum I have to pay in levies. If we are
now going to be levied upon still further, it
15 going (o be a very big tax.

Mr. CorLixs: Would not vour levy repre-
sent about 1,000 tons of cane?

My, SWAVNE: It might. The hon. mem-
ber, representing asx he docs eanegrowors,
should know that the net result of the ton-

Reason-
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nage for that purpose is very different indeed
from the result to the grower. The worker
receives over T0 per ceant. of the value in
wages, o the grower has to watch other dis-
bursements very carefully. The Bill contains
provisions for the good of the producer, but
it may be so administered that its cffect will
be quite different from what many think.
Tt could be so administered as to tend towards
the nationalisation of industry: and, seeing
that the Premier 1s endeavouring to pose
in the aew role of the farmers’ benefactor,
it is about time that he made his position
¢lear. No man can serve two masters. Before
we can take the Premier on trust, as he
evidently desires us to do, he should tell us
exactly how he stands in relution to his
party’s platform and also in relation to the
extreme element in his party. Although we
know there are times when he gets up and
scolds them, he has never by any act on his
part done anything to check them or protect
other sections of the community. Speaking
in Melbourne in connection with the LW
the hon. gentieman said—

“They preach revolution, sabotage, and
bloodshed to gain what the workers could
take by constitutional means any moment
they care to exercise their vote.
(Apvlause and dissent.) The I.W.W.-ites
were the worst enemics of Labour.”

At the same time he allowed them with
impunity to break the law, never enforcing
his own Arbitration Act as regards strikers.
He lends himself to that section in every
possible way. For instance, I do mot think
I would be out of order in referring to a
recent appointment to the Senate. I do not
think I am doing Mr. MacDonald an injus-
tice if I say that he is an extremist. The
paper over which he recontly had control has
been preaching the doctrine of tho One Big
Union.

Thke SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not now dealing with the Bill.

Mr. SWAYNE: In a socond-reading specch
I think T am entitled to try and ascertain

the motives of those fathering the Bl We
know words may mean anything, and in

ascertaining the valus of a man’s protesta-
tions, it 1s a fair thing to copsider his
actions, and the aciions of the Premier
throughout have not been such as to cause
any great reliance to be placed ou  his
protestations,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What do
you mean by that?

Mr. SWAVYNE: We see by the paper this
morning that there are anticipations of a
disruption of the part That has nothing
to do with the Bill. but it is interesting and
may have some bearing on the question of how
the Premier and the Minister in charge of
the Bill stand in connection with these
matters. In this connecetion I should like to
point out that the late Hon. T. J. Ryan, on
his return from the old country, Indicated
very clearly the attitude of the Labour party.
According to the  Standard ” report, speak-
ing in reference to the platform—and, of
course, we know the platform at the present
time stands for the abolition of private
ownership of any kind and that does not
appeal to the farmer—the late Hon. T. J.
Ryan #aid—

“ (onsequently thes must be able to
define and adhere to their position. For-
tunately for Labourites, it was not difficult
for them to define their position, because
it was defined in the Labour platform.

Mr. Swayne.]




314 Primary Producers’

which everyone could read. The sure
course of success for the Labour party
was to adhere strietly to their platform.
‘While they must adhere to their own
platfom—which he and cvery member of
the Labour party had to adhcere to and
every person who claimed to be a sup-
porter of the party must alwo adhere to
t—he made it eclear that he was no

opposed to the extremists within the
party. Thes stood for the platform for
which ther all stood. The extremists

might want to go faster than the majority
thought was wise, so fast that the
majority of the party would think he
endangered the existence of the party;
still he was within the party.”
Again he spoke of the solidarity prevailing
amongst the various scctions in the partr.
te continuced—

“In conclusion, the Premier predicted
that the solidarity which had carried the
Labour party through four years of war
would curry it through the noxt years of
reconstruction.”

The Bill as it stands contains so many
elements of danger to the farmer that T think
we are quite justified in viewing it with a
considerable amount of apprch-nsion, if the
bon. gentleman who is bringing it beforc us
i3 to have the administration of it, unless he
tells us that he has changed his opinion on
some of the matters I have mentioned. 1
think T am corrcet in saying that at the
present time there is a genoral desire that
the hon. gentleman should make his position
clear.

In conncction with the sugar industry, if
there cver has been a clash between the
demands of organised labour and the farmer’s
interests, I knrow the Premier has never
upheld the farmer’s end. In his control of
the State-controlled sugar-mills, he always
placed them second to the TLabour organi-
sations. I could quote case after case in
support of that. Then, again, if the hon.
gentleman is such a supporter of co-opera-
tion as he now tells us he is, how 1is it
that he has given no indication of if in
the past? We know that one of the best co-
operative measures cver placed on the statute-
book was put there by his predecossors. In
1914 the Co-operative Sugar Works Act was
passed, and under that Act no one who is
not a grower can hold shares in a factory.

The PrREMIER: No sugar mill hias ever been
erected under that Act.

3r. SWAYNE: No; because they had no
opportunity ; but the hon. gentleman refused
an application under it.  The previous
Government passed the 1911 Act. under which
they built five big sugar-mills in the North.
The PrEMIER: We built those mills.

Mr. SWAYNE : The contracts for those mills
were let before the Labour Government took
office. The Co-operative Sugar Works Act was
one of the most purely co-operative measures
ever placed on the statute-book, inasmuch as
only the producers themsclves can hold shares
m a company, and one would have thought
that, if the hon. gentleman is such a great
beliover in co-operation as he now professes to
be, when a company approached him for agsisb-
ance under that Act, he would have given it:
but I wunderstand that he rvefused. All
through, their actions have beon such as to
Jive us just reason to doubf ‘heir hound Gd-
m this matter. At the present time fully
35 per cent. of the sugar-growers are already

[Mr. Swayne.
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in the two organisations, and in so far a3 the
#ale of their produce in Quecnsland is con-
cerned, we have the Regulation of Sugar
(lanc Prices Act providing for local boards
and a central board to hold the scales evenly
between the grower and the miller. Then, in
so far as the sale of the manufactured article
is cencerned, we have the agreement with
the Federal Government. If the agrrement
is not continued in some form or another,
possibly it might be of ‘advantage to the
industry to come under this Bill; but there
is every hope at the present tim» that the
agreement will be continued for a term of
cears, and, if that iz doue, I rcally <o not
#a0 where the industry is going to b mnefit by
this Bill. Then, regerding technical advice,
at present provision is made for obtaining
such advice at our own cost. Unlike other
sgricultural industries that have expernnental
farms provided for thom. we have to pay the
cost. I am not grumbling at the charge, as I
am rather proud of our independence in that
regard, and the gentlemen who have been in
charge of the Sugar Experiment Stations are
most eapabis, and we are very well served in
the way of advice as to the kind of cane to
gvow, what manure to use. and so on. So
that, altogether, T really do not sce that we
are going to benefit by this Bill. It will
«simply mean an additional burden being
placed on our shoulders. Again, it seems to
me unjust that a levy should be placed on
any industry by men who have no interest
in the indusiry and who practically know
very little about it. Out of the fficen mem-
bors of the Council of Agriculture who are
to be clected by the dizirics councils, there
might be only three canegrowers. Ths same
thing would apply to any other branch of
agriculture, and vet the central councit will
have powor to impese unlimifed levies, and
also to inflict fines up to £L100. We realise
what an immense power that is to give under
a measure of this kind. and those who are
fairly well served at the present time will
probably consider that they should be
allowed to remain outside the scope of the
Bill. One amendment  that  should  be
embodiod in the Bill is a proviso that, if any
section of agriculture decides fo remain out,
it shall be at liberty to do =o. In discussing
this Bill one cannot help remark-
[7 p.m.] ing that the Council of Agricul-
* ture will have under its control

very great and impertant matters. T
thought which ent rs one’s mind is whether
the cost which ought to be borne by the
whole community is not, through the medium
of the council, to be thrust upon the shoulders
of the producers. Tor instance, one of the
objeets set out in clavse 6—and it is certainly

very desirable-—is—

‘“ Securing additional markets for the
disposal of produce and improved means
of distribution.”

That is all vight. Thst should certainly
come within the scope of their dities—but,
if it means the sending of Clommissioners to
the Fast and other countriss for the purpoese
of finding markets for Queensland products.
then the eost incurred in doing so should be
borne by the whole of the community. The

whole comrunity will share in the advant-

ages derived from the sale of the products
which are grown. That is ore of the things
which suggests itself to me, and which
emphasises the need for frecing the scheme
as far as possible from political control.
Again, many of these functions override what
ought to be the duties of the Department of
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Agriculture, I imagine that we have already
~ompetent officials to carry on these duties.
Will this Council of Agriculture appoint
another staff of officials? Like many other
projects, it seems at the beginning innocent
enough, but it will be very costly, We are
taking a very great risk, There is another
matter I feel very strongly upon, and it is one
on which I have had some experience—that
is, the Minister being in the chair. When I
first rose to specak, 1 mentioned the work
done in organising the farmers. In that
casc the organigation which we had in our
district had its local branches, 1te district
couneil, and then, in common with other
bodies throughout Quecnsland, it had some-
thing similar to the central council in this
case, inasmuch as the Minister of the depart-
ment each year held a conference. The first
was held at Gatton in 1897. They held
another at Rockhampton, then at Mary-
borough, Warwick. and other places. It was
not very long before it was felt that the
presence of the Secretary for Agriculture in
the chair restricted the confercnces some-
what, so far as freedom of discussion was
«concerred. In the case of the Council of
Agriculture provided under this Bill, I think
there would be greater freedom if the cen-
tral council elected its own chairman. That,
again, would be another step towards the
end we have all advocated—namely, freedom
from political control. Again. it scems to
me that the definition of * primary pro-
ducer” requires to be carefully safeguarded.
It requires something more than we have in
this Bill. 1 know 1t is said that we have
majority rule, but we do not know that the
majority will rule. Queensland at the
present time is governed by an Administra-
tion which represents a minority of the
clectors by something like 27,000 votes. That
is a big minority, especially when we con-
sider that we have not got a very large
population in Queensland. Such happenings
as that should make us very careful when
we are framing such a measure as this. If
the Bill becomes law—and no doubt it will
—7I hope that such amendments will be em-
bodied as will ensuré the objects of those
who truly and in reality represent the
primary producers, including the farmers,
the graziers, and everyone else on the land.
The Government have been in office for the
last seven wears, and in view of their past
actions, is it any wonder that we aro
suspicious of them? It is laid down in the
platform of the Primary Producers’ Union
that the union aims at—

_ ‘“Encouraging greater efficiency in
industry and  greater development,
realising  that greater  idevelopment

depends upon an assurance that the pro-
ducers will obtain an adequate and fair
reward for their labour.”

[t also aims at—

“ Organising the couniry system of dis-
tributing, realising that once an efficient
system of distributing and handling is
assured, onc of the big problems of the
primary producer is solved.”

“This is where the Premier first got the idea.
Although we cannot go into details at this
stage, we conszider that an cficient system
of distribution is necessary.
price-fixing was established, we tried to get
representation  on  the body which was
appointed to fix the prices of our products,
but without success. 1 do not see any pro-
vision in this Bill whereby the Central
C'ouncil may be represented on the price-

[18 JuLy.]
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fixing commission. The council should be
able to send delegates to sit with the Com-
missioner of Prices. I am very <doubtful
whether we shall not have to maintain our
existing organisaticn even when this measure
becomes law. We know that various indus-
tries come within the scope of the Arbitra-
tion Act, and the various organisations are
represented by members in the Industrial

. Arbitration Court, so that we shall have to

keep a scparate organisation, if only for that
purposc. 1 think that it can be fairly laid
down that everything depends on the
administration, and unless the Government
administering it are interesfed heart and
soul in the welfare and prosperity of the
primary producer, such a measure as this
will not do them full justice. For instance,
how could any gentleman supporting a party
which has expressed such opinions as those
I am about to quote carry out successfully
the dutics pertaining to the control of this
measure? 1 have here a rcport of the All-
Australian Labour Conference which sat in
Melbourne in July, 1921, and I find amongst
the opinions this statement—

“ Between these two classes the struggle
must continue until capitalism is
abolished. Capitalism can only be
abolished by the workers uniting in one
class-conscious, ecconomic crganiration to
take and hold the means of production
by revolutionary, industrial, and political
action.”

And the farmer is a capitalist.

The SPRAKER: Order! I hope the hon.
member will connect his remarks with the
Bill.

Mr. SWAVYNE: As I have already said,
the control of the administration of a measure
like this must be free from party politics in
order to do justice to the farmers; and who
csn better administer the measurc than the
farmers, who show, by being farmers them-
solves, that they desire to improve their
farms, their production, their implements,
and their working plant? An interjechion
made in my speech before dinner shows how
little hon.” members opposite kuow of a
farmer’s nceds. 1 said something about the
amount that labour was getting out of it—
the amount received by the grower for his
cane. An hon. member opposite retorted thLat,
so far as the real working part of my farm
was concerned. T was not entitled to anything.
T do not think we can get any other mean-
ing out of the interjection than what I am
putting upon it.

Mr. Riorpan: No one said that.

Mr. SWAYNE : I shall support the second
reading in the hope that the Minister will do
his best to improve the Bill, and also to
give the Premier an opportunity of making
good what he has said is_his desire. On
looking up his speeches at Lowood or Laid-
ler, I notice that he said he was not receiv-
ing from the Country party that help which
he had a right to expect—which. by the
way, is a rather curious remark to fall from
the Premier in view of the statement of
the hon. member for Stanley, one of our
cwn party, that he was not allowed access to
the conference which wis the first step in the
launching of this scheme. When we get
into Committee the Premier will have an
opportunity of making good his statement
that he desires our syvmpathy and support
in this matter. I think he must recognise
that in this party there are men who have

Mr. Swayne.]
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had considerable experience as farmers them-
selves, and men also who have been some of
the foremost workers in the cause of co-
operation, and who are only too willing to
assist to make this measure a good one. I
hope, therefore, that, when we get into
Committee, we shall have an opportunity to
make the measure what the Premier says he
intends it to be—that is, a measure of benefit
to the farmers of Queensland.

Mr. W. COOPER (Roscwood): 1 rise to
support this Bill. I have been rather sur-
prised, listening to the statements which
have been made by Opposition members. It
appears to me that the Opposition on this
quesfion of the organisation of primary pro-
ducers are floundering. One hon. ,member
will stand up and say, It is too political”;
another will say *“It is too expensive’’;
another “ The Premier is not in earnest’”;
another “ The Labour party are opposed to
anything that might be beneficial to the man
on the land.” Hon. members opposite have
endeavoured to place impediments in  the
way of the passage of this Bill, as far as it
is possible for them to do it, under a ““ Yes-
No” attitude. The time has arrived when
the farmers should know exactly where the
members of the Opposition stand—whether
they are in favour of, or against, the passage
of this measure. As I understand the Bill,
it contains a principle under which will be
handed over to the primary producer of
Qucensland the right to control the products
of his own industry.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE :
doing that now?

Mr. W. COOPER: The Opposition claim
that the Government will have too much con-
trol.  As far as [ can learn, there will be
fifteen representatives, of whom five will be
nominated by the Government. Seceing that
the Government have to find at least 50 per
cent. of the money for the carrying out of
this scheme——

Mr. EnrmNsToNe: For one year.

Mr. W. COOPER: It is absolutely necces
sary for the Government to safeguard the
interests of the other taxpayers of the State.
If they did not do so, they weuld not know
where this was going to end. I have had a
good deal of experience in co-operation.  As
far back as 1830 I erccted and placed in
position the machinery in a factory. Since
then I have scen the birth of co-operation in
one of the finest agricultural district=—par-
ticnlarly in regard to dairving—in the whole
of the Commonwealth. and that is the Rich-
mond River. The attitude taken up by the
proprietary factories at that time was exactly
the same as the attitude which hon, members
of the Opposition are taking un to-day.
Hon. members do not want the farmer to
control his ewn industrv; they want to get
proprietare factories for ths purpose of
exploiting the farmer.

Mr  Beprivoron: We own thousands of
shares in them. and you own none.

Mr. W. COOPER: One will commence to
think the hon. member for Dravton is a
dingo. if he vaps much more. That hon.
member has never placed before thi= Cham-
ber anything that hus been constructive. He
was a membey of this Chamber long before
the Labour partv came into office, and he
cannot show us how he has endeavoured to
help the man on the land. This hon. gentle-

[Mr, Swayne.
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man, who refers to the robbery of the farmer
as far as relates to butter, has always been
concerned in cheese. I happened to go to
the place where he lives, and I could not get
a bit of butter there; the hoteliceeper told
us, “ We cannot buy it here.”” Yet the hon.
gentleman endeavours to lead hon. members
of this Chamber to believe that he is inter-
ested in the welfare of the primary pro-
ducer !

Mr. Brpsixeron: And he represents thom.

Mr. W. COOPER: The hon. gentleman
will do a lot better by kecping quiet for a
while. When the first co-operative company
was started on the Richmond River, the pro-
prietary factorics told that company, “ Your
machinery will rust out; we will sce that it
will rust out.” They put their heads
together; and, as a matter of fact, the first
factory that was erceted under the co-opera-
tive system did rust out. There happened
to be therc men of constructive ability. 1
refer to Mr. Andrew Alcorn and Mr. Robert
Alcorn. To-day anyone who goes down to
Byron Bay can see a monument to the
memory of that great co-operationist, Mr.
Robers Alcorn. To-day the Byron Bay fac-
tory is onc of the largest, if not the largest,
in the world. That is what has been
achieved by co-operation on the Richmond
River, and it has been carried to such an
oxtent that 1 believe there is not a pro-
prietary factory in the whole of that great,
grand dairying area.

Mr. Costoino: Under a Tory Government.

Mr. W. COOPER: 1 wonld remind hon.
members opposite that, if Tory Governments
had their way. there would be no co-operative
companies. “¥on. members opposite may
laugh, but they have always been opposgd
tn co-operation. and ther cannot deny it.
Thew are opposed tn the co-operative cfforts
of the workers. Thev have alwavs claimed
that there should be no unions and that there
ghould be no preference to upionists: vet
when thev are drawing up articles for t.h_mr
own associations, they always make provision
for a preference clause.

My, Vowrrs: Can you name anv propric-
tary buttor factorv in Queensland ?

Mr. W. COOPER: Yes.

Mr. VowrLss: Whore? Name just onel

Mr. W. COOPER: There are four hon.
members of the Country party on the
Opposition front bench—one a colicitor, one
a chemist, one a grocer, and I do not know

what the other hon. momber is. We have
proprictary corapanies operating in Brisbane

fo-dav who buv up co-operative factory
butter and label it and sell it as their own.
Have we had any nrotest from hon. members
opposite in regard to thet? Not one ord
has cver been said in this Chamber as to
hows the co-operative factories or their pro-
ducts are being exploited by proprictary
cempanies in Brisbane. The identit of that
buiter is lost to those factories. The pro-
prictary companies are reeciving the product
of those factorics, and the factories are not
receiving the fair and reazonable deal that
thev should got.  All the opposition to this
Bill is nothing less than camonflage and
humbug on the part of hon. members oppo-
site. In onc breeth they sev that the Bill
will be a gpood thing, and in another they
say, ‘“ We cannot permit it to bocome law
because of the fact that the Premicr and his

ad
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party have introduced it.”” They know per-
fectly well that tho farmers are now awake
to the fact that hon. members opposite have
been camouflaging for so long, How much
have hon. members opposite done to bring
about decent conditions of marketing for the
men they represent? Not one hand’s turn
have they made, and not one thing have
they done in an endeavour to organise the
farmers or to assist them to market their
own products and reseive the full reward
for their labour.
Mr. BEBBINGTON interjected.

Mr. W. COCPER: I know that the hon.
member for Drarton has gone out on to the
platform just before an election and told
the people what he has done; but hon. mem-
bers in this Chamber krow exactly what he
has said and how much he has done. Ho
cortainly has quoted butter. and that is
about all he has quoted. But there are
other primary industries besides the dairying
industry.

Mr. J. H. C. Roprrrs:

all cheese just now.

Mr. W. COOVER: Not one hon. member
on the other side has ever endeavoured to
bring - into existence a rural bank for the
purpose of establishing rural eredits to enable
+he farmer o retain his produce until such
time as the market is favourable. A great
leal might be done by the Council of Agricul-
ture to establish rural credits for the benefit
of the farmers. If there is one hardship that
the farmer has to contend with it is the
fact that nine times out of ten he is compelled
to s=1l his produce at a very low price, simply
because he has no moncy to carry him over
a4 bad time. As far hack as 1910, on the
Richmond River, T advocated the (fovernment
placing half a million pounds in the Savings
Bank for the purpose of making advances to
the farmers to enable thesn to hold their pro-
duce until a reasonable price could he
obtained for it. We know that this Bill
contains some very good clauscs. such as
the one relating to the marketing of farm
produce. Iad it not been for the Govern-
ment, fixing the price of butter in Queens-
fand—mno doubt some hon. member opposite
will say that the farmer was robbed-——

You said he was

Mr. BranD: And quite right, too.

Mr. W. COOPER: You are just about a-
conversant with the matter as other hou.
members,

Mr. CATTERMULL interjected.

Mr. W. COOPER: You do not know any-
thing about it; you would be hetter cutting
sugar-cane.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would ask
hon. members to refrain from interjecting.
and I would ask the hon. member for Rose-
wood to address the Chair.

Mr. W. COOPILR : Flon. members opposite
are endeavouring to draw me off the track.
flad it not been for the Queensland Govern-
ment fixing the price of butter, the daivy
farmer in Queensland viould not have got as
high a price for his butter-fut as he received
as the result of the price being fixed by
the Commissioner of Prices.  (OQpposition
laughter.)

An OPPOSITION MEMBER :
marines.

Mr. W. COOPER: Hou. members opposite

may laugh, but it can be proved that no

Tell that to the
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farmer in New South Wales, Victoria, or in
any other State in the Commonwealth got
the same price, during the time the Imperial
Governiment was buying butter at 274s. per
cewt., as was paid to the Queensland farmer.
Au the time 1 took the trouble to go over to
the Northern Rivers and visited the Byron
Bay, Ballina, Coraki. South Grafton,
Ulmarra, and Kyogle factories, and, while
the Queensland fariner was receiving 2s, 4d.
for his butter-fat, the highest price paid to
the farmer on the Richmond River in New
South Wales was from 2s. 3d. to 2s. 35d.

Mr., WarreN: They knew thecy had a soft
thing on.

Mr. W. COOPIER: They may have had a
soft thing on with me, but I am quite
satisfied they would have had a pumpkin it
they got you over there.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. W. COOPER: The Commonwealth
Government, in the first instance. fixed the
price of butter at 228s. per cwt., and there is
no hon. member on the other side who does

not know that. The Comnon-
[7.30 p.m.]Jwealth Government deconirolled

butter, and it immediately fell
into the hands of the speculators and dropped
to 218s. per cwt. The State Government at
that time took control of it, and fixed it at
238s. per cwt., or 10s. higher than the
Commonwealth Government.

Mr. Moore: What year was that?

Mr. W. COOPER: I do not know what
vear it was. (Opposition laughter.) I can
give the figures, but I am not quite certain
about the year. (Opposition laughter.)

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. W. COOPER : Hon. members opposite
know very well that what I am saying is
true. They may try to lead me off the track
by asking thc year; I do not remember the
year, but I know that that was done, and
that the State CGovernment fixed the price
at 238s. per ewi. They did more than that
—they pooled the whole of the butter, and
the farmers in Queensland received about
264s. per cwt. Before that, the co-operative
companies and some of the butter merchants
had a conference with the present Ifinister
and asked him to cease to control butter, and
after the Government relinquished control the
butter immediately fell to 196s. per cowt.
The farmers in my district are looking upon
this Bill in a more optimistic light than
many of the members of the Country party
would endeavour to lead this Chamber to
believe. The farmers say, “ We have always
been led to belicve that the Labour party
were opposed to the man on the land, but
we have found that since they have been in
power for seven years we have not lost
anything thereby.”

An OrrosiTION MEMBER :
has not gained anything.

Mr. W. COOPER : At all events, they are
infinitely better off than they were before,
despite the difficulties which the Government
have had to contend with through drought,
eyclones, and the war.

Mr., WaRReN : What have the (Government
done for the farmer?

Mr. W. COOPER: My electorate is the
most closely settled agricultural district in
Queensland.  You can safely say that 80
per cent, of the farmers in that district
believe that the Premier and his party are

Mr. W. Cooper.]
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in earnest in endeavouring to do something
for them. If the Government fails, they can
do no worse than past Governments have
done, because past Governments have failed
in everything they attempted to do. If past
Governments have made an attempt to do
something, vou can rest assured that it was
only camouflage on their part. At every
election which came round, the only plank
in the platform of hon. members opposite,
whether belonging to the Nationalists or the
Country party, was that the Labour party
were a party of exploiters so far as the man
on the land was concerned, that they were
asking the farmer to pay too high wages,
and would tax them off the land. As a
matter of fact, one man went so far as to say
that they would send up a gang of navvies
and pick their farms up and wheel them into
Moreton Bay if they were returned.
Mr. Wargrex : Don’t be funny.

Mr. W. COOPER: That was said. T do
not know whether lon. members opposite
said it or not, but I would not have put it
past them. We have the Sccretary for Agri-
culture as chairman of the council. Some
hon. members opposite say that the Minister
bas no right to be chairman. It would be
very interesting to know who they would
suggest should take his place. I have no
hesitation in saying that the farmers of
Queensland will grasp this measure with both
hands. When the district councils are formed
and get into proper working order, there
will be no need for this party to be ashamed
of the part which it has taken.

Mr. BRAND (Burrum): The hon. member
who has just resumed his seat has gone to
considerable pains to try and make the
House believe that the members of the
Country party are desirous of voting against
this measure. I do not know whether the
hon. membor is afraid of the Country party
or not, or whether the farmers of Rosewood
have been stirring him up, but he is an
hon. member who supported the Government
in connection with the commandeering of the
butter in 1916, and the farmers of Rosewood
know all about it. Ounly a few minutes ago,
when the hon, member for Mirani was speak-
ing, be used the word * suspicion,” and
immediately hon. members opposite went
into a storm of resentment. I do not wonder
that any hon. member in the Chamber, after
reviewing the operations of this Government
for the last seven years, and knowing what
they have done to the butter preducors, knosw-
ing that they have robbad the butter producors
of some half a million pounds sterling and
have further taxed the landowners of Cur~ens.
land to the cxtent of many hurdred thou-
sands of pounds, shculd whon a Bl of this
nature is submitted to the House. have some
suspicion about it. We know that. so far
as the Premier and the Secretary for Agri-
culture are conecerned, they recognise that
every farmer in Qucensland will have some
suspicion of their agricultural policy, beeruse
the Premier has gone so far as to say, ‘‘ Let
the dead pa<t bury its dead. Tet us use
our brains for some better purpose in the
future.”  The Premicr recognises that the
farmers of Queenstand cannct trust h'm in
bringing forward a Bill that is to be so
beneficial.

The HowE SECRETARY : We put vou on your
feet 7s a sugar farmer by bringing forward

a Bill.

Mr. BRAND: The Premier will recognise
that the whole of the sugar producers of the

[Mr. W. Cooper.
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State have reaped their reward from the
increased price of raw sugar due to the
Commonwealth Government. {Government
interruption.)

A GOvERNMENT MEMBER: Be fair.

Mr. BRAND: Hon. members on this side-
appreciate, even if it is a deathbed repent-
ance, a measure which is brought forward
which possibly, with some amendment, may
prove advantageous to the primary producer.
Only a few years ago the primary producers
realised that, owing to the action of this
Government, 1t was necessary for them to
band themselves together politically and send
representatives of themselves to this House to
see if something could not be done for them
through legislative action. I am pleased to
say that, through the farmers of Queensland
having sent a strong contingent of Country
party members, the Government now recog-
nise that ther must do something to help the
primary producer. Xver since we came into
the Chamber we have urged the Government
to do something for the primary producer.
We have told the Government that it was
necessary for them to do something for the

man whom, on the hustings, they were
pleazed to term ¢ the backbone of the
country.”

As 1 have said, at last something has come
brfore the House, and as the Sceretary for
Agricuiture says that he is prepared to accept
reasonable amendments, I am going to sup-
port the second rcading of the Bill. It 1is
very pleasing indeced to know that at the
dairy conference held on 24th March last
called by the Secretary for Agriculture, and
at which the Premier was present, His
Excellency the Governor was asked to open
that conference. During the remarks of His
Excellency, he made use of sentiments that
members on this side of the House have been
urging for many long years.

The Previzr: That is a reflection on the
Governor,

Mr. BRAND: T am not saying that he
tock it from our platform. This 1s what His
Excellency said on that occasion—

¢ Undoubtedly the farmer derived
profit in body and character from living
the most healthy of lives, but he must
have something more than that. He:
must be able to gain from the hard work
of his lifc sufficient to enable him o
e:tablish a good home, to bring up a
large family as they should be brought
up, and to secure for himself in old age,
if nct affluence, at any rate reasonable
comfort and wellbeing.”

So far as the primary producers and their
representatives are concerned, those are our
sentiments exactly. Last scssion the Secre-
tary for Agriculture said in this House—
and he also made the same remark in other
places outside the House—that production
should be for use and not for profit. He
now recognises that it is right for the farmer
to got some little profit to tide him over his
old age.

The SE'RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
a beautiful ideal.

Mr. BRAND: But the hon. gentleman is
rot carrving out to-day what he said last
vear. In speaking on the second reading
of the Bl the hon. gentleman said that the
farmer must get something more than enocugh
for to-day, and that he must get something

That is
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to cover his days of old age. The Bill does
not provide for the price the farmer shall
receive for his produce.
The Premmer: It
organisation.

Mr. BRAND : Yes; but it does not make
provision for fixing prices. Hon. members
opposite always say that they arve interested
in the welfare of the farm labourer, so I ask
them to assist me to pubt some clause into
this Bill which will enable the farmer, on the
recommendation of the Council of Agricul-

provides for an

ture, if you wish, to receive for his produce
a price sufficient to cover the cost of pro-
duction. If you are not going to allow the

price to be based on the cost of production,
then, so far as the farm labourer is con-
cerned, he is not going to get much out of
it.  We have had the principle of price-
fixing established so far as the sugar business
is concerned. The price which the consumer
has to pay for sugar is based to a certain
extent on the cost of production. 1 think
we should put in a clause to provide that
the price shall be fixed according to the cost
of production. I am pleased to hear from
the Premier, and also {rom the Scerctary for
Agriculture. that they have brought in this
Bill for the purpose of carrying out their
new objective, the socialization of industry.

The HoMi SETRETARY :
to votc against the Bill.

Mr. BRAND: So far as the Premier is
concerned, we understood that he was going
to reseind the new Labeur cbjective, Whlch
was parsed at the All-Australia Corgress held
in Melbcurne, and ratified in B:i bane last
October, because we know that at the Bris-
bane confercnce the Premier put up a strong
opposition against the new objective. We
know, though, that important members of the
Trades Hall and respousible officials made
it quite clear that Labour Governments had
to obey the dictates of the Trades Fall.

Mr. Brenvan: What about the Colonial

Sugar Refining Company that you have to
obey ?

Mr. BRAND : In speaking the other day in
Melboursie on the socialisation of industry,
Mr. T. J. Holloway, secretary of the Trad:s

Hall Council, said—

You are not game

“ The congress had made it clear that
fho Labour movement did not now shnd

for the limited objectives of Thigher
wages and shorter hours, but for the
complete  socialisation  of  industry.

‘Th re is no need for politicians to be
afraid to tell the people this fact. de-
clared Mr. Holloway. ¢ We are out to
cbtain ownership by the community of
the means of production, excharg: and
diztribution, and the con*rol of all
indus‘ries by the unions.” One factor in
bringing this about, the speak r said,
would be the drawing together of different
sections.”

Mr. BrexNan: What are the farmers doing
here? They arc forming themselves inio
one big unien.

Mr. BRAND: I iut~nd to support this
Bill because the Minister is prepared to
accept amendments thut will limi. the cpera-
tion of the Bill to primary producers alona.

The PreEviER: You say you arc going to
support it. yet the hon. member for
Murrumba says h» is going to oppose it.

[18 Jury.]
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Mr. BRAND: We will support the second
reading; but, when it geis into (’ommmen
we are going to demand that this Bill be
made nwore simplo and more definite.

The PrEviER: You are trying to kill it.

Mr. BRAND: I am not trying to kill it.
Ths Secrotary for Agriculture says that _he
wishes to make it as »imple as possible. We
are oub to make all Bills, more particularly
the classification of lands and laws relating
to agriculture, as simple as possible, so that
every farmer can understand it.

The Premizr: Why hold it up?
let the Bill go through?

Mr. BRAND: I am not holding the Bill
up, but T am using my right to speak on the
sccond reading of “the Bill. We hauve heard
from the Premier from time ‘to time, and
also from the Secretary for Agucultme and
from certain hon. members sitting behind the
Govirnment, that they are going to make this
22ill non-political. (Hear, hearl!l) We can
agree that, if the Bill is going to be success-
ful, it must be non-political; but the state-
ment made by the hon. member for Stanley
this afternoon shows that it is not free from
politics. The hon. member said that all who
were present at the dairy conference on 24th
March could come to no other conclusion than
that the Premicr was determined to make
political capital out of it.

The Previr: He had no justification for
making that assertion.

Mr. BRAND: No membors of this party
were invited to be present at that conference.

Mr. BRENNAN:

Mr. BRAND : It was the opinicn of those
who wers present that the Premier and the
Secretary for Agriculture had no other desire
ihan that it should he political. I have a
repori of the proceedings of that conference,
and Mr. W. T. Harris, in speaking, made use
of thes: words—

“In Queensland they had advocated in
season and out of season the formation of
a compulsory Commonwealth pool, but
they were informed by the Commonwealth
anthorities that it would be uncenstitu-
tional to grant a (‘ommonwealth pool.
That being so, 1t remained for the
Queensland  dairy farmers to form a
Queensland  pool. Al‘rhourrh he had
always been an advocate for a pool, he
knew that they had not been the succoss
they at first anticipated.”

Why not

I was not present, either.

The Premier, the Sccretary for Agriculture,
and evm‘ybody else knew that the Common-
wealth had turned down the proposed pool,
hut Mr 1Tarris was just discussing the subject
generally when the Seeretary for Agriculture
brought him back to the point again. The
Minister said—

“Did the Commonwealth Government
refuse to grant you a Cominonwealin
pool?

Why did the Minister ask such a question?
It was done because he wished to instil into
the minds of the farmers prosent that the

Commonwealth Government had turned it
down. Mr. Harris replied to thet question—

“ The Commonwealth authoritics re-
fused to grant it on the grounds that o
interfered with State rights.”

The Premier thought it was time for him
to butt in, and he said—

My, Brand.]
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‘“They would have as much authority
to grant that as to form a Commonwealth
Wheat Board.”

The remarks of the Premier and the Minister
made it political, otherwise what was their
reason for asking those questions? There was
no necessity for it. Mr. Harris was only
stating a fact which everybody knew and had
accepted.  There was ‘no nced for the
Premier to draw him on unless he had some
political axe to grind. We know that at the
tirst conference called for the purpose of
bringing this Bill into existence the Premicr
and the Ministor circulated resolutions to be
submitted, and they had it all their own way;
but at the second conference the Premier
submitted a rcsolution that the Provisional
Council should appoint the Government
nominees to be the committee to draw up the
constitution.

The PreEMIER: No, I did not.

Mr. BRAND: But some gentlemen saw
the drift of the Premier’s action, and pulled
him up, and many of the men there that day
said that the Premier left in a very dejected
mood in conscquence. Need wo go any
further for proof that political capital 1»
sought than the appointment of 3r. Jurd,
one of the Northern organisers? )

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUR: : You had
better not refer to that again, because I
exposed the hon. member for Burnett the
other night.

Mr. BRAND : The Minister did not justify
his action. We have nothing to say
against Mr. Jurd personally; he mas be a
very fine man, but why does the Minister
wish to appoint these organisers? Tt Is
reported also on very good authority indeed
that organiser Webster has been asked to
contest some scat in the Labour intervest
after he has done some organising.

The PremIER: On vhat authority does the
hon. member suggest that I or someone in
the Cabinet asked him?

Mr. BRAND: There is a
that the Premier asked him.
let him get up and deny it.

There are many things in the Bill that
posribly will assist the farmers to some
extent, provided we can get in our amend-
ments; but, possibly, nothing can assist us
more than satisfactory transport. We know
that to develop primary production satisfac-
torily you must have good transport, and I
am pleased to sec that the Commis«ioner for
Railways is a member of the provisional
council, because I think his advice will be
a great asset indced in the facilitating of
marketing. It does mot matter whether the
transport be by rail, or road, or water; it is
necessary to have good transport to get
primary products to the market. Speaking
tn this ITouse some few nights ago. the hon.
member for Herbert mentioned that the
development of the sugar indusiry in North
Queensland was to a great extent due to the
extension of railwa and I think he will
agree that it is necessary to have good rail-
way facilities in order that cane can get
readily to market. Put what has happened
in North Qucensiand has certainly not hap-
pencd in South Queensland, where we know
the disabilities which go with the absence of
railway communication. This Government
have deliberately held up the extension of
lines in South Queensland, more particularly
the Gaendaon-Kalliwa line.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
a second reading speech?

[Mr. Brand.

rumour current

If he did not,

Is this
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Or gavasation Biit.

Mr. BRAND: Yes. I am dealing with
transport, which the Bill provides shall be
handled by the Council of Agriculture. I
want to say also that it iz nccessary that the
council shall have some mandatory powers,
so that they can advisc the Government that
that line should be comploted, because there
i3 a large area there of undeveloped land fit
for cane culture, the production from which
would assist a mill in which the Governmens
are involved to the cxtent of some £50,000,
and unless the line is extended they can
never hope to regain that amount. The Bill
provides that the Governor in Council “ may,
on the recommendation of the council,’”” do
certain things. I submit that in certain
inistances it should be obligatory on the Go-
vernment to carry the recommendations of
the council into cffect. If not, what is the
use of your council?

Mr. BRENNAX: You want the Courcil to be
a separate Government.

Mr. BRAND: The Bill endcavours to
make that provision, but there is a lcophole.

The Minister, in his second rczding speech,
said that the provisional Council passad a
resolution  for  the  apphointinent of  Mr,
Stephen Walker to go to Mcelbourne. Does
the Minister still contend that his appoint-
ment was made on the recommendation of
that Couneil?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
never made that statement.

Mr. BRAND: The hon. gentleman did.
I say that the appointmoent of Mr. Stephen
Walker was made by a body comprizing the
hon. member {for Musgrave, Mr. A. Adie,
Mr. T. A. Powell, and Mr. Hoey.

The Premier: It was on the joint repre-
sentation of the United Cane Growers’ Asso-

No. 1

ciation and the Ausiralian Sugar Pro-
ducers’ Assoclation that the appointment
was made.

Mr. BRAND: That appointment was

brought up here by the JMinister, but I do
not think he had wmuch to do with it. T
think a good deal of credit is due to the hon.
member for Mackay for putting the sugar
business through during the trying period
of this year. Unlike the Secretary for Agri-
culture, he did not try to make political
capital out of the last sugar conference. He
has really shown the Secretarvy for Agricul-
fura the way to deal with these problems,
and I hope that in the future the example
sot by him will prove advantageous not only
to the Minister but wlso to the sugar indus-
try as a whole.

There should be an improvement in the
quality of the produce raised on our farms,
and the Council of Agriculture should see
that produce of the best quality only is sent
to competitive markets. We know that other
countries send only their verv best to com-
petitive markets; but in Queensland the

present Government believe that our best
products  should remain within our own
borders, and be consumed by our own

peonle, and that our second and third grade
stuff should be sent outside the State. If that
is going to be allowed to con-

[8 p.m.] tinue, we shall have absolutely
no hope of competing against

other countries.  That policy has had
injurious effects in the past. and to a certain
extent New Zealand has been able to outdo
us on a competitive market. I hope the
Council will send commissioners ont to try
and exploit our natural hunting ground in
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the Hast. The Fast provides a great oppor-
tunity for Australia, and the Government
should assist the council in trying to develop
that market, because there are large popu-
lations over there who are desirous of
obtaining our produce. In the first session
of this Parliament the Government abso-
lutely refused to allow even our second-
;rrade wheat to go to the East at a high
price, with the ob]mr of devcioping those
markets. T ‘“()pt, the council will go into
the matter of markets and transport facili-
ties, and by that means obtain something
which will help our primary 1)1‘0ducer54
Above atl T hope, they will be given manda-
tory powers to the price of our com-
moditics on the basis of the cost of produc-
tion.  If the Jiinister agrees *o the amend-
ments which the Opposition are going to
offer, T will wish the measure a peaceful
journey through this House. and I hope the
vesals “will be isfactory to the primary
producer.

Mr., KIRWAN (Prishanc)  {who was
received with Opposition ]mwhtv\r and crie¢
of ¢ Another primary ]noduo ’y said: I
have listened to the noiss made by hon.
members of the Oppesition. T have just as
much right to discus: the prineiples con-
tained in this Bill zs bave the fom leading
men now sitting on the front Opposition
‘bench—a wohutor an ex-solicitor, a motor
agency proprietor, and a chemist. (Laugh-
ter.)

Mr. JJ. . C. Roperts: What does
way porter know about it?

The SPEARIER: Ovder!

My, EIRWAM: 'the
Pittsworth  has

a ratl-

Order !

hon. member for
suggestod  that, as an ex-
railway porter, I am not competent to dis-
cuss the matber. Perhaps T had as much to
do with the farming community as some hon.
gentlemen oppomto when I carned an honest
living as a scrvant of the Commissioner for
Railways

I havo listened to the speeches of hon.
gontlemen opposite.  In the course of my
address the other evening on the motion
moved by the hon. member for Leichhardf, 1
mentioned that hon. members of the Opposi-
tion spoke in many languages. If evidence
were required in proof of that statement,
we have had ample in the debate on the
second reading of this Bill. The main prin-
ciples of this Bill were outlined by the
Premier in an address which he delivered
in Fobruary of this year at Laidley, followed
by a further address at Lowood. 1 think
we can say without fecar of contradiction
that by no siretch of Imagination can the
“Daily Mail” be considered to be favour-
able to this Government. Therefore. I may
be permitted to quote its opinion on the out-
line of the agricultural policy delivered by
the Premier on that ocrasion. The  Daily
Mail,” which at one time was the organ
of the Countrr party—I cannot sav whether
it is now—in a leading article on 22nd Febru-
ary, 1922, said—

“ Considered purely from the
point of resson, they represent a splendid
policy. They are constructive, and ought
at least to promote a more intelligent
intersst in the problemns of agricultural
development. Mr. Theodore exhibits a
statesmanlike vision when he joins with
the Country party (md advocates the
cause of co-operation.”

Mr. BeepineToN : That shows that we ars
statesmen.  (Laughter.)

1922—x

stand-
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Mr. KIRWAN : As an indepcndent eritie,
Mr. Speaker, you will observe wherein lies
the difference between the Premier and his
Government and hon. gentlemen opposite. In
a latar portion of this article the ¢ Daily
Mail” says—

“But he has gone beyond
of the Country p

the leader

arty in laying down the
broad lines on which co-oper afion should
be more (YtGV)SIV'}“ established.  The
Country party has uttered a lot of plati-
tudes about co-operative eukerprise, but
it has been left to the leader of a Labour
party to come forward with bold con-
structive measures, based in the main
upon the expe riences of other countries.
It is very regrettable that Mr. Theodore
should be able to steal a march on a
party which makes co-operation its
slogan, but it would be very unwise for
the members of the Country party merely
to subject his proposals to petty party
criticism.  They should be considered
on their merits. As a broad outline of
a scheme for co- ’)]‘(’]‘Jt]\'(’ development,
they provide few loophcles for criticism.
The proposed district azricultural coun-
cils would be of invaluable sm\ice. They
would he composed of pructical farmers
who would be able to bring their prob-
lems directly to the Department of
Agriculture.

In spita of that, we have had the composi-

tion of that Council denounced in the most

unneasured terms by hon. members opposite.

Mr. Deacox: 1t is not all farmers.

Mr. KIRWAN: The article continues—

“ However. the great questinn raised
by Mr. Theodcre is co-operation. By
warmly eapm“‘mv it and promising 1%
the assistance and encouragement of the
Government, the Premier has thrown a
challenge to the Country and Nationalist
parties. The challenge cannot be ignored.
Vague gencralities “will not answer it.
The answer must br proof of sincerity
for the cause of eco-operation, not in the
narrow, but in the larger sense. . . .

“ It is time that w o up talking in

the air aboui co-operation. Wa should
get down to the bedrock of practical
co-operation.  That applics especially

to the Country pa which now is called

upon to meet o formidable challenge on

its own ground.”
How have hon. gentlemen opposit~ met that
challenger? How have ther attempted to
criticise the statesmanlike proposals outlined
by the Premier which find embodiment in
the various clauses of this measure which we
have been disenssing for the last two or three
davs? l.et us take the attitude of the Coun-
try party on this measure. The hon. member
for Pittsworth (Mr. J. 1. C. Roberts), in the
“Daily Mail” of 24th TFebraary last,
expressed his opimion under the heading—

“ TrAP FOR IARMERS.
“ TR PREMIER’S BAIT.
“Thrown Out to Catech Votes,
“Mr. Roberts Suspicious.”
He said—

“ Taking the speech as a whole, it
séems to be exactly similar to that
delivered on  one oceasion by Mr.
Holman, the leader of the Labour Go-
vernment in New South Wales, but
nothing eventuated there, and I look
with great suspicion upon this outburst
as more or less a vote-catching trap,

Mr. Kirwan.]




322 Primary Producers’

baited with a tonder morsel to catch a
certain farming vete. Government con-
trol of the agvicuitaral industry will
prove en everlssting menace to those
engaged in agriculture.”

Mr. Brmservarox: And he is of the same
opinion still.

Mr. KIRW T shall conncet them wup
briefly, and we shall see where hon. members
stand. The Tover of Babel was ns nothing
compared with hon, moemboers at the present
time. The ¢ Daily Mail”’ dealing with the
attitude of the leader of the Opposition,
headed the article—

“Trrsr Tuew Nort.

‘“ LABOUR’S PROMISES.

Vowless Adviee to Farmers.
¢ “They are Fooling You.””

It said— .

“ After seven vears’ inaction regarding
vour intercsts. this Government. which
prided itsclf in the past with beirg a
onec-class Government, suddenly wakes
to the fact that vour votes mav be useful
to them in the future. ¢ Trust them not.
They are fooling wou’—Mr. W. J. Vowles
to the Queensland farmers.”

Hon. gentlemen opposite ought to appoint a
revising department to peruse the speeches
and statements they make in the public Press
and compare them with those thev propose
to deliver in this» House, so that there will
be some continuity of policy. some consistency
in their attitude. The leader of the Oppesi-
tion. after sceirg the Premicr’s policy out-
lined in that wav. speaking the other night
in connection with this Bill, said—

“Ln I say that we want this; the
farmers want it: we have asked for it;
and it is In our platform. It is a part
of the platform which was enunciated
vears ago by the Farmers' party.”

At that rate the Farmers’ party stand for
vote-catching, and they stand for fcoling the
farmers,

Mr. G. P. Ban~ses: The farming community
want co-operution, and not nationalisation.

Mr. KIRWAN: The hon. member for
Mirani may be regarded as one of the most
reactionary members sitting in opposition.
In a letter jn the ““Daily Mail® of 25th
Februars. 1922, he said—

“ It ix cortainly very gratifying to
members of the Country party to find
that Mr. Theodore now proimises to carry
into effect some of the objestives con-
tained in the Country parts’s platform.”

The PreMIER: I am afraid it was not too
gratifying.

Mr. KIRWAN: In the “ Dailv Mail? of
13th May last, the hon. member for Drayton
said— i

“ Whatever may have been  Mr.
Theodore’ ivtentions, there c¢an be no
doubt that the scheme is developing into
the groatest political scheme ever foisted
on the public and paid for by the people.
The chief aim of the Government is to
break up the Queensland Farmers’ Union.
the Sugar Growers’ Association, and the
Country party. This scheme is being
used for that purpose.”

If this Bill embodes the policy of the country
party how can the hon. gentle nan stand ui’)
to that statement of the “ Dajly Mail”?
Does he say that the Country party stand

[Mr. Kirwen.
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for the smashing of the cane growers’
organisations, the bursting up of the Queens-
land Farmers’ Union, and generally spreading
disorganisation amongst the primars pro-
ducers?  Hon. members opnosite have stated
that the Rill represents their poliey. and
that it has been a plank in their nlatform.
and then the next mirute they denource it
in most unmeasured terms. Lot ur know
definitely from these hon. gentiemen where
they stand, Notwithstanding that the leader
of the Opposition said—

“ We want thie; the farmers want it:
we have asked for if,”

the hon. member for Dravion in the ** Daily
Mail.”” on 22nd May last. said—

“ 8o far as can be seen, little henefit 1«
going to accrue to the ordinary farmer
and dairyman from the Government’s
scheme of organisation.”

Mr. BepsiNgTON: We have not seen it yct.

Mr. KIRWAN: 1If the hon. members
opposite can prevent it, we *re not going
to see a greal deal. If this Bill stands for
the prineiples that have heen enuncinted by
the Country party, one would have taken it
for granted that the leader of the Country
party would have stood up and congratulated
the Premier for at last doing something for
the farming comnunity, a~d the hon. mem-
bers opposite would have allowed the Bl fo
go through its second reading and be carried
on the voicss, and ere this we might have had
the Bill passed through the Comnmittec stage.

My, Braxp: We will sce all about it when
it is going through Committee.

Mr. KIRWAN: Hon. members opposite
are determined to wreck the Bill when it
gets into Committee, Their policy has been
one of consistent misrepresentation so far as
the attitude of the Labour p: is concerned
generally towards the farming communiby;
and, now that the Government have brought
forward a constructive Bill and have put
forward a measure which the Drisbane
“ Daily Mail.” which is an anti-Labour
organ, describes as a statesmanlike attempt
to deal with one of the greatest problems in
Queensland, hon. members opposite are going
to wrock the Bill if they can. They have
no serious intention of deoing anything to
make the Bill aceeptable to the farmers,
gencrally.

Mr. Brspingtox: What do vou think of
Mr. Jurd’s appointment? Did he not stand
down for the Premier at the la-t election, and
is not this his reward for doing so?

The Preyyer: I never knew him.

Mr. KIRWAN : If hon. members opposite
have any object'on to a provisional appoint-
meut, their attitude as a party should be to
pass this Bill for the benefit of the farming
community, upon which it is based and upon
which it depends for its success as an effective
measure, in order that machinery may be
put in working order so that the farmers can
eleet  their representatives, 1 hope the
CGiovernment will not rush this Bill through.
After the next election the hon. member for
Drarton may be lcoking for a job, and they
might put him on.  The attitude of the
National party is something akin to that of
the Countrr party. Theoy are div'ded. and
they do not know whera they stand on this

measure. The hon. member for Kurilpa is
genrerally regarded as one of the most
important members of that party, and I

noticed that, when they were round after
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the scalp of the hon. member for Oxley
recently, the hon. member for Kurilpa was
one of the members who addressed nearly
every meeting in conjunction with the leader
of his party. Speaking the other night in
connection with this Bill, the hon. member
said :

.

. . . It cannot, thercfore, be reason-
ably expected that the Nationalist party,
will ‘offer any serious objection to the
introduction of this measure, and for
that reason we will give it all the assist-
ance we possibly can.”

No matter what one may think of the hon.
member for Warwick, one must admire him
for his courage and candour. Tnere is no beat-
ing about the bush so far as he is concerned.
He made a straight out. plain declaration,
and allowed his electors to kuow clearly and
emphatically where he stood. He did not
walk the plank lhike the leader of the Opposi-
tion. In contrast to the utterances of the
hon. member for Kurilpa, the hon. member
for Warwick, speaking on this Bill the other
night, said:—

1

. . . I am out-and-out opposed to
the Bill under the present Administra-
tion, and 1 do not care who knows it.
A more daring, audacious, and cruel Bill,
was never presented for the consideration
]of 3 deliberative Assembly in a British
and.

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

“Mr. G. . Barves: That is a matter
for the Country party. I do not care
what my electors do with me. I have
no hesitation in telling them that they
are touching a very dangerous thing,
which comes within the domain of
common ownership, and which I have
termed ¢ toned-down Sovietism.” ”’

Mr. Morean: Is that in order?
Mr. F. A. Coorir: It is in ** Hansard.”

Mr., KIRWAN : It is much better to have
it' reported in ¢ Hansard ”” than to have any
differcnce of opinion as to whether it is in
order or not. Reference was made during
the debate to letters received by the Secretary
for Agriculture, congratulating the (overn-
ment on the proposal now before the House.
If we take the attitude of the anti-Labour
Press, we find that those men who may be
regarded as speaking with authority, so far
as primary production of the State is con-
cerned. with very few exceptions arc able to
rise above their political party views, and
to give credit to the Government for what
they have done in connection with this parti-
cular Bill. The following article, appearing
in the “Daily Mail” of 11th July last,
expressed the views of Mr. G. H. Pritchard
in connection with this proposal :—

‘“ MR. PRITCHARD’S VIEWS.
“RESULT OF ORGANISATION.

“Mr. G. H. Pritchard, secrctary of the
Australian Sugar Producers’ Association.
who is a member of the council and of
the administrative and sugar committees,
was asked to cxpress his views on the
subject of the council in its relation to the
sugar industry. He said he thought that
where the council would serve that
industry most would be where any joint
action was necessary on the part of the
primary producers of the State, and,
perhaps, later on, of the Commonwealth.

[18 Jury.]
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‘“ There could be no two opinions con-
cerning the wisdom, indeed, the absolute
necessity, for intense organisation of each
industry, and the constitution of the
Agricultural Council had been well and
carefully thought out, and if taken up by
the . producers with anything like
enthusiasm, as it should be, much of
material benefit should accrue to them.”

Anyone who knows Mr. Pritchard knows
that he is strongly anti-Labour and has no
tumne for this Government. He is a man with
definite convictions so far as the policy and
attitude of this party are concerned. That
is the definite statement of Mr. Pritchard,
and Mr. Pritchard, as I have already mdi-
cated, is & man who holds strong anti-Labour
views; he has no time for this Government
or its policy. But contrast his views with
the views of the hon. member for Drayton.
In the one case you have the opinion of a
man who is not afraid to speak the truth
regarding his political opponents, and on
the other hand you have the hon. member
for Drayton, who is continually whining and
crying about the alleged misdeeds of this
Government. After the creation of this pro-
visional council, due to the energy and work
of the Secretary for Agriculture, warmly
supported by the Premier, certain gentlemen
went Scuth.  They first addressed the con-
ference in New South Wales, and they later
on went to Melbourne; and will any hon.
membor on the Opposition benches dare to
contradict me when I say that ther pointed
out to the New South Wales farmers and
the farmers of Victoria how much better off
the farmers in Queensland were? Iow does
that fit in with the continual reiteration of
absurd statements by hon. members opposite
thot the farming communitsy is not doing
well under this Government?

Mr. Moore: Will you deny the state-
ments made by the same gentleman last year
when the Government commandeered their
butter ?

Mr. KIRWAN: I will deal with that
interjection later on, but I am not going
to be drawn off my recognised course by the
hon. member. (Opposition laughter.) The
hon. member will not “ Ha! Ha” when I
have finished with him. The ¢ Daily Mail ”’
of 17th April, under the heading ‘¢ Conference
in Syduney,” had this to say—

13

. The conference on Thursday
was the largest of its kind ever held in
New South Wales. delegates from prae-
ticelly every dairying company in the
State being present, in addition to Messrs.

T. F. Plunkett., W. DPurcell, W. T.
Harris, and J. E. Dean, of Quecnsland.
Mr. J. C. McRea. president of the

Primary Producers’ Union, presided.
“Mr. T. F. Plunkett, of Qucensland,
who had rcceived permission to address
the conference, made a forceful and con-
vineing speech, which called forth fre-
quent outbursts of applause. Cuecensland,
he said. had had a wheat pool for the
past two scasons, and at the request of
the cheese-producers a compulsory cheese
pocl had now been e:xtnb'ished. Owing
to that pcol prices prevailing in Queens-
land at the present time were higher
than in the Southern States, The dele-
gates present would readily undervstand
whv it was necessarv for himself and the
other Queensland delegates to visit the
Southern States to assist in bringing

Mr. Kirweon.]
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about standardisation of prices through-
out the Commonwealth in order fhat
primary producers might be able to live
on the land.”

A long statement was made by these gentle-
men on their return from the Melbourne
conference, a report of which appeared in
the Brisbane daily papers on the 1st May,
and a paragraph from that report, which
appeared in the ° Courier,” recads—

“The example set by Queensland, and
the advent last week in Mclbourne of the
members of the Dairving Industry Ad-
viscry Board, the splendid work they
accomplished 1n the wavy of private
negotiations with the proprietary, sell-
ing, and other Interests prior to the
conference last Wednesday, the publicity
campaign they initiated. and the wvery
oevident desire to sink all personal ani-
mosity and jealousy and do something
practicable to better the status of the
dairying industry, together with their
willingness to discuss every aspect of
the proposals with the proprietary, sell-
ing, and co-operative interests in Mel-
bourne, bore fruit. 7

‘What I want to emphasize in connection with
that statement in the ‘ Courier” is that it
was mainly due to the attitude of this Govern-
ment, particulorly to the attitude taken up
by the Secretary for Agriculture and the
Premier in having created that provisional
council, that those six representatives were
sent South and were able to infuse some
new ideas into the representatives in New
South Wales whom they met, and in Vie-
‘toria, which is the most disorganised State
in Australia so far as the farming community
is concerned, and where they are cutting cach
other’s throats so far as prices sve concerned.
There has been no effective organisation of
the farmers there, and the visit of these
gentlemen opened the eves of the farmers of
Victoria, who were refused a pool by the
Nationalist Government. Generally speaking,
the creation of the provisional council by
the Secrctary for Agriculture was largely
responsible for the good work that was done.
‘The hon. member for Aubigny asked, *“ What
about the butter that this Government com-
mandeered ?’ 1 would sooner stand behind
a Government that commandecyed the butter
of a farmer than stand behind a party that
wanted to commandeer the farmer's sons.
The party opposite wanted to commandecr
members of the farming community and send
‘them overseas, whether they wanted to go
or not, and now they kick up a row because
of a few pounds of butter that were com-
mandeered by the Government. I do not
admit that their statements are corrcct—l
have very frequently repudiated their sug-
gestions—but allowing, for the cake of argu-
ment, that their statements are correct, we
will put on one side against the Government
what the farmers lost in connection with that
compulsory seizure of butter, and we will put
on the other side what the sucar-growers of
Queensland got from the Regulation of
Sugar Cane Prices Act. and on the same
side what the farmers of Queensland got in
connection with this provisional council. and
then let the hon. gentlemen opposite balance
the account. I unhesitatingly say that. as a
result of the operations of the Regulation of
Sugar Cane Prices Act, the farmers of
Queensland have done better at the hands of
this Government than they did at the hands
«of any previous Government. At any rate,
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they have a Government in power that had
the moral courage to bring forward that 13ill
and press it through this Iouse, and
endeavour to get it through the Legislative
Council, in spite of the bonsted and powerful
financial influence which backed hon. mem-
bers opposite at every election and which
provided the funds for their political battles.
i’(_I find in the “ Sun” of Sunday last~—another
Jjournal which cannot be <deseribed as being
favourable to this Government—an article
headed * Why All This Fuss”? The article
makes reference to the attitude of the Ovnposi-
tion on this Bill to the general line of
argument they take up, and to the general
purport of their speeches, and sums up the
. position very effectively in these words—
“The definition of the word Parlia-
ment, according to a noted authority, is
* A mecting of persons for conference of
deliberation to deliberate on and deter-
mine affairs of State” It is generally
aceepted that any measure which meoets
with the approval of all members of the
Parliament shall be hailed with delight,
and that the passage of the measure to
the statute-book shall follow with a mini-
mum of deliberation. The foregoine may
be the procedure in theory, but we in
Queensland  arce  just now having a
demonstration of it= absurdity in practice.
The State. Labovur (Governinent has intro-
duced a Bill which embodies a scheme
for the organisation of the agricultural
industry. The Nationalists and Country
partirs have expressed their appreciation
of the measure, but are wasting a lot of
time that could othervizc be spent on a
more debatable subject.”
Mr. VowiLes: You are wasting time now.

My, KIRWAN: It is necessary for hon.
members on this side to rise in their places
and renly to the absurd and silly statements
made by hon. members opposite, and to point
out what is their real attitude towards the
farmer. The trouble with hon. members
opposite is mot that tha Government are
going to do something that will materially
benefit the primary producer, but that the
passage of this Bill and its operafion 1n
practice will prove to the hard-hcaded farmer
that the statements mide by hon. members
opposite about the Government are cntirely
untrue and without foundation.

Mr. Norr: Actions speak Touder than
words.
Mr, KIRWAN : Cerfainly they do. Much

louder than words, and we are preparcd to
put our practical work, so far &5 the farmers
are concerned, alongside that of hon. members
opposite. The article to which I referred
continues—

“ As for the Bill itself, it is possibly
one of the simplest measuves that has
ever been introduced into Parliament.
and in no Bill for the benefit of the
primary producer has such wide pownrs
been given to him, and under no Bill has
he been given greater freedom to work
out his own destinv. Therefore, away
with all this fuss and let the Bill become
law with a minimum of delay.”

Hon. members opposite have objected to the
levy. They have said that one of the objec-
tions they have to the Bill is that the farmer
will be called upon to pay a levy. I would
point out that this Bill is practically a form
of insurance for the primary producers of
this State, and we all know that, whether
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we go in for life insurance, fire insurance, or
any other kind of insurance, we have to pay
a premium of some kind. I venture to
suggest that the farmer will bo very satisfied.

Myr. ELPHINSTONE: With the levy of 10s.
per head that you make for the workers’
insurance ?

Mr. KIRWAN: I am pointing out that
the farmers will be quite prepared to pay
the levy which mav be imposed by their

representatives.  We can  rest
[8.30 p.m.] assured that the farming com-

munity wil elect to the council
repreosentatives who will tiruly represent
their views. :

Hon. members opposite have some objection
to certain members of the Council of Agricul-
ture. They object to the Commissioner for
Railways, to the dairy expert, to Mr. Story,
and to Mr. Short. We will first take the
Commissioner for Railways. The hon. mem-
ber for Burrum admitted that the question
of transport was one of the most important
questions so far as the farming community
was concerned. Is it not necessary for the
representatives of the farmers to meet the
Commissioner for Railways, in order to point
out to him improved methods of transport
and improvements in waggon construction,
so that their goods will reach the market in
a botter. condition, and therefore realise
better prices? Is it not advisable to have a
gentleman with the powers of the Commis-
sioner for Railways present as a member of
the council to listen to the views of the
farmers’ representatives?

Mr. Moore: The representatives of the
farmers have been asking for these things
for the last six years.

Mr. KIRWAN: The hon. member need
not worry about what I am saving. What
he had better worry about is those hon. mem-
bers opposite who call this a socialistic
measure, and an instalment of Sovietism and
Communism. If it is that, how can hon.
membeors dqnoqnee the Bill, and deseribe it
as an application of those principles which
they aro strongly opposed to. and at the same
time say that it is part and parcel of their
platform ?

Mr. Vowres: Do you not think the control
of public services should be in the hands of the
Government as a matter of public policy ?

Mr. KIRWAN: T take it that all the
Government representatives on that council
have been put therc for reasons which are
so obvious that it should not be necessary
to mention them. I have mentioned the
Clommissioner for Railwayvs. T will now take
Mr. Short, who has had experience in the
management of sugar mills, In view of the
fact that one of the most important industries
to be dealt with under this Bill is the sugar
industry, what more desirable representative
could be on the council than Mr. Short? Why
should he nct be on the council? Mr. Story
is another gentleman.

An OpposiTION MEMBER :
Story done?

Mr. KIRWAN: Mr. Story has done some-
thing in formulating the basi: of this Bill,
and, if that is so, Is it not neccssary to have
him on the council to sec how the scheme
works, and. if there arc any difficultics which
the farmers’ representatives can point out,
Mr. Story’s power of organisation is such
that he will be able to remove difficulties?
Then, again, will hon. members opposite

‘What has Mr.
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decry Mr. Quodling’s ability? Will they not
admit that, as an agricultural expert, he
stands second to none in the Commonwealth?
Why should he not be on the council? If
men like the hon. member for Albert, the
hon. member for Oxley, and the hon. member
for Townsville can represent the farmers in
this House, then I say that the men whose
names I have mentioned are fit to represent
the Government, and to listen. to the views
of the farmers on the council. They know
just as much about the farming community
as any of the hon. members I have mentioned.
1{ hon. members opposite hold the view that
only farmers should siand as Country party
candidates, where would the leader of the
Opposition be? Where would the hon. mem-
ber for Townsville, the hon. member for
Albort, and the hon. member for Oxley be?

Mr. Moreax: Why don’t they have a
merchant to represent Brisbane? (Laughter.)

Mr. KIRWAN: I am not so ridiculous as
to say that they should have a merchant to
represent Brizbane.  When the people in
Brishare had their opportunity in 1912, they
selected me. and I have been here ever
since, and I hope te remain herc after the
next catastrophe which is going to take place.
(Opposition laughter.)

Several hon. members opposite have urged.
by way of trying to discredit the Bill, that
the matter with which the Bill deals is one
for Federal action, and should not be taken
up by the State. They want to put it on
to someone else, just the same as, when you
mention what has been donce by this Govern-
ment on the sugar question, hon. riembers
opposite say that, if it was not for M.
TTuches and the XNational purty in  the
Federal Parliament, the sugar industry would
not he where it is to-day. It will be interest-
ing when Mr. Hughes males his announce-
ment as to what tho attitude of his party
is going to be on the sugar question to sce
what hon. members opposite will say. T want
to know what hon. members oppesite have
done towards making roprescntations to that
party which is supnosed to represnt the
farmers in the Federal Parliament in the
diroction of a pool? What has the Country
party done in conncetion with the primary
production of Australia? What have they
done so far as Queensland is concerncd?  As
a matter of fact, some of the members of the
Tederal Country party are opposing the sugar

agreement, and hon. members know that
perfectly well.

Mr. Morain: The Federal Government
have done =zomething to as the meat
industry.

Mr. KIRWAN : The hon, member will not
say that this Government has not done seme-
thing to assist the meat industry, too. But
if this Govornment were responsible for a
policy which gave the hon. member £10 a
hoad for his bullocks, he would still decry
the Government and abuse them.

Mr. J. Jones: And take £9 sterling away
from him. (Laughter.)

Mr. KIRWAN: In conclusion, I wish to
say that I am one of those who believe that
the Bill marks a new era for the farming
community of this State. I believe that the
farmers will have an opportunity of demon-
strating their capacity for organisation and
constrictive measures, all of which they will
have the opportunity of placing before the
council, The council will then be such a

Mr. Kirwan.]
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widely representative body—it will include
representatives of all the primary industrics
in the State—-that, when it makes a repre-
sentation to the Government, the Government
will realise that the members speak as the
accreditd representatives of the great farm-
ing industry of the State in all lts aspects.
As far as the increase in the cost of living is
concerned, I stand here as representative of
the industrialists, and say that I belicve the
industries on the land are entitled to as much
consideration as the industries of the fac-
tories and workshops, No industrial worker
can say that he is entitled to good wages
and hours and deny them to the man on the
land. When the man on the land is prepared
to organisc and use thc same constructive
ability as the industrialict has shown, he will
then reach the same goal as the industrsslist.
This Bill lays down machinery and gives
opportunity for him to do that. and I bave
no doubt that. when the Bill goes through.
it will be a suceess, and hon. members oppo-
site will bc rmttmg up in a few years’ time
and s(rmg that they passed the Primary
Producers’ Organisation Bill, although they
have done thoir best to oppose it.

Hox. J. G. APPEL (Albert):
matter which. to my mind, is of such great
importance that we can well approach it
without indulging in any personalities,
(Hear, heari!) I have listened with great
interest tov the speeches which have been
delivered on both sides of the House.

This is a

t especi-
ally those which have fallen from hon.
members sitting on the front (Government

bench and their supporfers. 1 would point
out., when the present (Government obtained
control of the administration. the members
representing  the primasry producers were
only five in number. Those members were
not committed to support any party in this
House. Ther werc pledged to endcavour to
obtain justice for the primary producer on
the lines of the platform of the Country
party. Speaking for mysclf and my fellow
members. I made clear to the members
of this House and to the leader of the
Government representing the Labour party
that, if thev were prepared to assist the
primary producers in carrring out their
platform, we were prepared fo use our right
to support them. The CGovernment being
secure with one of the largest majorities
which had ever been given to any party
dominating the affairs of this State, we were
a negligible quantity at that time.

The PreMiER: Were vou not a member of
an Administration that had a majority of
twenty ?

Hown. J. G. APPEL : Strive and tryv as we
would for justice to be done to the primary
producers. did we gain anything? Have I
not myself deseribed how we felt, and
likened mx appeal for justice to a voice
crying in the wilderness? Did we receive
any justice? I venture to sav that the
wants of the primarvy producers were abso-
lutely norrlof“t"a The conditions of cen-
turies ago serm still to obtain to-day. After
hstonmnr to the speeches so rich and full of
promise made bv the Sceretary for Agricul-
ture and made by the leader of the Govern~
ment in addressing the primary producers
in different parts of the State, and after
listening to the speeches which have fallen
from the rank and file of the party. full of
promise and concern for the future of the
primary producer, it struck me that the
same methods that obtained centuries ago
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obtain still to-day, and that we may still
accept the advice which was given =0 many
centuries ago by Virgil, when he dehvered
through the mouth of Aeneas, this warning—

>

“Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes.’

A warning which, literally translated,
means—
“7 fear the Greeks when they bring
gifts.”

This was more fully translated by Coning-
ton, who said—
“ Whate’er it be, a Greek I fear,
Though presents in his hands he bear.”

After the injustice which has heen done to
the primary producers—when I sec these who
inflicted this gross injustice upon them and
pluced intolerable burdens wpon their backs

—when I see them mnow. having failed to
break down and destror the primary pro-
ducers, endeavour to seduce them by their

gifts, then I think thet those warning words
placed in the mouth of Aencas br Virgil
have an applicotion. and max well be taken
to heart by us who have the actual and bona

fide interests of the primary producer at
heart. We quite realise this, and I have no
hesitation in c\vmg that every mcmber

sitting on this side of the House thinks the
same as I do. We realise, and they realise,
that it iz absolutely necessary and essential
that something shall be done in the interests
of the primary producer.

The Premier: Then,
port the Bill?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Have we not pointed

why don’t you sup-

out on the floor nf this House, year after
vear, that settloment on our lands has been
rendered so unattractive that the sons of

farmers are leaving their farms whollr for
the purpose of m‘c‘rhn}‘r in the town? They
have refused o go on the land owing to the
fact that the conditions there were not
attractive. Was any heed paid to our repre-
sentations? No. But when thev {ind that
they are reduced to a majority of one

Mr., Prase: Two.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Put it at two—I am
quite prepared to give the Government a
majority of two, Including the Hpeaker and
Chairman of Committecs, When they are
reduced to a majority of two, wlrh the know-
ledge of the discontent which reigns supreme
thmurrhout the length and breadth of
Queensland. finding that they are losing the
confidence of the dwellers in the cities and
suburbs, they come to the primary pro-
ducers. We know how the gambler makes
his last desperate cast. and so have the Go-
vernment ventured on this cast to the
primary producers of the State to endeavour
to regain that which they have lost. The
leader of the Government. concaiving of
persons being moved to tears, it is quite
possible that he has not seen the privations
that manv of his electors have had to under-
go, or. if he has, he has had no regard for
the suffering they have gone throngh. The
members on the Opposition side have seen
the suffering that has taken place owing to
the conditions imposed on them by the very
party which to-day is tryving to seduce them
by means of this Bill—this gift. This Bill,
we are told, is going o bring untoid happi-
ness to the country. It is going to create a
new Utopta, and is going to a]fm the con-
ditions of settlement. All this is to be done
by one short measure. Everything is to
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become prosperous,

> and everything is to
become  brighter.

Yet the Government
delayed for seven long years hefore they
decided to take up that attitude. The
reason for it is that they find now that it is
absolutely necessary for them to take this
one cast to enable them to retain possession
of the Treasury benches, which, alas! they
have not held for the benofit and advance-
ment of the people of the State of Quecns-
land. The primary producer, as I have
already stated, is now to be the most
favoured of all men. Ther are putting
through on his behalf a certain measure of
land iaxation. But have yvou observed the
conditions contained in that particular
measure which is supposed to give him free-
dom from that taxation? Have vou observed
the sting in that measure forccast by the
Minister? There is a provision that the
standing timber upon o man’s sclection is
to be treated as unimproved value, and that
the coal which may exist under the surface
13 to be treated as unimproved value, And
this measure, which the hon. membors oppo-
site gontend 1s to give relief to 4 per cent.
of land taxpayers, 1s going to impose a very
considerable additicnal burden of taxation
on the balance of the community who pay
land tax. It i3 just as well that we should
examine the%e matters and weigh carefully
the concession which it is proposed to muke:
and, o far as the freedom from a measure
of land taxation is concerned. ! heve mno
hesitation in saying that it is a mere shadow
lm comparison with the substance they will
ose.

~ Richly do the primary producers of this
Statr  deserve all and any consideration

which it is possible to give them, more par-
ticularly those men who, accompanied by
their wives, have gone on to the scrub selec-
tions of our State, and. were such a measuve
propozad for the purpose of giving them
that relief. T do not think there would be
one membher, on whatever side he might sit,
who would not gladly give it his assistance
and support. Objection has been raised by
the hon gentleman in charge of the Bill,
and other hon. members on the other side,
that the Opposition are criticising this
measure. That is our province. 1 have no
hesitation in saying that, unless the authority
of the Government—this or any Government
—is removed from this measure, and the
whole power of governing themselves is left
in the hands of the famners who arc to be
benefited from it, I propose fo vote against
the second reading. and in saying that I
voice the opinion of certainly 75 per cent. of

the primary producers in the <clectorate
which I represent. But, provided that Go-
vernment  interference and  confrol are

eliminated. I believe that in the hands of

the farmers themselves—and have they
not the right to govern themsclves?
The Premier: Under this Bill they will

govern themselves,

How. J. G. APPEL: What right have the
Government to say, “ We do not trust you;
you are not fit for this duty?”

The PreyMiEr: You say that—not we.

Hox. J. G. APPEL: The Government
<ay w#o0. The fathers of the Bill say so,
because they insist on having control over
affairs in the administration of the measure.

The PreMIFR: No. There is no Govern-
ment control under this Bill,
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Hox. J. G. APPEL: The absolute adminis-
tration is practically vested in them.
The PrEMIER: It is not.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Well, let the Govern-
ment remove from their Bill those clauses
which, I unhesitatingly say, practically give
to the Government of the day the authority
to administer or have the greatest percentage
of influence in the administration of the Bill.

The PreMIER: That is not so.

Hox. J. G. APPLEL: Tt is all very well
for the leader of the Government to say that
it is not so, but I say it is, and I shall have
no hesitation in pointing out to the electors
whom I represent that those arc the absolute
facts in the wmeasure. Why should the
Government insist npon having control, if
they are making a gift to the farmers?

The PrEMIEr: Where is the control?

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Let the Government
provide the machinery to enable the farmers
to carry out the objects set forth in this
measure, in the same way as the machinery
of self-gov ernment is provided, and then the
farmers and primary producers, with thag
machinery, can carry out the funciions which
will enable them to improve their conditions.
Why should the Government of the day
insist on interfering in the matter? Just
let us draw a paralled with local government.
Would it not be an extraordinary thing if
the Government of the day insisted upon
having the preponderating influence in the
counctls of every local autherity—insisted, for
instance, upon appeinting the chaum'a,u or
the mayor? 1 believe that it is done in
foreign countries, and that the burgomaster
or chief officer of a municipality is appointed
by the State; but we are not in a forcign
country, we are in a free, democratic, British
State, anvd, if it be proper that the local
authorities should have the fullest control
of their own affairs, then why not also the
farmers of the State?

The Premier: They have, under this
scheme.
Hox. J. G. APPEL: Does the hon. mem-

ber seriously make that interjection, when he
has in his own measure a clause which pro-
vides that the Government have the right to
appoint five representatives?

The PreEMizr: Five out of twenty-five '—
Where is the control?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: And the hon. mem-
ber knows that the chairman and the men
they appoint will have the preponderating
influence.

The PREMIER: No.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Whether they have or
not, why should they interv(-ne? Why should
the Administration say, *“You are not fit to
appoint your own chairman?” 1 say that
the primary pwducels are fit to discharge
that function, and, if the Minister and his
leador are pxeparf\d to eliminate these objec-
tionable clauses, they will receive the fullest
support from cvery member who recognises
that it is necessary that something should be
done. And we all recognise that. We have
cried out for it for the last seven years, to
enable the farmers to gain that which is
their due.

The PremMIER: Why ave you hostile to this
measure ?

Hon. J. G. APPEL: These interjections
are not worthy of the leader of the Govern-
ment, We are not speaking now in a public
meeting, where he can simply cast an insinua-

Hon. J. G. Appel.]
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tion of that kind with impunity. I have not
said I am hostile to a measure with these
principles, but I am hostile to the Bill while
1t contains these provisions for control by the
Government. I have already iutimated that,
if the Premier is prepared to climinate them
and merely create the necessary machinery
to enable the farmers to appoint their own
chairman and advisory board, I, for one,
am prepared to accept 1t, and to congratu-
late the Government on hmmg at last recog-
nised what is justly due to the primary
producers.

The Premier: The farmers have already
accepted the constitution of the provisional
council.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: 1 object to a Bill
which provides for authoritative interference
by the Government, and I am not alone in
that opinion. Political economists have
always opposed authoritative interference by
the Government.

The PrEmMIER: Political cconomists? Do
you mean the hon. member for Oxley?

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I certainly recognise
the hon. member for Oxley as being onc of
the ablest men in this louse.

The PrevIER: In that party.

Hon. J. G. APPEL: I know the leader
of the Grovomment recognises him as one of
the ablest men in the House. 1t is well that

the electors of the State should

[9 pm.] know that members who are

opposing authoritative interfer-
ence by the Administration, in a matter of
this kind, are guided by expert authorities.
It is gencrally recognised that John Stuart
Mill is one of the foremost authoritics upon
political economy. It would be as well if
we had his opinion embodied in * Hansard,”
so that the electors can sec why members on
this side are opposing authoritative inter-
ference by the Executive in connection with
the conduct of their own affair< by the
farmers of the State. In Book 5, chapter

11, pages 568, 569, 570, and 571 of the
“ People’s Edition,” we find the following
extracts : — }
“We must set out by distinguishing
between two kinds of intervention by the
Government, which, though they may

relate to the same subjeet, differ widely
in their nature and effects, and require,
for their justification, motives of a very
differont degree of urgency.

““ The intervention may cxtend to con-
trolling the free agencr of individuals.
Government may interdict all persons
from doing certain things. or from doing
them without its authorisation, or may
preseribe to them certain things to be
done, or a certain manner of doing things
which it is left optional with them to do
or to abstain from.

“This is the authoritative interfer-
ence of Government. There is another
kind of intervention which is not autho-
ritative: When a Government. instead
of issuing a command and enforcing it
by penalties, adopts the course =0 seldom
recorted to by Governments, and of
which such important use might be
made, that of giving advice and promul-
gating information; or. when leaving
individuals free to use their own means
of pursuing any objecct of general interest,
the Government, not meddling with
them, but not trusting the object solely
to their care, establishes, side by side

[Hon. J. (. Appel.
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with their arrangements, an agency of
its own for a like purpose.”

“1t is otherwise with governmental
interferences which do net restrain indi-
vidual free agency. When a Govern-
ment provides means of fulfilling a
certain end, leaving individuals free to
avail thcmsclves of different means if
in their opinion prefcrable, there is no
infringement of liberty, no irksome or
degrading restraint. One of the princi-
pal objections to governmental interfer-
ence is then absent. There is, however,
in almost 21l forms of Government agency
one thing which is compulsory—the pro-
vision of the pecuniary means. These
are derived from taxation, or, if existing
in the form of an endowment derived
from public property, they are still the
cause of as much compulsory taxation
as the sale of the annual procceds of the
property would enable to be dispensed
with. And the objection necessarily
attaching to compulsory contributions is

almost al\vavs greatly aggravated by the
expensive precautions and onerous restric-
tions, which arc indispensable to prevent
evasion of a compulsory tax.

“A second general objection to Govern-
ment  agency is that cvery incrcase of
the functions devolving on the Govern-
ment is an increase of its power, both in
the form of authority, and still more in
the indirect form of influence.”

That is exactly the positien which would
ensue if this Bill became law and the
farmers were controlled under the messure
as it now stands. The quotation continu

“ The importance of this consideration,
in respect to political freedom. has in
general been quite sufficiently recog-
msod at least in FEngland; but many in
latter wimes bave been prone to think
that hmlhﬂon of the powers of Govern-
ment is only esse ntial when the Govern-
ment itself is badly constituted—when it
does not represent the peopl" but is the
organ of a class or a coalition of
classes: and  that a GO\ 1nmcnt of
suﬂimontlv pepular  constitution  might
be trusted with any amount of power
over the nation, sinee its power would
be only that of the nation itself. This
might be true if the nation, in such
cases, did not pla(hmll rean o mere
majority of the nation, and if minorities
wero only capable of oppumqlng but not
of being oppressed. fixperience proves
that the depositaries of pownr who are
mere delegates of the people—that is. of
a majority—are quite as ready (when they
think they can ceount on popular sup-

port) as any organs of oligarchr to
assume arbitrary power and encroach
undulxy on the liberty of private life.

The publl( collectively is  abundantly
ready to impese, not only its generally
narrow VIews of its interests. but its
absiract opinions, and even its tastes,
as laws binding upon individuals. And
the present civilisation tends so strongly
to make the power of persons acting 1n
masses the only substantial power in

socioty, that there never was more neces-
sitr for surrounding individual inde-
pondenco of thought, spesch, and

conduct with the most powerful defences,
in order to maintain that originality of
mind and individuality of character,
which are the only source of any real
progress, and of most of the qualities
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which make the human race much
superior to any herd of animals. Ience
it is no less important in 2 democratic
than in any other Government that all
tendency on the part of the public
authoritics to stretch their interference,
and assume a power of any sort which
can easily be dispensed with, should be
regarded with unremitting  jealousy.
Perhaps this is evon more important in
a democracy than in any other form of
political society; because svhere public
opinion is scvereign, an individual who
is opprsssed by the sovercign dees not,
as in most other states of things, find
a rival powee to which he can appeal
for relicf, or, at all eventz, for sym-
pathy.”

Hon. members sitting on this side of the
House have given in detail the actions which
have 'not been taken for the Dbenefit of the
‘primary producers in the Stats, They have
referred to the increases which were levied
upon them by way of railway freights: they
have given evidence—and I 'do not sec how
we can get away from the fact: —of the enox-
mous amount of penalty which was infiicted
upon the primmery producers in conncction
with the seizure of their bufter. amount-
ing, approximately, to the sum of 3id. per
ib. on every pound of buttsr produced. The
primary producers at that time, owing to
the fact that the Gosernment had a very
large majority, were a negligible quantity.
They were of no value to the Administration
of that time, and hence no heed was given

to their appeals, and from time to time
different burdens were placed uwpon  their
shoulders. At that time they fell more

heavily upon them than they might have
done at some other time. The hon. member
for North Brirbane has referred to drought
conditions. At that time the farmers were
suffering from the effcets of the drought. in
addition to the spoliation. I can only stigma-
tise the condition at that time as one of con-
fiscation.  After all the evidences that we have
had of what the present Administration has
done for the primary producer of the State,
we should sean very clotely indeed any
measure which they introduce ostensibly for
the henefit of the primary producer of
Quecnsland, For a period of seven years the
Government have consistently done all they

could to injure and despoil them. I think
vou w_l]l admit, sir, that no measure has
been introduced into thiz House that has

not been loaded, or that ha* not contained
traps for the unwary., and we are only ask-
ing thut 2 measure shall be introduced for
the primarv prodncers having those traps
removed. The control and the influence that

the Government have provided over the
farming community should be eliminated

from the measure, and if that is done. and
all these objectionable traps and clsuscs are
removed, we ave quite prepared to assist the
Administration in so shaping the Bilt that it
will he a real measure for the benefit and
advancement of the =ettlers in the State,
We cannot close our eyes to the fact—and
no doubt, sir, you have reecoliection of that
fact—that it is not so long ago that the
workers’ unions passed resolutions providing
that this Administration should brins in the
necessary legislation to impos: an embargo
upon the evport of produce. which would
have meant that the farmers’ butter would
have been practically of no value, because
it is ounly by export of that butter that the

[18 Juwny.]
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farmer can obtain its value. The same
applies to hides and every other exportable
article of produce. They would have been
reduced in value, and it was only owing to
the fact that such a mecasure could only be
carried out with the concurrence of the
Federal authorities that it was abandoned.
You must realise that under those condi-
tions, when we have a party who are pre-
pared to damage the primary producers—
and that would have been a blow which
would have absolutely crippled them and
rendered 15 impossible for men to settle and
remain upon the land—we have to view any
proposed legislation by the present Adminis-
tration with extreme caution and extreme
carc. DBy taking up that attitude we are
not ounly {ulfilling our duty to our own
electors but to the whale of the electors of
the State by criticising and endeavenring to
agsist the Minivter by such eritici+. in pro-
ducing a measure which will hase the bona
fide effect which he sbates the present mea-
sure will have. When administoring that
caution a few moments ago, it struck me
that I might draw a parallel in connection
with the old story of the siege of Troy. For
ten years an attempt had been made by the
Greeks to subjugate, destr and enslave the
Trojans. For seven years an attempt has been
made by the Labour Administration of
Queensland  to ruin and embarrass the
primary producers of the = State. The
Grecks, failing in their attempt to destroy
the Trojans, made another attempt by the
gift of n great wooden horse in the belly of
which was concealed a band of warriors.
Here we have a Bill which may be likened
to the wooden horse, loaded with clauses which
may be likened to weapons which, I venture
to say, if they are accepted in the form in
which they are presented to this House, will
have the same effect as did the present of
that horse by the Greeks. This propssal will
have the same effect on this State, and the
farmers will be crippled and destroyed. If
the Sccrctary for Agriculture is prepared to
indicate that he will climinate all the politi-
cal control from the administration of this
measure, 1 am personally prepared to give it
every assistance in its passage through this
House; but if he proposes to permit all the
objectionable clauses to remain, I propose to
vote against it.

Mr. MACGREGOR (Merthyry: I would
like first of all to express my pleasure and
appreciation of the opportunits of address-
ing this Houss for the first $ime this
session.  In these days of limitation of
dabate and of gagging, discussion is disap-
pearing in the House under the Constitu-

tien under which we are suffering. I
nropose to dral with the Bill itself 1
have no reports of specches to quote to the

House, and, in my opinion, speeches made
some time ago are not of much value, as
apparently this Bill never saw the light of
day until it was introduced into this Houge
the other day. Judging from the war hon.
members have spoken. those speakers had
no idea of what the Government were going
to bring forward., Taking the Bill, and
judging from the words used in it. we find
that, first of all, Queensland is o be divided
into not less than fifteen districts, and. tak-
ing Queensland as a territory of over _670.090
squarc miles, it means that cach district will
have an area of over 44,000 squarc miles.
which in a square would be 209 miles br 209
miles, and in those districts compulsory local

Mr. Macgregor.]
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producers’ associations are to be formed.
The Bill provides that local producers may
choose whether they will form associations
or not. If the proposal in the Bill is a good
scheme, then its weakness Is in making asso-
giation voluntary. If it is a good scheme. if
aught to be made compulsory. At the present
time the producers in' this very wide area of
44,000 square miles may have very great diffi-
culty in forming associations and in getting
in touch with their district councils. Apna-
rently the local producers’ association is the
association that is to start all the business.

The local producers’ association is to take
the initiative in rural matters pertaining to
the particular locality in swhich the associa-
tion is primarily interested. Thut is delight
fully vague and indefinite, but it is not
to the next two clauses. They are to ascer-
tain the requirements of =uch locality and
formulate schemes for having these require-
ments met. These requircments may have
nothing to do with rural industries or matters
rural.  This word ““rural” of course. gois
all through the Bill, and when you get inside
the Bill you get an atmosphere that is some-
times called ¢ truly rural”  {(Laughter.)
Paragraph (iii.) of subelause (5) of clause 8
says—

 Bringing before the distriet council,
through the association’s representative,
requirements and problems which arc not
of purely local concern but are of common
interest and concern.”

That hes nothing whatever to do with rural
industries or rural matters, but with any
requirement. They may require the Govern-
ment to be put out, or they may require
semething to be done in America. All these
things have to be initiated and brought hefore
the council by these local associations. Then—

“(iv.) Advertising, supporting, and
assisting the district council in its cfforts
to promote the general prosperity of the
primary producers.”’

That is the sort of vague catch-phrase of the
socialist. All through this Bill you find the
Government indulging in wild catech-phrases
to tickle the ears of the farmers. Then we
have-—

“ (v.) Generally  co-operating with,
advising, and assisting the district council
in enabling it to discharge its duties and
functions efficiently.”

What definiteness is there in anything of that
sort? Is the district council not to be uble
to manage its own buwinecss and discharge its
own business functions? Then—

“ (vi.) IIndeavouring to co-ordinate and
correlate the work of the local associa-
tions, progr:ss associations, and other like
societies in the distriet, and to strengthen
the work they are doing in so far as it
relates to the rural industries.”’

All through this Bili you find “ rural indus-
tries.”” 1 notice it is entitled “ A Bill to
promote the agricultural and rural industries
by the organisation of the primary pro-
ducers of Queensland in a completely unified
national organisation’; but you do not
find the ¢ agricultural and rural industries”
referred to again in the Bill by that name.
They are all ““ truly rural” industries. The
impression created by the Bill is that it is
merely preliminary to a log for the rural
industries, We bhave therefore to start with
the provisional districts, which formulate
what are called the local producers’ associa-

[Mr. Macgregor.
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tions. They apparcently are to establish the
distriet council. No number of members for
this district council is mentioned, and no pro-
vision is made for them except an indivect
provision. Wherever there Is an omission the
Council of Agriculture can legislate for itself.
The number of the members of the district
council is not mentioned: but then this dis-
trict council is to have some high-sounding
duties and functions—

““The duties and functions of a district
council shall be—

“(i.) To secure co-operation as far as
possible amongst the primary producers
who are members of local associations
assigned to the district;

“ (i) To advise and assizst the counci]
in developing schemes >

It is all a scheme, this Bill—
“in regard to the production, marketing,
grading, and standardisation of primary
produce, or for making morve effective
use of the experts and facilities of the
department.”’

Delighifully vague phrases!—

“(iit.) To advise and assist the council
in such matters ay co-operation in the
purchasing of machinery, fertilisers, and
other articles employed in the production
of primary produce, promotion of herd-
testing, fodder conservation, and the cir-
‘culation among primary producers of
information and advice on primmary pro-
duction generally.”

Mr. WINSTANLEY : 1 rise to a point of
order. I ask if the hon. member for Merthyr
is in order in discussing the details of the
Bill at the prevent juncture?

The SPEAKER: The hon. member will
not be in order in discussing the details.

Mr. MACGREGOR: I am not discussing
the deteils. I have to refer to the clauses
in order that hon. members oppesite will
not be able to say that 1 am twisting.

The SPEAKER: I understand the hon.
me aber is discussing the principles of the
Bill.

Mr. MACGREGOR : I am pointing out that
the Bill contains a number of indefinite high-
sounding phrases. and, more dangerous still,
a width of powers which, when vou come to
consider them, are very dangerous. I am
going to consider that point a little later.
Fach district council sends one representative
to the Council of Agriculture; but I want to
point out that in the definition of “ primary
producer”’ there is another example of phrase-
making, because they have gone to the
trouble of defining ** primary production,”
They sey— )

“ ¢ Primary produce’ and °primary
production’ have correlative meanings.”

But they never use that phrase except once;
they like the high-sounding phrase produc-
tion of primarv produce. You find that the
Council of Agriculture has to co-operate with
the department by co-operating with the
department. Clause 6 says that the functions
and objects of the Council shall be to co-ope-
rate with the department. distriet counecils,
and local associations, by ¢ co-operating with
the department” That shows how they
desire to get out vague high-sounding phrases
that mean nothing. Coming to this Council
of Agriculture—which apparently is going
to deal with fractions of men—you have
twenty-five on it, but the Government are not
going to have more than one-quarter; so that,
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if there are twenty-five members, the Govern-
ment will have six and a-quarter represen-
tatlves on it. That is unless the vice- presi-
dent is also going to be a nominee of the
Government. If they are going to have
twenty-four, including the Minister, and
then a vice-president—there is no provision
that the vice-president is to be a member of
the Council—the twenty-five will be made up.
The clause says—
“There shall be a vice-president of
the Council appointed b“ the Council in
the prescribed manner.

These twenty-five members represent
apparently ecight classes of producers, and
possibly nine. You have the dairy farmer,
wheatgrower, Inalzegrower, cereal-grower,
canegrower, fruitgrower, grazier, farmer, and
any other class of persons declared by the
Governor in  Council.  Onc would have
thought there would have been some pro-
vision for proportionate representation of
industries on this Council of Agriculture.
You would have expected. seeing that there
are so many different classes of primary
producers represented, that there would have
been some proviso p1m0ntmg one interest
overloading or overpowering another interest,
but there 1s no such provision, and obnously
the Government thouoht there was no power
to do it, because thore is nothing to prevent
the 101)10%ent1t1ws of two or three 1nt01ests
overpowering the interests of another primary
product. If ’(hat is so, I ask from the depths
of profound ignorance, does the dairying man
know anything about the sugar Inan? Can
the Wheatwrovver help the grazier? Can the
frungrowm know what the maizegrower is
doing? If they are separate industries or
«<allings, or whatever vou like to call them,
then 1t is not a completely unificd organisa-
tion. It is a combination of interests which

may turn out to be diverse, and cause trouble,
because, if the sugar pecple find that the
levies made on them are being expended in
the interests of the butter men or the wheat
men, they, of course, are going to be
'a,nnoye(L and, naturally, there will be trouble.

Mr., BmeBiNGTON: They are going to keep
out.

Mr., MACGREGOR: Naturally. In look-
ing through the Bill you will find that it is
a skeleton Bi ll—that really the only definite
thing it docs is to appoint a Council of Agri-
culture, district councils, and local producors
assomatlona and then all the rest is to be
prescnbed—that is, either by Orders in
Council. by regulations or by laws and the
whole of the eﬁect of the Bill is to give to
the primary producers another Pdrllament
with legislative and executive functions, and
with the power of taxation to an unlimited
extent.

Mr. PETERSON :
mandatory powers.

Mr. MACGREGOR,: I do not think Parlia-
ment knows what it is giving them. It says
that the regulations may prov1de for any of
the followmo' matters : —

(i) The fees, allowances, and travel-
ling expenscs which may be paid to
members of the Council.”

They do not give them

‘They do not provide payment for members of
a district council by name, but they say—
“ All the expenses of the district coun-
cil incurred in respect of the execution
?f tén;’ Act may be paid from the general
un
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Then paragraph (v.) reads—

“ The control and management of the
fund; empowering the Council or any
district council to make levies on primary
producers generally or in particular
industries or sections of industries, or in
particular districts or Iocahtleb and
fixing the amount of such levies.”

An untrammelled power to tax the primary
producer, who will be doubly taxed, because
he will have to pay the levies and fines
exacted b the Parliament of the primary
producers, and then, as a general taxpayer,
he will have to plovxde, the subsidy which is
to go with the levies and fines which he
provides in his own society.

Mr. BeBBiNgTON : He will not have anything
left.

Mr. MACGREGOR : It scems to me that
this Bill overloads the primary producers
with expenses. You have the expenses of
the Council of Agriculture and of the district
council—all their travelling allowances and
expenses. You have the expenses of a secre-
tary, a director, organisers, and other
officers who may be appointed to the bureau
of information, the advi:ory board, and of
all the typists and others that may be
appointed under this Bill, because, of course,
I take it that the Council of Agriculture is
going to sit somewhere permanently, and is
not going to travel about the country, They

will need to have an office for all

[9.30 p.m.] this literature and research, and

all they are going in for is to
originate from it. But the great object of
this Bill is the formation of this producers’
Parliament which is to be independent of the

State. Everything is to be done by regula-
tion, by-law, or Order in Council, for the
people who join these associations, and

possibly indirectly for the people who do
not join them. The extraordinary thing
about that is the exact way in which it fits
in with all the schemes of the guild socialists.
Anybody who attempts to study socmhsm
rapidly gets into what has been termed ¢

swirling welter of opinions and arguments,
and does not know where he is.” But, since
the war, three eclasses of socialism have
developed—i\larxian socialism, syndicalism,
and guild socialism. If you want criticism
of the Marxian soctalist, go to the syndicalist;
and, if you want criticism of the syndicalist,
go to the guild socialist; and he will tell you
how the believers in Marxian socialism have
become voluble inefficients. They become
members of the M.I.E., or members of ineffi-
clency. The guild socialist proposes to divide
the territorial association into two bodies—
the producer and the consumer—and the pro-
ducer has to organise into one big union.
His idea is that associations shall develop
into one big union, and this producers’ union
will have IP“IS]‘IHVL and exccutive powers of
its own, mdepondent of the State Parliament,
which is to represent the consumer. In works
on this subject you will find agricultural guilds
referred to by that name. This idea fits in
with the idea of guild socialism. Hon. mem-
bers on the opposite bench are socialists; but
what sort of socialists we do not know. We
do not know whether they are Marxian, syndi-
calists. or guild socialists, or whether they
are the whole lot. (Laughter.) The Bill.
therefore, seems to be objectionable on all
these grounds. It establishes another body
in the State independently of the State. It
will probably introduce a rural log, and
largely increase the cost of consumption, The

Mr. Macgregor.]
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producer is a very important person in the
community, but he.is not much, so far as
Parliament is concerned, without the con-
sumer, and the consumer ought to be con-
sidered as of the importance he deserves in
this Bill. "The farmer, of course, being a
trusting person, thinks he finds in this Bill
all his grievances remedied. He will not see
that an Act of Parliament—that mere words
—does not do anything, and there is nothing
in the Bill that could not be done, in my
opinion, by a more thorough organisation of
the Department of Agriculture.
OpposiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. MACGREGOR : If the Department of
Agriculture fivds that the income of the
amount allotted to it is not sufficient, let the
Minister tell Parliament about it, and I
am sure there will be no objection to giving
everything these matters require—whatever
will help to assist the primary irdustries.
It seems necessary to say, when you are

" speaking on a Bill of this sort and expressing
the opinion I have expressed, that you are
not hostile to the farmer or the primary pro-
ducer in any way.

A GoverxMeNT MewBer: You are covering
up your tracks.

Mr. MACGREGOR : Every person recog-
nises that he is the most important man
the country and entitled to a good deal; and,
so far as the general taxpayer is concerned,
1 am sure there would be no grudging or
unsympathetic attitude to the primary pro-
ducer if it would help him in his troubles.
Subsidies are condemned everywhere as
unfair to the general taxpayer, and here we
have a pretty large subsidy going to cne
primary producer. 3

Mr. BesBINGTON : No; it is going to find
billets,

Mr. MACGREGOR : Probably that is so—
that is a still greater objection to it; but,
if it were necessary in the interests of the
primary producers to have a better equipped
and more expensive Department of Agri-
culture, I for one would be quite willing to
assist the Government in extending the opera-
tions of that department.

At 9.35 p.m.,

The CuarvaN oFf Covimrrrees (Mr. Kirwan,
Drisbane), relieved the Speaker in the chair.

Mr. MACGREGOR : 1 think that, on the
whole, no amendments short of the deletion
of these clauses of the Bill, and preventing
the establishment of another Parliament in
this State, will do. Speaking of the Bill as
it stands, I for one, have no doubt that I
cannot suppor: 1t.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): There arc three
or four facts which stand out to a very large
degree. In my opinion, one of the first
reasons that induced the Premier to bring
in the Bill is becausc he is going in for a
large land settlement scheme in the Burnett
district. Anybody who is going in for a
large settlement scheme under the conditions
on which land settlement has been carried
on in Queensland during the last seven years
would be a lunatic if he endeavoured to bring
settlers here under the conditions we have
been labouring under. He now brings for-
ward a Bill which looks very well: but there
is not much in it. It leaves the primary pro-
ducers to do most of the work and find most
of the money after the first year. One thing
which stands out is the incompetence of the
Department of Agriculture. The department,
to my mind, should have been able vears

[Mr. Macgregor.
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ago to see the necessities of the man on
the land without an advisory board such as
this. The department ignored all the warn-
ings issued by hon. members on this side
and by the farmers outside, and it has been
found necessary mow to appoint an advisory
board of a very cumbersome nature. There
is another thing that stands out very clearly,
and that is the childlike faith of the Govern
ment in the ability of the primary producers
to pull Queensland out of the mess it has
got into under socialistic theories and schemes
they have put into operation during the last
few years. [verything is put on the shoulders
of the primary producers to pull, if possible,
the State out of its difficulties. We must all
vecognise that it is not a bit too soon that
some new scheme is brought forward. Per-
sonally, I think that Government interference
in a schemc such as this is ubsolutely wrong.
It will noi meet with the favour of the
farmers. It will serve to keep a lot of
farmers out who wou'd otherwise have come
in; and I think the Minister will be well
advised to accept amendments which will be
submitted by this side. One of the greatest
troubles in this State i1s Government control
in any shapc or form. The farmers have
had experience of it in the past, and want to
get out of Government control and manage
their own affairs.

Mr. Prasg: They do not want to get out
of the sugar agreement.

Mr. MOORE: The sugar industry is on &
totally different footing to the ordinary
~ural industries. We know that the opinions
of the Government were not always the same
in regard to the sugar industry as they are
to-day. I am going to quote from ¢ The
Producers’ "Review’” to show the views of
that journal a year or two ago with regard
to the attitude of the Government on the
sugar question. We have not always found
the promises made by the present Govern-
ment realised. I would like to quote a state-
ment made by this Government in the
election campaign in 1915. Tt contains the
same cmpty words we hear to-day—

“The farmer must have sufficient
acumen to understand that, in order to
have properly equipped farms; in order
to save himself and his wife and hoys
and girls from the drudgery of long
hours and unprofitable employment; 1
order to make farming a dignified, pleas-
ant, and remunerative occupation, he
must put into power a party that will be
alive to his interests; one that will help
him to develop his latent faculties for
co-operation; that will save him from
the middleman; and that will protect
him from the machinery combine.”

All this was going to be done in 1915. We
remember the pamphlets which were issued
about the Government agricultural machinery
works that were going to be established so
that farmers would be able to bur implements
at a chesp rate, but we know what followed.
The statement goes on to say—

““ He has no other ooursc.but.to sup-
port the party that will assist him with
capital. experience, and advice.”

Anybody knowing to-day what the present
Government have done would say. “ What
sarcasm I Just fancy talking about giving
the farmer cxperience, capital, and advice.
when we know that the farmers’ applications
have been turned down by the State Advances
Corporation, snd when we know that the
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Co-operative Agrieultural Production Act
has never been properly administered by this
‘Government ! The Treasurer, when speak-
ing on the Financial Statement last vear,
and referring to the fact that the farmers
were turned down by the State Advances
‘Corporation, made the remesrk. “ We must
save the fools from themselves.”

The Previzr: Do you say that T said
that?

Mr. MOORE: No. The hon. gentleman
was not Treasurer last year. It was when
Mr. Fihelly was Treasurer, and it was he
who made the remark.

The HoMe SECRETARY: Where is he now?
(Laughter.)

Mr. MOORT: He was pushed out by the
Cabinet. The Government were very for-
tunate in getting rid of him from their
ranks. If he had been here now, the Go-
vernment would have a nice kettle of fish to
-carry on with, and they were very glad to
push him out.

. The Preaizr: You were very quiet about
him when he was here. It would be more
graceful on your part if you remained silent
wvhen he is not here to answer for himself.

Mr. MOORE: That gentloman is well
able to look after him:clf, and f am not

going to worry about him. It is set out
further in this document that the Labour

party is the only partr in the State to help
the farmer to establish a modern form of
organisation to carry on his industry under
modern conditions.

The Homn SrerETARY: You ought to stop
there and sit down.

Mr. MOORE: What about all the price-
fixing legislation, the stock embargo, and the
small advances, amounting to £24,000, made
under the Co-cperative Agricultural Produc-
tion Act between 1915 and 19207 What
about all the restrictions placed on the
stockowners ? and what about all the clection
promises which were made but were never

kept? Now, at the eleventh hour, we have
another set of promises and high sounding
words. At one time we found the Premier

persecuting the primary producer, and now
he has turmed round in his favour. It
reminds me very much of the conversion of
S5, Paul. We know $t. Paul persecuted the
Christians for many years, and then he weng
oub on_a big persccuting campaign. But the
light dawned on him, and he turned round
and joined the ranks of those he formerly
persecuted and espoused their cause. The
Premicr has not gone so far as St. Paul,
becaus: he has not severed his connection
with his old associations. We still keeps
company with the people who have always
despised the farmer. He stills keeps with
the Sccretary for Agriculture, who says that
production should be for use and not for
profit. The Premier, in commenting on that
statement, that production should be for use
and not for profit, said that even if they
abolished the capitalistic system they would
still have production for profit. and he said
that the statement of the Secrotary for Agri-
culture was a loose onc. He said on that
occasion—

“That the term ‘production for use
and not profit’ was a loose one likely
to lead to a confusion of thought. Even
if they abolished the capitalistic system
they would still have production for
profit.  The first step towards socialisa-

[18 Joury.]
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tion was the nationalisation of banking
and the whole structure of credit. The
nationalisation of industry would follow.
There was a feeling abread that the
Labour party to-day was an cxpediency-
mongering party. The term socialisa-
tion in its present incomplete and ill-
conzidered state should not be tolerated.
He would like to know how the farmer
would get on under the socialisation of
industry.”
These are the Premier’s own words, although
he still keeps with the Sccretary for Agri-
culture, who says he believes in production
for use and not for profit. Although the

‘Premier admits that that is a loose term,

h= still has the Minister with him, We find
now that the Government bring in a scheme
such as this although, az a party. thev still
helieve in the socialisation of all induastry.
That was carried by a majority at the con-
forence down South, and it was carried
again in Queensland against the advice of
the Premier, supported by threec members
of thiz House—Mr. Whitford, Mr. Riordan,
and Mr. Weir being against the hon. gentle-
man. The Premier still sits with that party,
and then brings in such a scheme as this. Is
there anything to show why we should not
have some suspicion of a party that brings
this in? They are evidently pledged fto
the socialistic policy.

The PrEvier: Why should you allow that
to weigh with wou? If the scheme is a
good one, support it!

Mr. MOORE: It does weigh with me,
because we know that the party opposite
believes in the socialisation of industry.

The Premier: The Council of Agriculture
will have full control. Why worry about it?

Mr. MOORE: The Council will not Lave
control at all.

The Previer: Why don’t vou say if you
favour the scheme, instead of side-stepping it.

Mr. MOORE: It is because of the indefi-
nite terms in which the scheme is drawn up,
and I wantd to make 1t more definite. If it is
put on a more definite basis, so that the
farmers know where they stand, I will
support it.

The PrEMIER: Is it not a farmer-controlled
scheme?

Mr. MOORE: No. The Premier knows
that, if the Council of Agriculture was to
submit a proposition which was against the
policy of the Government, it would have no
more chance of being carried than of flying.
The Premier knows that the Governor n
Council has the last ssy whether any pro-
posal is to be brought into effect or not.

The PrevizrR: Surely you do not want
Parliament to abrogate its functions?

Mr. MOORE: It is already abrogating its
functions. I wrote to the Department of
Agriculturc the other day, and the letter was
handed on to the Advisory Board. T also
wrote to the Railway Department azking for
a reduction in freights, and I reccived a reply
from the Advisory Board.

The PREMIER: Are you oppased to that?

Mr. MOORE: Of course I am opposed to
it.

The PremMiErR: You are opposed to it,
anyhow,

Mr. MOORE: I do not want a super-
Parliament.

Mr. Moore.]
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The PREMIER: Some of your members
oppose the Bill because it does not give
sufficient powers to the Council. You are
opposing it because it has too great powers.

My. MOORE: You are sheltering behind
it now. The Premier knows perfectly well
that the Government are sheltsring behind
the Advisory Board. Take the two occa-
sions when the Dairy Advisory Council dealt

with the veduction of freights and the
sweeping out of the cheese trucks.

The Previzr: You are ridiculing the
farmers’ representatives.

Mr. MOORE: No. If the Department of

Agriculture or the Railway Department were
worth their salt, they would not have any of
this interference, and they would know that
these things require to be done without any
advisory council Interfering.
OpposiTION MFEFMBERS: Hear. hear !

. The Premizr : Hear the chorus of antagon-
ists to the scheme!

Mr. MOORE: Every time we have dis-
cussed the Railway Estimates we have asked
for better provision for the primary pro-
ducers.  We have asked for rveduction in
freights and for attention to the trucks.

The PreMiEr: Why didn’t you ask that
when the Denham Administration was in

office ?
Mr. MOORE:

I was not in Parliament

then. Ever since this Government have been
here we hav: been pointing out how the
primary producer was ruined through the

faulty transport of the Railway Department.
We pointed out that the trucks have been
left standing out in the sun for five days,
and the CGovernment took no notice of it.
Now the Government claim to take notice
of the Advisory Board and attend to these
things?

The PrevIER: We are getting the views of
the farmers in council.

Mr. MOORE : The farmers’ representatives
have been making these requests for years.
Now that the Government are losing the
support of the industrialists, they turn vound
and make out that they arc supporting the
farmers in every way possible. do not
think the farmers are going to he-caught,
because they have a great deal of common
sense. They will come under this scheme for
the first year. but. if they find that they do
not get much out of it, they will quietly
drop out; hut in the me‘mmme a lot of
money i going to be spent. I should just
like to quotf Mr. Mark Harrison, from whom
the Government took their scheme in a great
measure, where he sets out the cost of an
Advisory Board. He admits that the Govern-
ment have adopted his scheme in part.

The PrREMIER: We consulted him,

Mr. MOORE: There
billets under this Advisory
Harrison says—

“ The approximate cxpenditure of the
advisory board during the first year
might be sct down as follows:—

are all sorts of
Board, and Mr.

£
Six members at £400 per
annum ... 2,400
Travelling allowances  and
expenses (six members) 1,200

As a matter of fact, we have fiftecen out
already at £8 a week.

The PrREMIER : Not on the Advisory Board.
[ Mr. Moore.
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Mr. MOORE: No—organisers—
£
“ Managing administrator 3,000
Secretary 600
Accountaney OXpelt 1,000
Legal adviser, permanent 1,000

The hon. member for Toowcomba says that

he is prepared to take on that job.
(Laughter.)—
£
““ Business expert 1.000
Publicity expert 1,000

I believe he has already been appointed. I
suppose he is the gentleman who is writing
to the paper: praising the scheme.

The PREMIER: You seem to be very
annoved at the advocacy of Mr. Mark
Iarrison.

Mr. MOORE: I am giving his own figures

said he dis-

£
“ Travelling expenses in open-
ing new markets . 1,000
That is not very much, considering that the
organisation with which I am connected sent
a man to the Kast to open up a markeb

as to the cost. The Premier
cussed the scheme with him—

there, and it cost us £800, without any
assistance from the Government— o
“ Payment representative to
London. to America, and to
the East . ... 1,500
Other expenses ... 2,950
Total . 20,000
The Previer: This is your criticism of
the Bill.
Mr. MOORE: The Premier says that the

cost will come to £20,000 or £30 000 for the
first vear. The Secretary for Agriculture
has already made that statomont Here are
Mr. Harrison’s suggestions for the Advisory
Toard. and he poes into the whole question.
Fe brings it to £20,000. and he admits
that organisers wa have to be appointed
also. T say that it is roing to cost » lot of
monev for a very doubtfnl henefit. It is all
very well to sav that we will get the benefit
of it. We mav or we mav not. The butter
naol cost £172 000, and that went back on
the butter that was exported; but, although
the peol cost that sum, it kept the market
steady.

The PreMier: Do you not think the wheat
scheme iz a ¢ood scheme?

Mr. MOORE: It is a good scheme; but,
urfortunately. the Wheat Beard. like many
cther things. has develeped in the same way
as a Gow\lnment depaltmon‘r It is not
there to keep the busimess in a go-ahead
condition. as private enterprise would

A CoveErxMEXT MrevBer: Give instances.

Mr, MOORE:

instances.

1 could give any number of

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Another
insult to the farmers.
Mr. MOORE: I am perfectly at liberty

to make mv statemert in this Hou e without
any impertinent interjections. My statement
is that at the present time, when it is vitally
necessary for the farmers to get their seed
wheat in when the rain has come they have
to wait for four or five wecks after sending

down to the Board, and that shows their
inefficiency.
Hon. W. Foreax SMITH interjected.
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Mr. MOORE: The Minister knows nothing
whatever about what he is talking of. The
fact that Mr. Archibald brought wheat from
the South has got nothing whatever to do
with supplying seed whear to the farmers.
It only shows the ignorance of the hon.
member.  Because the Secretary for Agri-
culture has a pet scheme, he does not like to
hear any criticism. 1 claim that these
people, now that the rain has fallen, and
when we do not know when more is going
to come, have every right to get their seed
wheat. It is a perfect scandal that they
have to wait five or six weeks.

The SECRETARY FOR
fault is that?

Mr. MOORE: The Wheat Board’s. The
farmers did their best to put in the best men
they could. What brought this discussion
up was that the Premier said, “ Do you
not think the Wheat Board has been suc-
cessful ?”” T think it has heen successful to
a certain degree, but I think these boards
and pools get into the same condition as a
Government department. They have not
the same incentive to keep things going as
a private individual.

The PremMier: What is the remedy?

Mr. MOORE: If the Government are
going to tell everybody to sell produce
through one channel, they should have some
better system than that.

The Premirg: The producers in that par-
ticular industry desired it.

Mr. MOORE : Of course, men will vote for
a scheme when they think it is going to be
good, but when defects are found in 1t after-
wards 1t is up to the Government to remedy
them—mnot to turn round and say that,
because people elected a board, everything
is going to be perfect. The people elect
members of Parliament.

The PreMirR: It is the same with every
one of these boards—there is always going
to be carping criticism. That is all that it
amounts to. I think that the Wheat Board
is doing most excellent work.

Mr. MOORT: I admit that a large por-
tion of their work has been carried out very
successfully ; but what I am pointing out is
that when vou have pools for which the
people have to sell all their produce, it is up
to them to manage proficiently. so that there
will not be vexatious delays that may cost
the fariner a tremendous amount of money
through no fault of his own.

[10 p.m.]

The Homr SECRETARY : Whom do you want
to interfere with the Wheat Board—the
Government ?

Mr. MOORE: I want the Government to
make it so that we shall not have the whole
of our produce forced through one channel.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE: How can
you do that? Under the pooling system, how
can you do it otherwise?

Mr. MOORE: By the war it is done in
California, where the channels of distribu-
tion are left open and the prices are con-
trolled by the producers’ organisations.
Speaking of California, it is not the paradise
it is supposed to be. I had a neighbour who
left the Downs three years ago for California,
because such glowing accounts were given
of the co-operative selling and distribution
and the manner in which the whole business

AGRICTLTURE : Whose
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was organised there. He came back last year
and said he would rather carry his swag in
Queensland than work under the conditions
that existed over there.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The Premitr: There will be no necessity
for him to carry his swag.

Mr. MOORE: A% the present time he is
doing so. He tried to get on the Burnett
works, but they said he had not been a
member of the Australian Workers’ Union for
two years; and so he could not get a job.
(Government dissent.)

The PrEmiER: There is no such disqualifi-
cation on any reputable worker.

Mr. MOORE: He is up there now.

The Premier: He has been ¢ pulling your
leg.”

Mr. MOORE : He went to a citrus orchard
in California. When he came back I said to
him, “ You have come back in the nick of
time. We have a Premier who is advocating
the same sort of scheme you have over there.
Have you all those schemes over there?”
He said, “Oh! yes, we are tied up every-

where; we have to sell through the one
organisation. You arc bound under a £1,000
fine that you will not sell outside the

organisation.” T said, ¢ How does it work ?”
He said, ‘‘ Oh, well, just the same as it does
here. You send your produce away; you
send money after it to pay for it; but the
only difference is that you send a little more,
because there are a few more people over
there who get a cut out of it than there are
here.”” For three years they could not sell
the greater part of their stuff, due to the
same cause as exists here—the cost of pro-
duction was too high, and the organisation
they had could not get them a payable price.

The PremiErR: On that showing, do you
say we should abandon the organisation?

Myr. MOORE: I do not. But I do not
think it is going to bring the millennium;
it is not going to emancipate the farmer and
raise him to a position of affluence; it is
not going to take away many of the hours of
drudgery connected with farm life. What
is the good of pretending that it is?

The Premier: In my opinion, it is going
to tend in that direction.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is it not
a worthy attempt to do something?

Mr. MOORE: It is an attempt; and it
can be made much better if you eliminate
political control.

The PremzER: You suggested political con-
trol for the Wheat Board.

Mr. MOORE: T did not. The Government
made it absolutely imperative that you must
sell all your produce through one small
source.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The pool
could not succeed otherwise.

Mr. MOORX: It has succeeded in other
places. It has succeeded in Victoria.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are
putting in a special plea for the millers now.

Mr. MOORE: I am not. The principles
of the Bill, if left free from political control,
probably will be of some assistance.

The PrEMIER: They are bound to take
political action, because they may require
some amending legislation. But they ought
to kgep themselves free from party entangle-
ments.

Mr. Moore.]
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Mr. MOORE : We have the Secretary for

Agriculture the chairman of the Council.
The Previzr: In his capacity as Minister.

Mr. MOORE: I want to make the com-
position of the Board such that ther will be
perfectly entitled to make any representation
they like. I do not want to have the Minister
sitting as chairman of the Council, and. as
soon as the members bring forward a sug-
gestion, find him saying, “It is no good
bnngmg that in, because it is against the
policy of the Government.” Let ws have it
perfectly open.

The Premigr: If therc were any danger
of that, would not the farmers’ representa-
tives on the provisional Coursil have pointed
it out? They never raised any objection.

Mr., MOORE : How do you know?

The PrEmIr: Because it was put before
them. They discussed it and adopted it.

Mr. MOORE: When we come to have an
elective Clouncil, they wili suggest something
which will be against the policy of the
Government. They ought to be in a perfectly
free and open position to do that, and not
be controlled in any way.

The Paemier: They are all grown up.
There are twenty-five members, five of whom
will be representatives of the Government,
and four of those five heads of departments.

Mr. MOORT: : Another suggestion made by
the hon., member for Rosewood was that we
would Dbe able to establish rural credits to
enable the farmer to hold up his produce
when prices were low until the prices rose
again. The Government passed the Profiteer-
ing Prevention Act specially to prevent that
being done. .

Mr. W. CoOPER: Any man who has
sufficient money can hold his produce until
the market is good.

Mr. MOORE: I would point out to the
hon. member that cheese and butter factories
have to furnish statistics showing how much
stuff they have on hand and how long they
have had it. If they have more than the
Government think they arc entitled to, they
have to get rid of it.

The PremIER: Do you say we force any one
to get rid of his produce?

Mr. MOORE: I do not say that, but they
Lkave letters saying that, if they hold more
than a certain amount, they have to get rid
of it.

The PremiER: Give me a case where we
have intimated that to anyone.

Mr. MOORE: The Government have inti-
mated that te me by letter.

The Premier: That is absolutely wrong.
From which department was the letter sent?

Mr. MOORE:
culture.

The PremiER: The Department of Agricul-
ture does not administer the Profiteering
Prevention Act.

Mr. MOORE: It is under the Profiteering
Prevention Act that circulars arc sent out.

The PREMIER: No; you are misleading the
House on that subject.

Mr. MOORE: I am not.

The PREMIER : You are. I challenge you to
show any intimation from the Government
compelling any firm or any individual to get
rid of their produce.

[Mr. Moore.
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Mr. MOORE: I have had requests for
information as to how much stuff I had.
Under the Profitcering Prevention Act, if
you hold more than a certain quantity, you
are liable to be called upon to dispose of it.

The PreMIER: You do not know what you
are talking about.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
the letter.

Mr. MOORE : The Profitecring Prevention
Act was brought in spoecially for the purpose
of preventing the hoarding-up of produce.

The Prexier: To stop the hoarding-up of
produce that was intended for the e¥p101ta-
tion of the community—not to stop farmers
taking advantage of a rising market.

Mr. MOORE: Will the hon. gentleman tell
the IHouse the difference botween a farmer
selling his produce and a sale by a man who
purchascs the produce?

The HoOME SECRETARY :
differcnce ?

Mr. MOORE : No.

The HOME SECRETARY :
to the Nationalist party.

The PrEMIErR: We draw the line
the middleman.

Mr, MOORE : There is no difference. The
Government brought in a Bill for a specific

lpurpose and now they want to draw the
ine-—-

Produce

You do not see any

You should belong

against

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 1
would like hon. members to respect my call

to order. The hon. member for Aubigny has
some difficulty in speaking, and I would esk
hon. members to allow him to proceed.

Mr. MOORE: We have been asked to

weigh the bencfits and the disadvantages
under the scheme and see which came out
on top I intend to quote from the Govern-

ment’s own little ¢ Red Book’ in connection
with the actions of the Governmsnt a year or
two ago, before they arrived at the position
they are in to-day.

The HoME SECRETARY :
of the Bill? (Laughter.)

Mr. MOORE: I think we can make it more
satisfactory if we are given an opportunity.
The hon. member for Rosewood was talking
about 1915, and then went on to refer to the
Federal price-fixing of butter.

Mr. W. Coorer: I did not say 1915.

Mr. MOORE: The hon. member did not
know the date. (Laughter.) He had a little
information given tc him which he dished
up in this Chamber without. knowing the
correct figures and without knowing the date
on which it took place. (Rcnewed laughter.)
What we were talking about was the butter
pool last year, when the same hon. gentlemen
went down, it is said at the instigation of
the Secretary for Agriculture, to convert the
farmers in the Souih. Th(\y pointed out that,
owing to the Queensland Government’s action
in not al]ovvmﬂr the primary producers in this
Stute to get London parity, which thev were
getting in the other States, they lost £240,000
odd. Those are the same men in whom he
puts such trust now. and whom he sent down
South—DMr. Mark Harrison, Mr. Purecell, and
My, Plunkett. Those are the men on the
Board to-day.

Mr. W. Coorer:

wrong.

What do you think

They said they were
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Mr. MOORE: They were right. ¢ The Mr. MOORE: The scene has changed
Producers’ Review” of 10th February, 1919, because the Government have a majority

which is produced by Mr. Harrison, had this
to say—

* The above extract from ‘Hansard,’
giving the Premier’s reply in regard to
the butter taken over by the Goveln-
ment, indicates a stmngelv warped view.
“ As a matter of fact,” says Mr. Ryan,
¢ the butter was purchased.’ Quite so!
It was purchased at the price fixed hy
Mr. Ryan and his colleagues. That price,
fixed and paid by the purchaser, was
much below market rates. To all intents
and purposcs the butter was seized; in
similar fashion the sheep also were
seived. In both cases the owners were
compelled to hand over their own pro-
perty, and they weve paid when and at
what price Mr. Ryan and his colleagucs
determined.  No amount of juggling
with words will alter the fact that the
butter and the sheep were seizad by the
Labour-Socialist Governmment and the
rights of the owners were as completely
ignored as if ths rights and the privileges
of ownership had ceased to exist in
Queensland.”

Then he goes on to deal with the
the sugar industry in 1916—

“ At time of writing, the sugar industry

is on the verge of ruination, and although

crisis in

some  settlement might possxbly be
reached, very heavy losses will have
resulted. In the treatment meted out to

the sugar- growers lies a lesson to dairy-
men and mix>d farmers which ought not
to be forgotten. However much the
present Government might seek to deny
the fact, it is none ths less true that the
crisis was accentuated because the Govern-
ment was callously indifferent to the
sugar farmers. The crisis was brought
about by Acting Judge Dickson framing
an award which not only increased the
cost of production by betwesn 40 and 50
per cent., but imposed conditions which
increased the burden. The Government
had constitutional power to intervene,
but it failed to do so. To intérvenc meant
to offend the unions, and this Government
scems ready to do anything damaging to
industries rather than offend some union.
The Government has tacitly admitted that
the industry cannot exist under the con-
ditions of the Dickson award, and vet it
has wilfully and deliberately p]unged the
industry right on to the verge of disaster
rather than offend the unions, If the
dairy farmer and mixed farmer is unable
to see in this an urgent reason why he
should become a member of the nearest
branch of the Farmers’ Union, then his
reasoning ability must be curiously
kinked. To-day it is the tragedy of the
sugar farmer to come unc191 the grinding
heel of labour unions’ demands; to-
morrow it will be the tragedy of the dairy
farmer or wheat farmer. There is only
one hope of safety. That hopo lies in an
ever-strengthening Farmers’ Union based
on true co-operation and absolute loyalty
to the movement.”

Those are the opinions of Mr. Mark Harrison,
as reported in *° The Producers’ Review ”” in
1916, and now we have the Government say-
ing what they have done for the producers of
this State.
The Ilome
changed.

1922—v

SecreTARY: The scene has

of one.

The HoME SECRETARY : Read the last 1issue
of < Tho Producers’ Review.'

Mr. MOORE: I only want to show the real
candid opinion of the man from whom th~
Premier says he took this scheme, and the
way he is bullockmg it up to- dmv. and the
real candid opinion he expressed two or three
years ago.

The HoME SECRETARY :
that counts,

Mr. MOORE : The last photo counts to-day
because the Government find they have a
majority of one,

The PreMIER: Why are you so antagonistic
to him?

Mr, MOORE : I am not antagonistic. I am
showing the necessity of getting away from
Government control.

It is the last photo

At 10.15 p.m.,
The SpPEAKER resumed the chair.
The SPEAKER: Ovder! The hon.

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

Mr. LOGAN (Lockycer): I think that 1
ought to be privileged to speak, sceing that
the Premier came to my electorate to intro-
duce this scheme, On that occasion I thought
the scheme outlined was very good; but
since we have seen the Bill we have reason
for feeling a little doubtful about it. I
think that 25 per cent. of the farmers in my
electorate would be in favour of accepting
this scheme. here has been an attempt
tb call meetings to be addressed by the
gentlemen who are going round organising
this scheme, but, unfortunately, we have not
vet been able to get a strong body of farmers
together to find out what are really their
opinions about the inatter. We have had
one meeting at Gatton, at which several
farmers were present. Ther had the reso-
lution before them, and it was put to the
meeting by the chairman. and they had some
difficulty in getting someone to move that
the resolution be adopted. It was moved by
a farmer and seconded by a man who was a
primary producer, and. consequently, the reso-
lution was not carried. That seeins to be the
feeling of the farmers in my district. They do
not secem fo desire to take up the scheme.
Those I have come in contact with say that
they do not think it is going to be free from
political control. A good deal of suspicion
has been created, and we cannot be sur-
prised at that when we look into the matter.
Tt would be well if the Premier would adopt
the suggestion made by an hon member on
this side the other nxght and tell the House
whether the scheme 1t to be free from
polities. It would cause a better feeling.
S0 far the Premicr has not said that.

The Pamyunr: I said at Laidley that the
scheme will be free from parts entangle-
ments. I mentioned it at the dairy con-
ference, and it has been discussed at the
Council of Agriculture.

TLOGAN: Sinea we have seen the Bill
We ha\e felt the suspicions which I have
mentioned. However, I am going to support
the second reading of the Bill. The Premier
asked me at Laidley what I thought of the
scheme. T told him that, on the surface. it
appeared to be very good, and that, if it

My, Logan.]




338 Primary Producers’

were brought before the House in that form,
I would support it. I am going to stick to
my guns and support the second reading;
but we shall require some amendments to
be made, otherwise I do not say that I am
going to support the third reading. The
Premier at Taidley told us that there was
no political influence in the scheme, and
that he was there to launch the scheme, but
before doing so he made an attack on the
Country party and the Nationalist party.
Amongst other things, he said that the so-
called Country party had not supported the
Government 1n any of the measures they
had brought forward in the interests of the
farmer. That was not correct. Since then
they had a meeting in the Lands Court, at
which I was present, and the Premier asked
those present to let bygones be bygones.

The PremmEr: You will not find that
phrase in my speech at the meeting in the
Lands Court.

Mr. LOGAN: The hon. gentleman admit-
ted that the Government had made mistakes,
and asked that they should let bygones be
bygones.

The Prenmier: I did not use those words.
I have the full text of my specch.

Mr. LOGAN: At Laidley the hon. gentle-

man also said it.

The PrEmiErR: At Laidley there were four
metropolitan reporters roporting my speech,
and it must have been their fault.

Mr. LOGAN: The Premier made refer-
ence to certain legislation beneficial to
farmers on that occasion, and he also stated
that certain members of the Country party
opposed the cane price-fixing legislation.
That was not so. There was a proposal to
introduce the cane pricefixing legislation,
but it was tacked on to a ‘ No confidence’”
motion introduced by Mr., Ryan, and the
members of the Country party referred to by
the P’remier did vote for that want of
confidence motion. They supported the
Denham Government at that time. It was
quite true that on a private members’ day
the members of the Country party, assisted
by the Labour party, carried a motion in
favour of cane price-fixing legislation against
the Denham Government.

The PreEMIER: Then the Government swal-
lowed the members of the Country party and
rejected the measure.

Mr. LOGAN : But they voted against the
“ No confidence” motion in the first place.
Later on a Bill was brought in, and it went
through. This Bill was brought in by the
Labour party, and there was no division
taken.

Mr. Counixs: We were forty-four strong
then. and we were not worrying about you.
{Opposition laughter.)

Mr. Moreax: That is quite true.
spoke the truth then.

Mr. LOGAN: The Premier also said that
Messrs, Morgan, Swayne, Corser, and Beb-
bington voted against the cane price-fixing
legislation, but I leoked up ¢ Hansard,” and
I found that they did not vote against it,
but voted for it.

The PreEMiER: The hon. gentleman is not
quoting my remarks at all. I said that those
members were members of the Nationalist
party, and they left the Nationalists and
joined the Country party.

[Mr. Logan,.

You
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Organisation Bill.

Mr. Morean: You said we voted against
the cane price-fixing legislation.

The PreMier: No.

Mr. LOGAN: The Premier misquoted the
Country members, and made misstatements
about them.

The Houg SECRETARY : You young members
do not know anything about the sins of the
older members. (Laughter.)

Mr. LOGAN : The Premier also said that
Mr. Vowles left the Nationalist party and
joined the Country party. As a matter of
fact, Mr. Vowles did so after having been
selected as a Countrr party candidate by
‘plebiscite.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must refer to hon. members by the names
of their eclectorates.

The Pervier: I have the newspaper extract
of my Laidley speech here, and 1t shows that
{ said that Mr. Denham was supported by
Messrs, Vowles, Swayne, Corser, and Morgan.

Mr. LOGAN: It was unfair for the
Premier to come to Laidley and say that
there was no election looming in sight, and
there would not be one for sixteen months.
e also said that he was not going to make
an election speech, but he outlined the policy
of the Government. He went on to talk
about the Country party and the Nationalist
party, and I must admit that he did it very
foreibly: Next morning at Forest Hll the
president of the Workers’ Political Organisa-
tion came to me and said, 1 was very
pleased to sce you at the meeting last night,”
and I replied, *“ Yes, I was glad to be there.”
He said to me, ¢ It is rather too late in the
day for the Premier to comne around telling
us a tale like that. {Opposition laughter.)
I have always been a Labour supporter; but
when - the old Tory Government were in
power I had to pay no land tax, and to-day
T am paying £5” (Renewed Opposition
langhter.) The Premier said the poor farmer
was not paying land tax at all. Well, T am
a small firmer. and I pay land tax. I
think the Premier must admit that every
small farmer pays, if he has land of an
unimproved value of over £300. Although
the Premier comes into my electorate, he
must not think that, because I am pretty
quiet, I propose to allow him to make those
statements.

The PrryiEr: Do you deduct your land tax
from the income fax you pay?

Mr. LOGAN: I do now. (Government
laughter.) I did not, and the Commissioner
did not make it his business to tell me I
might. and until I became a member of this
Chamber I did not know I could do so.

The Premizr: Reallr, you ought not to
be a member of Parliament at all.

Mr. LOGA™: Thic Bill has been pretty
fully discussed, and its weak points dis-
closed. There is reason to believe that there
iz a certain amount of socialisation in the
scheme. We believe that an agricultural
policy should be onc for the benefit of the
farmers and controlled by them and not by
Government appointecs; but T am afraid that.
in practice, we shall find there will be a good
deal of CGlovernment  pull.’” 1 regret that
very much, and I sincercly hope that, before
it becomes law, that “ pull”” will come out,
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and that it will put the primary industries
in a better position than they are in at the
present time.

Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon): 1 beg to
tnove— )
““ That the debate be now adjourned.”
Question put and passed.

The resumption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

The House adjourned at 10.30 p.m.
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