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THURSDAY, 14 SEPTEMBER, 1922.

The Seeaxer (Hon. W. Bertram, Mare:)
took the chair at 11 a.m.

PRIMARY PRCDUCTS POOLS BILL.
COMMITTEE.
(Xir. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)
Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.

Clause 38— Power to declure commodity
asd extind Act to same V—

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. M. Gillies, Facham): 1 beg to
move the insertion, after the word ‘¢ Coun-
cil” on line 46, of the words-—

“Upon the recommendation
Council of Agriculture.”

That is really to provide that the Governor
in Council will not take any steps to create
a pool exzept on the recommendation of the
Council of Agriculture. This amendment
has been suggested by the Council of Agri-
culture, and I think it is a wise provision.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I intended
to move an amendment after the word
“time” in line 47, as I think the growers
should be allowed to have a say before any
pool is created.

~ The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will
be in order in moving his amendment at the
proper fime.

Mr. DEACON: It is possible to combine
the two amendments. My amendment pro-
vides that the Governor in Council shall only
create a pool—

“if requested so to do by a petition
signed by a representative number of
growers of any particular commodity.”

The SECRETARY FGR AGRICULTURE: There is
provision alveady made for petitions.

Mr. DEACON: That is in regard to a
poll, but I desire that a petition may be
sent in asking for the formation of a pocl.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:. I think
that is awmply provided for, because the
petitioners  would make representations
through their representatives on the Council
of Agriculture.

of the

Mr. DEACON: They might not all be
‘represented: We should deal with the matter
here. 1 think that the growers should have

a voice in the matter, as they are the people
most interested. The Council of Agricul-
ture may not always be in accord with the
growers.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Hear hear!

Mr. DEACON: Why not allow the growers
to have the first word? That could be done
by allowing a petition from the growers to
the Council of Agriculture. I hope the
Minister will consider the advisability of
accepting my suggested amendment, as it
covers the same ground as the hon. gentle-
man’s amendment, but would go further.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): 1 would
point out to the Minister that the Council of
Agriculture, as 1t will be composed if the
present scheme is a success, will represent no
industries.

The SECRETARY I'OR AGRICULTURE :
represent all agricultural industries.

[Hon. W. N, Gillies.

It will
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Mr. BEBBINGTON: Under the Primary
Producers’ Organisation Aet, the Council of
Agriculture, when it meets after an election,
will represent a ccrtain number of people
engaged in the agricultural indusiries, but
it will not represent any industry or any
power behind it. If a vote of the members
of the Council of  Agriculture was taken
to-day, 75 per cent. of them would be in
favour of altering the Act and reverting to
the ameudment which I proposed, after first
submitting it to the Mirister, in the Primary
Producers’ Organisation Bill—that is, to
make the Council of Agriculture representa-
iive of industries, instead of representing a
lot of people who may be cnpaged in agri-
culture but who know nothing about the
industry. These men devote theiv time and
attention to production, buf. bevond the pro-
duction of the raw material, they take very
little ioterest in the industry. I am going
to ask the Minister, by way of question this
afternoon, to bring in an amendment of
the Primary Producers’ Organisation Act,
with which I believe the Minister himself
and 75 per cent. of the members of the
Council of Agriculture will agree. I have
been talking to some of the members of the
Council this morning, and they admit that
the Act, as it stands, is absolutely powerless.
I said to one member, ¢ You must admit
that the wider the franchise for the election
of the members of the Council, the more risk
vou are taking of getting incfliciency on the
Council.” e replied, “ You take the same
risk in electing a member of Parliament.’”
I said, ¢ Yes, but the result would be worse.”’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Are you
speaking of yourself?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am not reflecting
on anyone. You take the same risk in
everything. To avoid that rizk, and to
make sure that the Council of Agriculture is

representative of industries, the DIinister
should amend the Primary Producers’
Organisation Act and provide that the

Council of Agriculture shall be representative
of industries.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. member will confire himself to the
amendment, which provides that the Gover-
nor in Council may declare any agricultural
product to be a commodity for the purposes
of the Act on the recornmendation of the
Council of Agriculture.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: If the Government
are going to spend £20,000 or £50,000 in
clecting a Council of Agriculture which
when it is constituted is going to be ineffi-
cient, it would be better to spend the money
in other dircctions. I would like the Minister
to recall the pamphlets which he is sending
out to the State schools. e is practically
asking the teachers to act as organisers for
the Government.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. member will deal with the amendment.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am pointing oub
that the Council of Agriculture has no chance
of dealing with this matter, and that it will
be far better if the Minister will agree to
alter the constitution of the Council. We
have plenty of #ime to amend it before
Parliament prorogues. When we sce we
have made a mistake we should rectify it,
and I hope the Minister will take steps to
make the Council eofficient so that 1t can
deal with this question, because under the
present circumstances it cannot deal with it.
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Mr. VOWLES (Daldby): 1 think the
Minister’s amendment is desirable, but we
might go a little further. There are scveral
commodities which may be the subject matter
of a pool, the producers of which commodi-
ties are not sufficiently represented on the
Council of Agriculture. When you consider
the vast arcas throughout Queensland with
only one representative on the Council, he
must be a thoroughly competent man to
know the details of every class of agriculture.
The producers affected by a pool should
have some say in the creation of the pool.
I suggest that the Minister should leave  the
words as they ars and then include the words
proposed by the hon. member for Cunning-
ham. The Governor in Council has the right
to request, and the Council of Agriculture
alro has the right to request; but, if the
Council is indifferent, we do net want to
preclude the growers from putting their
request before the Minister or the Governor
in Council. If that is done, ne harm can
recult. The petition of growers comes in at
a later stage. We want to give the growers
the right 1o initiate the business. We are
going to amplify the clause now by including
the Council of Agriculture, so whr not go
further and =ay that a vepresentative number
of growers in a locality mas also make a
request? 1 think there can be no harm in
accepting the amendment indicated by the
hon. member for Cunningham. I understand
that the Minister is President of the Council
of Agriculture, and he may be in touch with
their desives. but I think he will appreciate
the possibility that you cannot always expect
to have on the Council a rvepresentative of
an industry who is thoroughly in touch with
all the men engaged in it, and for that
reason I think the growers or the people who
arc to suffer or gain, as the case may be,
should have thelr requests considered.

Mr. CORSER (Burnctt): Whilst T support
the amendment, I think that the further
ameundment suggested by the hon. membor
for Cunningham is desirable. After all, the
Bill is supposed to be framed to meet the
wishes of the growers. The leadsr of the
‘Opposition has pointed out that there may
not be a representative of a particular branch
of indusitry on the Council: but, even if
there iz one, it does not follow that he will
carry sufficiont weight to be able to carry a
request for a pool for the commodity con-
earned.  He has to get the consent of the
whole of the Council.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the whole—of a majority.

Mr. CORSER : Well, of the majority. May
T remind the Minister that yecar after year
we heard here of the great principle of the
popular initiative and referendum. We have
an opportunity of introducing that principle
into this Bill. Why should the growers not
have the right to initiate. as the Minister
claimed on the sccond reading they would be
able to do? I cannot sce where the Minister
can find any objection to the amendment of
the hon. member for Cunningham, if the
Bill 15 framed to do a fair thing by the
grower and enable him to have some say in
the marketing -of his produce, and I feel
sure that the Council of Agriculture would
not object to such a broad-minded and demo-
eratic principle.

Ilon. W. Forean SyritH: There is nothing
in the Bill to prevent the growers from pre-
senting a petition either to the Council of
Agriculture or to the Minister.

3
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Mr. CORSER: There is nothing in the
Bill to provide that they can, and that is
what we want. This is the time when we
should put in the Bill what we claim is a
fair thing; we should not leave ourselves in
the position where we shall have to try to
read something into it afterwards. Here is
the opportunity to accept a rider to the
Minister’s amendment to provide that the
Minister may, upon an application by the
growers, constitute a pool. Personally 1
think there is altogether too much of the
Minister in the Bill. I would cut him out
entirvely, and leave it to the people concern~d.

Hon. W. Fereay SMITH: You surely would
not cut the Government out?

My. CORSER: I think the Minister must
realise that in true co-operation we would
not have the Minister there at all.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 think the
hon. member will see that his remarks have
no connection with the clause.

Mr. CORSER: The measure should be
lefs absolutely in the hands of the growers.
We should give them all the power necessary
to carry out the marketing of their products
unhampered by any Government or Order
in Council.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth):
I hope that the Minister will accept the
amendment of the hon. member for
Cunningham.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not wish
to restrict hon. members, but I think they
will realise that, if I allow a general dis-
cussion on amendments that are to come
later, the amendment which is before the
Committee will be lost sight of. 1 suggest
to the hon. member for Pittsworth that he
discuss the amendment which is now before
the Committee. When the hon. member for
Cunningham cxercises his right later on to
move a further amendment, if he so desirea.
the hon. member for Pittsworth can express
his views on that amendment,

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: This amend-
ment is not going to give to the growers the
freedom that they should have under this
legislation.

The SECESTARY TOR AGRICULTURE :
freedom will it take away?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: There are men
who are making their living out of
Iucerne growing. Is there one representa-
tive of the lucerne-growers on the Couneil
of Agriculture? Is there one man represent-
ing the interests of the potato-growers or
any of these smaller industries out of which
many men to-day are making a good living?
I think the Minister has overlooked the fact
that the Council of Agriculture is looking
after the larger industries—the interests of
the -co-operative manufacturers of butter,
cheese, bacon—it is looking after fruit-
growing as a whole. I feel sure the
Minister will acknowledge that there is not
on that Council one man ropresenting
lucerne-growing. Consequently, it seems to
be a ridiculous thing that lucerne-growers
should have to ask a body upon which thev
have no representation for permission to
form a pool. That body may say. ¢ These
men do not want a pool.”” The same thing
applies to the potato-grower and the egg
man. There is no one on the Council repre-
senting the men who are making a living
out of poultry. If those men want to have

Myr. J. H. C. Roberts.]

What
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an egg pool, they would have to go first of
all to the Council of Agriculture. If the
Couuncil says, “ We do not consider that these
people sheuld have a pool for eggs,” what
13 going to be the position of the Minister?
We are keen to sce the Bill go through, but
this is going to hamper the operations of
the Bill. I trust that the Minister will
withdraw this amendment, and later on
accept the amendment of the hon. member
for Cunningham, which will have the same

cffect as his, and, in my opinion, will be
far more smongthcnmg to the Bill. 1t gives
the Minister absolute authority to act if a

certain number of people who are directly
interested in an industry ask for a pool
So far as I am awarc, it was at the requess
of the Council of Agricalture that a poll
was taken in conncction with the formation
of a banana pool. A disastrous result has

followed. Some of those conditions mighs
exist in conneetion with other pools that
might be asked for. 1 hope the Minister

will withdraw his' amendment, and allow the
growers to have the right to petition for a
pool. The men who are interested in a
particular industry should have the right
to petition for a pool.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): 1T am not oppos-
ing the amendment moved by the Minister,
but I believe it should include a portion of
the amendment suggested by the hon.
member for Cunpingham. Let me take the
sugar industry, which is now working under
an agreement made with the Commonswealth
Government. Unfortunately, we are not at
all sure that that agrcement will be con-
tinued, and, if it is not, it might be desir-
able to b‘mg that industry within the scope
of the Bill. That industry is onme of the
most important agricultural industries that
we have, yet I do not think it will have
wore than three representatives out of the

twenty  who  constitute the Council of
Agriculture, and, therefore, they will be
in a w small minority. I think the
amendment suggested by the hon. member

for Cunningham should be incorporated in
the amendment moved by the Minister, in
order that an industry inadequately repre-
sented or perhaps unrepresented on  the
Cruneil of Agriculture may petition for the
formation of a pool. I do rot see how the
Minister can have any objection to that.
Mr. T. R. ROBERTS (¥Kast Toocwoombu):

I understood the Minister to say that he was
moving this amendment at the suggestion of
the Coumncil of Agriculture. Did I under-
stand him to say that no pool will be formed

unless on  the recommendation of the
Couneil 7
The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: That is

the object of my amendment.

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: TUnless the Min-
ister is prepared to go further than that, I
must opposc the amendment. I know that
there are several industries which have no
voice on the Council, and their interosts
would not be sufficiently safeguarded by the
industries which are ropresented on  the
Council. T quite understand that the Coun-
cil should have the right to make recom-
mendations to the Minister, but I also think
that the persons Ong'lgod in a particular
industry should have the rmht to approach
the Minister. A vote will have to be tml' on
when a petition is presented. I heard th=
Hor‘marv Minister say that those engaged
in the industry could initiate a petition.

[Mr. J. H. C. Roberts.
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They cannot initiate a petition unless the
Minister proposes to establish a pool. They
can then initiate a petition to prevent thes
pool operating. That is my mtelputatm)
I1f T am wrong, then I would like to hesr
the Minister correct me.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): 1
gest to the Minister that we carry his amend-
ment  and then accept the amendment
suggoested by the hon. member for Cunning-
ham.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
to me to be inconsistent.

would sug-

It seems

LIr. MORGAN : It does not interfere with
the Minister’s amendment at all. If the
amendment suggested by the hon. member

for Cunningham is adopted, it will enable
persons cngaged in an industry who are not
represented on the Council of Agriculture
t poti*ion for a pool. I think the more
liberal the Bill is made the better it will
be. I think the Minister’s idea is to give
the growers every opportunity of forming
pools if they so desire. The right to make
a request for a pool should not be confined

to the Council of Agriculture, but should
be  extendead  to those cengaged  in the
industry concerned.

Mr. KERR (Znoggera): Owing to the

number of authorities that have been created
in connection with the primary producers,
it is difficult to ascertain really who the
authority is and to whom it must report.

At the present time a number
[11.30 a.m.] of people in my electorate are

carrying on the poultvv industry,
which is an mdustLy which requires a good
deal of attention at the present time, and I
vant to make quite certain that the men in
this industry, who suffer more severe slumps
in certain seasons than those engaged in any
other industry, are going to hmo some pro-

tection, At the present time, if a ballot is
taken it is not conducted by the Council of
Agriculture, but by the Department of
Agriculture, and if those engaged in the

poultry industry in my eclectorate desire to
have a ballot on the question of the creation
of a pool, I do not want the power of veto
to be with the Council of Agrieulture, If a
majority of them require a pool to safeguard
their interests and a ballot is taken. then I
want the Minister to proceed with the forma-
tion of a pool. I am against the Council of
Agriculture having the power of veto, because

am satisfied that the members on the
Council of Agriculture do not represent any-
ong, and they should not be given the power
to veto the formation of a pool more especi-
ally if the pcople who are producing hundreds
of thousands of eggs of a value of £500.000
per annum  desire to have w pool. They
have not sufficient representation on the
Council of Agriculture. I have taken part
in organising those engaged in the industry
to form a Local Pmducor" Association in
this industry—perhaps the first in the State—
and I want those people to have direct
representation on the Council. I am not
against the amendment moved by the Secre-
tary for Agriculture, but I am also in favour
of the amendment suggested by the hon.
member for Cunningham.

Amendment (Mr. Gillies) agreed to.

Mr. DEACON (Cunnizghaw): 1 beg to
move the insertion, after the weovrd ¢ time”
cn Iino 47, of the words—

‘or if requested so to do by

a petition
slgnod by a representative

‘number of
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growers of any particular commodits

or by an organisation representing the

growers of that commodity.”
Not every grower or every section of growers
will be represented on the Council of Agri-
culture, and this amendment leaves it open
for thoze not represented on the Council to
have a voice in initiating a pool, and it may
save some unnecessary ballots.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURI
(Hon. W. N., Gillies, Facham): It is_very
difficult to understand why there should be
this suspicion that the Government which
have brought in this Bill will not honestly
carry it out, or why the Government should
be suspected of an attemmpt to do anything
that a large section of the primary producers
do not desire. I +would like to call the atten-
ticn of the Committee to the fact that ballots
are not iaken without some considerable
cost being incurred.

Mr. Vowiks: This is not a ballot, it is
a request.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
That request will he followed by a ballot.

Mr. J. H. C. Rosrmrs: It will have the
same effect as your own amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
We do not want any small section of dissatis-
find growers to demand that a pool be
initiated after the three-fourths have voted
for a pool.

Mr. Vowris: The clause says you * may”’
—not that you ‘‘shall.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
If any small scction of growers object, a
Lallot has to be taken.

Mr. Vowres: It says they
mend,”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
It appears to me that hen. members opposite
cannot trust the Minister because he is a
Labour Minister. The very fact that I have
brought in the Bill shows that I desire to
trust the farmers. With regard to this silly
argument that the Council of Agriculture
does not represent the primary producers

Ar. VowLes:
themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
When the Primary Producers’ Organisation
Bill was going through Committee, the
leader of the Opposition moved an amend-
ment, which I accepted, that the election of
members to the Council of Agriculture shall
take place within nine months of the passage
of the Bill. That means that every producer
in Quecnsland will have a vote 1n electing
the majority of members of the Council of
Agriculture; therefore, ths whole of the
primary producers in Queensland will be
directly or indirectly represented on the
Council of Agriculture, and the Council
is in a position to spe:zlk on bechalf of the
whole ©f the primary preducers. Surely
it is a fair thing to allow it to make a
recommendation to the Governor in Council
before we proceed to constitute a pool?

Mr. Moreax: We do not object to that.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

‘“ may recom-

The members realise that

You want to give fifty people power to
delay 1t.
My, Vowres: By request on petition.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
They have that right now. Ten people can
approach the Council of Agriculture, so far

[14 SEPTEMBER.]
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as that is concerned. If a petition is received
by the Council of Agriculture, it must
take steps to ask the Governor in Council to
create a pool,

Mr. Xerr: They have no power to object
to a pool.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
In the Bill ther have powst to object. They
certainly have the right to petition the
Council of Agriculture.

Mr. J. H. C. Roserts : Do you not think
that the people directly interested in an
industry are the people who should make the
request ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Of course I do. Ther have the right to
approach me, or to approach the Council
of Agriculture.

Mr. J. H. C. Roserts: Noj; they have the
vight to go to the Council of Agriculture
only.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

They can come to me.

Mr. VOWLES (Daldy): The Minister
seem: to be in a bad humour this morning,
judging from the way he is receiving our
suggoestions.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Not a bit.

Mr. VOWLES: Surely he understands his
own Bill! Ie says we are slighting the
Council of Agriculture; but did he not slight
the Council himself by not including this in
his original draft Bill?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That
recommendation comes from the Council of
Agriculture.

My. VOWLES: This recommendation
comes from us, and we represent the growers.
The Committee has agreed to the Council of
Agriculture having the right to request the
Governor in Council to do certain things; but
it may happen that the Council of Agricul-
ture does not sufficlently represent certain
industries which may be the subject-matter

of pools. The persons intercsted in those
industries should have a similar right to
request the Govérnor in  Council.  The

Minister says that they have a right to make
a request, but that they can only exercise
it through the Council of Agriculture. I
believe that the Council of Agriculture
realises that it is not truly representative of
all the industries it is supposed to represent,
from the fact that the men who sit ‘on that
Council do not participate actively in the
industries concerned. The hon. member for
Pittsworth referred to the growing of pota-
toes. If it is necessary to have a potato pool
formed, is there one man on the Council of
Agriculture who can be said to be an autho-
vity and who understands all the internal
workings of that industry?  Surely the
growers of potatoes or any other commodity
should have the right, if, in the opinion of
the Minister, a sufficient number desire it,
to be represented on the Council, and to be
able to say to the Minister, ‘“ Will you be
good enough to issue an Order in Council
to that effect?

At 11.43 a.m.,

Mr. Porrock (Gregory), one of the panel of
Tempcerary Chairmen, relieved the Chairman
in the chair.

My. VOWLES: We want to have the
statutory right to go to the Minister and ask
him to initiate proceedings. We want to take
the onus off the shoulders of the Minister

Mr. Vowles.]
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and of the department. We want the Coun-
cil of Agriculture to be able to do it if they
want to do it; but the people who are chiefly
interested should, if they think it is desir-
able, have the right to ask the Minister to
consent.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes; but
you are tying the hands of the Council of
Agriculture.

Mr. VOWLES: No; all we ask is that the
producers should have the privilege of
requesting the Governor in Council to con-
sider the matter. That is, surely, the right
of ordinary individuals; and a community
of individuals should have a greater right
to go to the Minister and ask for considera-
tion, more particularly when their products
are going to be commandeered. No expenss
will result from the adoption of the amend-
ment, The expense will occur in connection
with the ballot, and the ballot only takes
place after the Governor in Touncil has
taken the matter into consideration and
decided that it is necessary to form a pcol.
All we ask is that, without expense to any-
body, the people interested should have the
privilege of going direct to the Minister
instead of to the Council of Agriculture.
The Minister thinks we were slighting the
Council of Agriculture by this amendment,
but I will impress upon him the fact that
the question of submitting the matter to the
Council of Agriculture was not included in
the original draft Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
clause says, ** The Governor in Council may.”

Mr. VOWLES: On recommendation by
the Council of Agriculture to the Governor
in Council or on the petition of a sufficient
number of persons in a locality representing
an industry, we desire to have the right to
say to the Minister, “ Will you consider
the question of forming a pool?”’

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: The word
or” does not occur at all.

Mr. VOWLES: It does. There is an
alternative. The initiative is to come from
the one body or the other. The thing is
plain English. I think the position has been
misunderstood, and I trust that the Minister
will accept the amendment.

My, SIZER (Wundah): 1 do not know
whether the Minister is prepared to reply
to the leader of the Opposition with respect
to the amendment, which I hope he will
accept.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I did not
understand that the word ‘or” had been
inserted, and that makes all the difference.
Although I do not think the amendment is
necessary, it has nothing very objectionable
in it, and I am therefore prepared to
accept it.

OrposiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Amendment (Mr. Deacon) agreed to.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): Subclause (3) pro-
vides that notice of the intention to make an
Order in Council shall be published in the
¢ Gazette”’ twonty-one days before the mak-
ing of the Order. I pointed out to the
Ministor yesterday that the publicity which
would be obtained by publication in the
“ Gazette”” would not be sufficient to meet
the case, and that it would also be necessary
to insert the notice in a local publication.
1 consider that twenty-one days’ notice is

{Mr. Vowles.
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not sufficient time, and I would like the
Minister to consider an amendment, of which
I have given him a copy, in this regard.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You sug-
gest sixty days; I think thirty days will be
sufficient.

Mr. VOWLES: I will accept that com-
promise. With regard to advertising in a
local paper, I admit that it is pretty hard
to frame an amendment to meet the case,
because some pools will be of general and
others of local concern. In the latter case
I think that notice should be published
locally, because, in connection with pools
which are of general application publication
in the “ Gagette’ is insufficient, although
publication in the ‘¢ Gazette’ might be
sufficient notification in the case of Brisbane.

At 11.50 a.m.,

The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. VOWLES : On the Darling Downs the
notice should be inserted in the local news-
papers, and similarly in the North.

Mr. SroprorD: Would not the local paper
have sufficient interest in local matters to
copy the advertisement from the ¢ Gazette?”

Mr. VOWLES: Not necessarily. Take the
clectorate in North Queensland which is
represented by the Secretary for Agriculture.
An application may be made for an Order in
Council in connection with the creation of a
maize pool. If the Minister or the editor of
the local paper does not go to the trouble
of notifying all persons concerned, the
growers who live in the scrub will not know
anything about it until the twenty-one days
are over.

Mr. SroprorD: They won’t know any more
from the advertizement in the local paper.

Mr. VOWLES: An advertisement has to
be inserted in newspapers circulating in the
district in connection with probates and letters
of administration, and it should be done in
this case.

My, BRENNAN: It means more expense.

Mr. VOWLES: It is better to go to the
expense of £1 for an advertisement to let
the people see what is taking place. The
persons concerned should be notified that
there is a ballot to take place, so that they
will be given an opportunity of rceerding
their votes. If you insert the advertisement

in the local paper, that will give th an
opportunity of doing so. I move the
insertion, after the word “ Gazette,”” on line

19, of the words—
“ and in at least two ncwspapers circu-
lating in the district or locality to which

the Order in Council is intended to
apply.”
Mr. StoprorD: That is, if such papers
exist?

Mr. VOWLES: There will always be at
least two papers cireulating in the district.
1 remember on one occasion that I had to
insert a notice about the death of a man in
the Northern Territory, and I inserted it in
the Srduney ¢ Bulletin,”” because that was a
paper that circulated in the locality. There
is no distriet in Queensland in which some
newspaper does not circulate, even if it is
only the ¢ Daily Standard.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I think this is quite a reasonable proposal.
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1 admit that a great many people do
not see the * Gazette.” The amendment is
quite in keeping with present practice,
because the Public Curator advertises matters
of this kind in the newspapers. Electoral
matters are also advertised, and a number
of other matters. It is better to insert a
notice in the local papers; there are always
two newspapers circulating in a district. 1
will accept the amendment.
Amendment (Mr. Vowles) agreed to.

Mr. VOWLES: I beg to move the omis-
sion of the words ‘ twenty-one’ from line 20,
with a view to inserting the word *“ thirty.”
That provides that the intention to make
sach Order in Council shall be published
thirty days before the making of the order.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. VOWLES: As a consequential amend-
ment, I move the omission, on line 21, of the
words ‘‘ twenty-one,”” with a view to insert-
ing the word ‘¢ thirty.”

Amendment agreed. to.

Mr. VOWLES: I move the insertion of
the words “ in writing ”’ after the word
““ petition,” on line 24, This relates to the
petition to the Minister, which should be in
writing.

The SECRETARY FOR ACRICULTURE: A peti-
tion must be in writing, but I do not know
if it is necessary to insert those words. Fow
would you present a petition other than in
writing? The hon. member ought to know,
because he is a lawyer.

Mr. VOWLES: I think the petition should
be in writing. Ilowever, I will not press the
amendment.

Clause 3, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 4—*“ Commodity Bourd ’—

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): 1
beg to move the insertion of the word
“elected ” before the word ¢ representa-
tives,” on line 46. The clause provides for
the appointment of a board of representa-
tives of the growers. I think they should be
elected representatives of the growers. The
Board should be elected at the beginning of
the formation of the pool. That was the
policy carried out at the request of the Go-
vernment in regard to the wheat pool. Before
the pool was in working order the board had
to be elected. In any future pool it should
be necessary for the board to be elected
before the pool becomes effective.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is intended to elect the representatives by
ballot.

Mr. VOWLES:
representatives,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I do no% objeet to the amendment, at all; but
the urgency of the case may necessitate the
appointment of a temporary board before
the election takes place, and, if we agree to
this amendment, we shall prevent
[12 noon] that being done. The amendment
may cause some delay or incon-
venience, but, as it is a safeguard, I am
willing to accept it.
Amendment (Mr. J. H. C. Roberts) agreed
to.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham):
insertion, after line 48,
following proviso:—

“ Provided that, if the Board shall, at

1922—5 B

There may be provisional

1 move the
page 3, of the

[14 SEPTEMBER.]

Pools Bill. 15837

any time, by resolution, decide, according
to circumstances, that the number of
members of the Board ought to be
increased or decreased, then such number
shall be so increased by tho election and
appointment of a member or members in
accordance with such resolution; or such
number shall be so decreased by the
termination of the appointment of a
specified member or of specified members
by the Minister in accordance with such
resolution.”

There might be a district which, in the
opinion of the producers in it, is not pro-
perly represented. Of course, the question
will not arise very often, but there may be
cases where the Minister should have power,
on the resolution of the Board, to increase
or decrease the number of vepresentatives.
The amendment will not alter the conditions
of election.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T would like to hear some further argument
on the amendment. It is rather a drastic
provision, and I do not know that it is really
necessary. I have no doubt that if a pool
were created, and it was found that one
portion of the State or a number of pro-
ducers were not represented, and that fact
was brought under my notice, steps would
be taken to rectifv it.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): All we know
about a Board to be appointed under the
Bill is to be found in the definition, in con-
junction with the regulation clause. The
definition of “ Board” reads—

“ The Board constituted in relation to
a specified commodity by the Governor
in Council under this Act and appointed
under this Act as prescribed.”

There is nothing in the Bill to tell us how
many members the Board shall consist of,
and I take it that the words **as pre-
seribed’” refer to the later clausze which gives
the Governor in Council power to create a
Board of whatever number of members the
Minister considers desirable. All that the
amendment proposes is that, once a Board
has been created and it appears that its
numbers are insufficient to carry out the
functions for which it is created, the Board
should have the right to ask the Minister
to increase its numbers so as to remedy the
defect, or, on the other hand, to decrease
its numbers if there is not sufficient work
for so many members. As the Bill stands,
there is mnothing to show whether a Board
is to consist of one person or a dozen.

Mr. MORGAN (Mwurilla): I would like to
krow from the Minister whether it is the
intention of the Government to prescribe by
regulation the number of representatives who
may be upon a Beard. I think we should
provide that a Board shall consist of not
fewer than thrce members nor more than
nine.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I do not
think it is advisable to put it in the Bill.
Circumstances will determine that.

Mr. MORGAN: The Governor in Council
might decide that the Board shall consist
of one man, who might not meet with the
approval of the growers. On the other hand,
he might decide that the Board shall consist
of so many members that it will be cumber-
some and the expense be too great. I think
the Minister will admit that he should not

Mr. Morgan.]
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censtitute a Board with fewer than three
rmoembers or more than nine, and within those
numbers he would have a wide discretion. A
Board might consist of three, five, seven,
or nine members. 1 do not think this matter
should be left altogether to regulation. I
said on the second reading that the farmers
would like to see in the Bill exactly what
iz going to happen. We know that regula-
tions under Acts of Parliament are placed
on the table of the House, and even members
of Parliament do not see them. I suppose
the hon. member for Bowen takes as much
interest in such matters as any other hon.
member, but I do not suppose he takes any
netice of them.

Mr, Corruns: Do you think I want to get
irto Woogaroo? (Laughter.)

Mr. MORGAN: On the other hand, mem-
bers of Parliament generally know what is
provided in an Act of Parliament, and 1
think an amendment on the lines I have
stiggested ought to be inserted. I believe
that it would meet with the approval of the
hon. member for Pittsworth.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): I do not know
whether the Opposition arc out to spoil the
Bill.  (Opposition laughter.) They could not
have gone about it in a better way than by
moving this  rvidiculous amendment. The
cleuse provides that the Minister shall, as
soon as practicable aftsr the application of
the Act to a commodity, appoint a Board of
such representatives of the growers of the
commodity as is preseribed.

Mr. MorGax: Prescribed where?

Mr. GLEDSON : Prescribed in regulations.

Mr. Morean: It should be preseribed in
the Bill.

. Mr. GLEDSON: An amendment has been
inseried providing that the representatives
shall be elected. Now a further amendment
is moved providing that—if the Board shall
at any time by resofution decide, according
to circumstances, that the number of the
members of the Board ought to be increased
or decreased—such number shall be so
increased by the election and appointment of
a member.  That gives to the Board complete
power to determine how many members shall
«it on that Board. Supposing a pool is
formed for maize, and the Minister proseribes
that each district in Quecensland chall have
representation. He appoints a Board of
seven members, that Board having a majority
of representatives resident in one portion of
the State. Those seven members decide that
they =ill cut out a couple of members and
reduce the strength of the Board to five
members, Under this amendmeny the Board
would be able in that way to wipe out ihe
representation  of  certain  ddistricts. The
Blinister, the Government, Parliament, wounld
have no option; it would be totally in the
hands of the Board to determine if the
number should be decreased, practically
wiping out the representation of coertain
districts.  The Minister would have no
power to give those districts representation.
Tlon. moembers opposite want to sct up an
autocracy in connection with the Board. We
say that this shall not be—that the Binister,
the Government, or Parliament, which is the
greatest body, shall have the power to con-
trol such matters. IT.ook ai the other side
of the question. There might h» a certain
number preseribed, and the Board might saw,
“ et us have on the Board every man who
is producing.” The Board, by resclution,

[Mr. Morgan.
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could say that the Minister shall clect every
one, making the thing unworkable.

Mr. J. H. C. Roserts: Th» growers
going to clect them—not the Minister.

_ Mr. GLEDSON: Under this amendment,
if the Board decide that therc shall be another
representative, there shall bs cne.

Mr. J. . C. Roserts: If they decide there
shall be onc less, there shall be one less. Do
not all boards of directors do the same thing?
Have they not the same power?

Mr. GLEDSON: Noj; they are bound by
their articles of association, which are regis-

are

tered, and state the number of directors
there shall be,
Mr. J. H. €. RoBerrs: They can make

their recommendation to a special meeting of
sharcholders.

Mr. GLEDSON: No board of directors
has the power, of its own volition, to increase
or decrease the number of its members. It
would be folly to allow that. The people who
draw up the articles of association provide
in those articles what shall be the number of
members on the board of directors. It
would be a false step to give to any body
the power to say how many members shall

be elected. I am glad that the Minister is
not going to accept such an unworkable
amendment.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth):

Under tho amendment it is suggested that,
on the recommendation of the Board, the
Minister shall either increase or decrecase
the number of boardsmen constituting the
pool board.

Mr, GrepsonN: That is not in this amend-
ment.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Is thers any
very great harm in that? We may have a
small industry which decides to have a pool,
and there may be only two or three members
on the Beard. Later on it may be nccessary,
owing to the growth of that industry, to
increase the number of members on the
Board. Why should it not be on the recom-
mendation of the Board that certain districts
be given representation?

Mr. GrepsoN: There is no recommendation
suggested in your amendment.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It i» meant as a
recommendation, and the Minister will act
upon it. The Minister said, ¢ Why not leave
it to the common sense of the Llinister?’
We are guite prepared at all times to realise
the common sense of the Minister. We are
not doing this in an attempt to bind the
Ainister or to affect the smooth working of
the Act. All we want is that certain powers
shall be given to the Board. The hon. mem-
ber for Ipswich stated that boards of dircctors
arc not decreased or increased. They are,
on the recommendation of the board of direc-
tors to a meating of the sharcholders. The
same thing would be done here. The growers
—the shareholdsrs in the pool, so to speak—
will deal directly with the Board, not with
the Minister, and the Board will deal directly
with the Minister. What position would the
Minister be in if all the wheatgrowers on the
Downs were to come down and approach
him one after the other instead of going to
the Board? It is the Board that represents
to the Minister that certain action shall be
taken; and the Minister gives the matter
consideration and arrives at a decision.
Surely, when we are told that this Bill is
practically based upon the Wheat Pool Act,
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it 1s reasonable to ask that the same rights
shall be given to the Boards under these
different pools as were given to the Wheat
ool Board two years ago. The Wheat ool
Board has done excellent worls; and I am
sure it has never caused the Minister any
worry or trouble. I hope that the Minister
is going to accept the amendment.

Mr. MORGAN (Murille): T would like to
make a suggestion, with the approval of the
mover of the amendment, to make the Biil
more definite from a farmer’s standpoini.
I would suggest that it be definitely stated
in the Bill that the Board shall be com-
posed of not less than a certain number
and not more than a certain number. At
the present time the Bill is indefinite, and
we want the farmer to understand what
number shall constitute the Board, At the
present time one member could constituts a
Board; on the other hand, fifteen or twenty
ceuld constitute it. We shounld definitely
state that a board shall not consist of less
than three or more than nine members. I
would suggest that after the words *“as
prescribed,”” on line 47, the words, ““to con-
sist of not less than three or more than
nine,”” be inserted, The Minister then
would have power to say that a certain
board shall consist of five representatives,
and if in timne he finds it advisable to
increase the number he can appeint other

members without in any way interfering
with the Bill. If, on the other hand, the
Mlinister appointed five, and afterwards

thought three would be sufficient, he counld
reduce the number accordingly. The farmers
should know the position definitely. They
should know that the number of representa-
tives shall be not less than a certain number
nor more than a certain other number.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I see no
reason why Parliament should limit the
number of representatives by creating either
a minimum or a maximum. That is not
done under the Wheat Pool Act nor under
the Cheese Pool Act. Both of those Act:
have worked very satisfactorily. I would
like to call attention to the fact that clause
5 states—

“ Provided that, in declaring the con-
stitution of the Board and the number
of  representatives to be chosen, the
Governor in Council shall have due
regard to any representations by the
growers made In any petition or memor-
ial to the Minister by them.”

I shall certainly have due regard to the
whole of the ecircumstances and to repre-
sentations made by people who are vitally
concerned in the formation of any pool. I
would also like to point out that the number
in each case would have to be prescribed.
If a maize pocl was created—the maize
industrs covers the greatest area of the
State—to consist of, say, nine members. I
would have to prescribe that that number
of members be so appointed as the Board
to control that particular industry. 1 see
no reason why I should accept the amend-
ment. It is unnecessary.

Amendment (Mr. Deacon) put and nega-
tived.

Mr.

SIZER (Nundah): Clause 4 is the
crux of the whole Bill.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is the

hon. gentleman moving an amendment?
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Mr. SIZER: I am foreshadowing one.
By the creation of pools to deal with com-
modities the consumers will be placed in the
hands of the growers or the boards. There
is not one provision in the Bill showing that
the views of the consumers have been con-
sidered. I am absolutely in favour of the
primary producers estabiishing anything that
1s going to benelit their interests, yet, at the
same time, I think it is in their own interests
that they should make adeguate provision
to prevent any unnecessary burden being
placed upon thé consumers in the formation
of the boards.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I quite
endorse that.

Mr. SIZER: There is a danger of the
men on those boards becoming somewhat
cxtreme, and probably running amok for
the time being in just the same way as
extromists in other portions of the com-
munity sometimes get control and run amok.
The producers, through the boards, might
impose upon the consumers such a burden
that it will be necessary for the consumers
to seex an increase in wages to carry that
burden. The board then will probably be
compelled to increase the price of the com-
modity they are handling, and the workers
will be compeiled again to seek an increase
in wages to meet the incrcased cost as the
result of the action of the board. We
should give some consideration to the views
of the consumer in the creation of these
boards.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What do
the Country party think about it?

Mr. SIZER: They are rcasonable. There
is nothing unreasonable in my suggestion
The members of the Country partr realise
that, if anything unreasonable is done, i
will rebound against them in the same way
as unreasonable measures have rebounded
against the Labour party. They realise per-
feetly well that moderation must exist in a
community. Whenever eoxtremists. whether
in country or industrial intverests, get con-
trol, chaos must follow. Let mec take the
sugar industry. Undoubtedly, the agreement
under which the sugar industry is working
is required so that the conditions imposed
upon the people in the industry may be
fulfilled; but that does not overcome the

‘fact that there is a tremendous agitation in

Southern States, brought about largely by
consumers, against the high prices that have
been ruling in the industry. Those high
prices have been nccessary to satisfy the
obligations of those engaged in the industry
to the extreme element among the workers
in the industry. who have approached the
Arbitration Court. I do not want to see
those conditions created as a result of this
Rnill. We have to face the danger of losing
control of the sugar industry; and we cer-
tainly shall lose control of it wunless =
Nationalist Government is returned in the
Tederal Parliament.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTTRE: The
whole salvation of the sugar industry lies
in the election of a Liabour Government in
the Federal Parliament.

Mr. SIZER: We know that if a Labour
Government were clected in the Federal
Perliament the sugar agrcement would go
immediately.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. gentleman will show where a board
has been created for the sugar industry.

Mr. Sizer.]
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Mr. SIZER: I am just giving an illus-
tration. There is an agitation on the park
of consumers, who state that they have been
harshly treated, for a reduction in the price
of sugar. I do not think they have been
harshly dealt with.

Mr. Corrixs: The sugar
that sugar should be place
at 45d. per lb.

Mr. SIZER: Realising that danger, and
realising also that the consumers as well as
the farmers will have to pay any increase
if there is any increase—under this Bill, we
must consider the interests of the consumers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
propose that the consumers should have
representation on the Board?

Mr. SIZER: I would have moved an
amendment to give the consumers a reason-
able opportunity of expressing their views
to the Board, but my difficulty is how are
we going to provide for the election to the
Board of representatives of the consumers.

It I were able, I would certainly
[12.30 p.n.] move in that dirvection, &s I

think we ought to make provision
somewhere whereby the consumers’ views
could be heard by the Board and their
irterests considered, seeing that they will
foot the bill in connection with any increase
in the cost of commodities. I am not con-
cerned in a parochial sense, because city
dwellers should be prepared to pay a somec-
what higher price in order to give the pro-
ducers the reasonable return which the city
dwellers themselves ask for. At the same
itime, we must protect the consumers against
extremism which might creep into this
system, and which, if it did, would become
an econonic danger and make confusion
worse confounded.

Mr. KERR (¥noggera): The hon. member
for Nundah is quite right in Lringing up the
question of the protection of the consumer.
In all secondary industries artificial condi-
tions are created, providing protection for
the workers so that they may be able to
receive @ living wage; and the only people
who have not been assured of a living wage
are the primary producers. We all agree
thet something has to be done to place the
primary producers on the same plane as
men engaged in industry, but at the
same time I want to look a little further
and see where we are going to end—to sce
whether it is not going to be a question
of the dog chasing his own tail. Tt appears
to me that something like that is going to
eventuate. The object of the formation of a
pool is to see that the primary producer
gets more for his products. That means that
the primary producer himself will, in conse-
quence, have to pay something more for the
things that he requires, and it means, too,
that wages and other overhead charges must
increase. If the producers can get a greater
price for their products without compelling
consumers to pay any more, then no harm
will be done. But I cannot see how that is
eoing to come about. Kvery member of the
Country party has stated that it would be
impossible to carry out this Bill—that the
same means of distribution as at present in
existence will have to be resorted to. It was
stated that even under the Wheat Board
the same agents in DBrisbane were handling
the wheat, and under these Boards the same
thing will happen; and, if these Boards do
come into existence, it seems to me that it
will mean only another man whom the

[Mr. Sizer.

roducers admit
on the market
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farmers will have to pay. Let me take as -
an illustration the insurance of the wheat
stack. Who is going to pay the piper in
regard to that? We know that two rates
of insurance were quoted.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the
hon. member will connect his remarks with
the clause; I fail to see the connection.

Mr. KERR: The connection is there, and
I am quoting this as an instance of where
the Board is going to make the cost of
living higher, and 1s not going to give the
producer the same rveturn for his produce.
Instead of going direct to the Insurance com-
panics the Board paid a higher rate, and
the result was that the farmer had to pay
one shilling per cent. more for his insurance,
Therc should be some means provided
whereby the consuncers, who constitute a big
proportion of the population, should receive
protection, and at the same time give the
primary producers control of their own pro-
ducts and give them sufficient fo enable them
to live in comfort. They deserve more than
that, but trouble is going to creep in so
far as the consumer 1s concerned, and the
Minister should make some provision in the
Bill to try and bring the consumer and the
producer together. I am not going to make
a second reading speech at this stage.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member will
not be allowed to do so.

Ar. KERR : If it is possible to give repre-
sentation to the consumers without doing
any injury to the primary producers, then
it should be provided for. It is not the
funetion of the Government to look after one
section only. Thev should protect the
interests of every section in the community,
and I should like to see some provision in
the Bill to protect the consumers.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): The con-
sumer is always represented by the Govern-
ment and by the Commissioner of Prices. He
is well provided for at present.

Mr. CowLins: We want to be a nation of
producers, and not a nation of consumers.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: It is no use being
a nation of producers if you have no markets
for what you produce. There is no limit to
what we can produce in Queensland if we
can get a market for it. 1 want to indicate
what I consider to be a very wrong principle
in connection with our wages system. At
the present time the Arbitration Court regu-
lates wages to a large extent according to
the price of foodstuffs. In that respect you
have every employer of labour and every
consumer as well vight up against the
primary producer. Everyone wants cheap
food so that they can keep wages down, and
that is how it is that the primary producer
is being driven off the land into the city to
sharo in the good things that are being
handed round there. He would be very
foolish if it were not so.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: How do
you connect that with clause 47

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I do. These pools
are not being created to increase the price
of products, but to see that a reasonably pay-
able price is obtained and to climinate waste.
We know that the waste in our products to-
day, while they are waiting to be shipped
and markcted, absorbs almost 20 per cent.
of the profit When the Cheese Manufac-
turers’ Association, which was the first pool



Primary Products

established in Queensland, came into opera-
tion fourteen or fifteen years ago, there was
as much as 30 tons or 40 tons of cheese in
our factory stores which was not fit for
marked, having deteriorated br practically
50 per cent. The association took control of
the shipment of the cheese, and allowed no
surplus stock to accumulate, and that waste
was stopped, and we have had very litt'e
wasie ever since The Queensland Chease
Manufacturers’” Association has been the
means of putting hundreds of thousands of
pounds into the pockets of the producers by
preventing waste.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I move the
insertion, after the word * Aect,” in sub-
clause (4), on line 5, page 4, of the words—

“ All general meetings of the Board
shall be open to the public.”
I think the meetings should be open to the
public.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Suppose
they are dealing with prices.

Mr. DEACON: Anything in that connec-
tion should be dealt with at the first meet-
ing. 1 quite understand that there may be
business which the board could not publish
at the time it is dealt with, but at the same
time thesc boards should not degenerate into
secret societies. The object of the Bill is to
improve conditions, and it would be an
improvement if the public and the growers
knew just what business was being done.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why do
you hold your caucus meetings in secret?

Mr. DEACON: As I explained to the
Minister, there are matters which must be
kept seeret. I do not know swhy he holds
the meetings of the Council of Agriculiture
in private. They should be made public.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! T must ask the
hon. member to discuss the amendment.

Mr. DEACON: I contend that the general
meetings of the Board should be open to the
public.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): Mr. Kirwan——
Mr. Morea¥: Why not let it go?

Mr. GLEDSON: We do not want to make
ourselves ridiculous in connection with this
matter. The hon. member for Cunningham
wants to make the meetings of the Board
open to the public. Surely the farmers are
not so suspicious of the men they clect as
members of the Board that they cannot allow
them to carry on the business. There may
be important business transactions in connec-
tion with these commodities which must nos
be made public at the time. These are not
meetings of electors or shareholders, but of
directors who are dealing with commodities.
The Opposition should not make us look
ridiculous by trying to cause suspicion in
the minds of the producers that the men they
‘eleqt‘are not capable of carrying on the
business,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I think that,
on further reflection, the hon. member for
Cunningham, who is a practical man, will
realise that the work of the Board in the
interests of the farmers necessarily involves
secrecy at times. Arrangements have to be
made for shipping and for getting the best
quotations for insurance. There are a thou-
sand and one things which will be dealt with
by the members of the Board which should
not be open to the general public. I am
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eatisfied thag. if the members of the Board
understand their duties, and wish to retain
the confidence of farmers who elect them,
they will certainly not object to any supplier
who is interested in the pool being present
at the meetings, so long as he does not inter-
fere with their business. I cannot accept the
amendment, because, as the hon. member for
Ipswich has pointed out, it is ridiculous to
suggesi that all moeetings should be open to
the general public.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I have a
suggestion to make to the Minister. I under-
stood him to say that, while he objected to
the public being present, he was willing that
the growers should be able to attend, and
I will alter my amendment in that direction.

The SECRETARY IOR AGRICULTURE: I did
not say that. I s=aid that if the members
of the Board understood their duties they
would not object to any grower in_the
industry being present at the meetings, if he
wished.

Amendment (Mr. Deacon) negatived.

Mr. SIZER (Nundah): I wish to suggest
the insertion, after subclause (7) of some-
thing to this effect—

“ That the Board shall receive and
consider any petitions from any boua fide
bodies of consumers.”

think that would be a fair provision.
Mr. Moraax: They can do it now.

Mr. SIZER: If they can do it now, then
the amendment is unnecessary.

Mr. WinsTaNLEY: There is nothing to pre-
vent them.

Mr. SIZER: There iz nothing to prevent
the Board from receiving such a petition.
but they can ignore it if they like.

My, Vowrss: You can bring the matter
up on clause 5.

Mr. SIZER: I make the suggestion, and
probably the Minister will thizk it over i
the meantime.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I have an amend-
ment which I have had circulated, to insert
a new subclause on page 3, but I think it
will be better, as it deals with the Board
only, to insert it after subeclause (7). The
amendment provides that once an Order in
Council has been granted for a pool to be
formed in connection with a particular com-
modity, fiftr persons or more who are
intercsted in the commodity shall have the
right to ask for a poll. Powcer is given to
the Minister under subclause (5) of clause &
by which an Order in Council may be
rescinded or amended by a subsequent Order
in Council. The position may arise that the
growers themselves, after having had a
peol constituted, may want to have the pool
dissolved, but therc is no ma,ohmor_y.for
dealing with that position. The Minister
has that power, but I do not seec any
authority to cnable the growers to have the
pool dissolved. If the growers have the
right by petition to have a vote to constitute
a pool, they should have a corresponding
right to dissolve the pool and annul the Order
in Council. I, therefore, move the insertion
of the following new subclause to follow sub-
clause (7)—

“(8) If fifty or more growers of the
commodity residing in the district or
locality to which the Order in Council

Mr. Vowles.],

—
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applies petition the Minister that a poll
be taken on the question of the dissolu-
tion of the Board, the Minister shall
take a vote of the growers of the com-
modity vresiding in such distviet or
locality; and, if a majority of the votes
polled are in favour of dissolving the
Board, the same shall thereupon bhecome
dissolved, and the Order in Council
declaring the Act to applyv to the com-
modity in question shall be deemed to
be rescinded.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
1 might point out to the leader of the
Opposition that subclause (5) of clause 3
provides that any Order in Council may be
reseinded or amended by a subsequent Order
in Council. I think that enables the right
to have a pool terminated.

Mr. VowLEs: Not by the producers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
No. Certainly a request that came from
the producers with regard to the duration
of a pool would be fullv considered. 1 might
point out that the taking of ballots is an
expensive matter.

Mr. Vowips: You allow a pool to be
formed on the representations of the growers,
and you should also allow a pocol to he
dissolved on the representation of the
growers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the growers in their petition ask that the
ool be limited to six months, twelve months,
or three years, then consideration will be
given to their wishes. Provision is made in
clause 3 for an Order in Council to be
rescinded. It naturally follows that, if the
Minister receives rapresentations from the
growers concerned, he will' take notice of
them, but I do not think it iz desirable to
put it into the Bill.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): 1

certainly
think that the amendment is a

reasonable

one.  We have made provision for foerming
a_pool, and we lay it down that certain
things shall be done: but there is no

machinery whatever for dissolving a pool.

The SEcreTarRY FOrR Ramwwavs: The Order
in Council may limit" the duration of the
pool.

Mr. TAYLOR: I think that something in
the nature of the amendment proposed is
required in the Bill. At present the Minister
can dissolve a pool without consulting any-
one.

The SECRETARY FOR
would do that,
Bill at all?

Mr. TAYLOR: I do not sce any
in providing the necessary
the dissolution or non-continuance of the
pool. The continuance of the pool might
not meet with the approval of the growers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 'Then
they can write to me, or send a deputation.

Mr. TAYLOR: Some growers might be
isfied with the pool, and others might be
¢ tisfied with it. You can only get the
opinion of the majority by allowing them to
make representations.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
limit the period.

Mr. TAYLOR: Then it might be too long.
The growers might want a shorter period.

[Mr. Vowles.

If I
in the

AGRICULTTRE :
why would I bring

danger
machinery for

You can
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M. GLEDSON (Ipswick): 1 agree with
the Minister that there is no necessitr for
the amendment. The Minister has power
now, at the request of the producers who
are in the pool, to cancel the Order in
Council.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS:
that ?

Mr. GLEDSON: In clause 3. The clause
provides that an Order in Counml may be
rescinded or amended. The pool is under the
control of the producers themselves, It is
controlled by the Board elected by the
growers.

Mr. Vowres: If they want to destroy the
pool, they should be allowed to do so.

Mr. GLEDSON : After the Board has been
appointed the position might arise that,
through competltlon with the outside market
and WIth men opposcd to the pool, certain
men outside the pool would get an advantage.
That occurred in connection with the King—
ston Butter Factory. Those who stopped
outside were able to reap the benefit at the
expense of the other producers. A certain
number of producers might want to have
the pool wiped out. but that might be
directly opposed to the interests of the pro-
ducers themselves. We do not want to allow
anyone to work against the interests of the

Where does it say

producers. This is their Bill, and the Board
that they elect should be under their own
control. If the pool does not suit them, then

it is for their representatives to take action
and have the pool cancelied. It would,
however, be unwise to put such an amend-
ment in here.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): 1
can se= that there is going to be a danger in
regard to the pools. What is going to happen
in the event of a pool having a Iargo quan-
tity of stuff on its hands when some producers
will come along and ask that it be wiped
out of existence? I would like the Minister
to give us some light on this.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 1 will
do it.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Suppose a pool
is caught with a large quantity of stuff on
hand and that stuff has to go through the
market within twenty-four hours, then the
people who have their stuff in the pool will
Jose a big sum of money, because the outside
stuff will come into competition with it.

Th+ SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is
one possibility if we accept the amendment.

Mr. J. H. C. RORERTS: I hope the
Minister will use good sense and judgment in
this matter. We mlght be able to pool cereals
which are grown at a certain period and
harvested at a certain period. But other
crops may be grown at various times, and
the pool may not be able to dispose of them.
That happensd in regard o canary seed.
There will he outside competition, which will
come into direct competition with the stuff
in the pool. Suppose that a pool is formed
and 1t takes possession of 100,000 bags of
maize and sells 50,000 bags within three or

four months, it may then be

[2 p.m.] decided that the pool should be

dissolved, although it still holds
50,000 bags. I do ot think it would be a
wise thing by any means to dissolve that
pool in a week, or a month, or six wecks, or
even two months. It has to be remembered
that a period has to elapse sufficiently long
to enable the pool to clear its holdings,
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because, if the people who buy maize know
that the pool is likely to be.dissolved soon
and they are going to have a free market,
it is only natural that they should buy from
hand to mouth, believing that they will be
able to purchase to better advantage when
the pool is wiped out. I think the Minister
will be well advised to give the matter very
serious consideration and recommit the Bill,
if necessary, in order to insert a clause deal-
ing particularly with the dissolution of a
pool. The Minister, I think, looks upon
the wheat pool as the model on which to
fashion all his pools.

Hon. W. ForGaN SyiTH:
suceessful pool in Australia.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: In Queensland
we have a population of 760,000 people, and
every man, woman, and child is a user of
wheat in some shape or form every day of
the ycar; but, when it comes to a question
of a barley or oats pool, we are not going
to have anything like the sam: number of
users, nor are we going to have so rcady a
market. In the formation of a pool we may
be doing the right thing, but the danger does
not lie in the formation, but in the dissolution
of a pool.

Mr. GLEDSON: You hope that the amend-
ment will not be accepted ?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I hope that, if
the amendment is not accepted, provision
will be made—if necessary, by recommitiing
the Bill and inserting a clause or two—to
meet that particular phase of the question,
otherwise the Bill is going to be a very
grave danger. I regard it, as the Minister
does, as being more or less experimental
legislation. We have to look to the future,
and realise that, while it may be safe to pool
in one instance, it may be very unsafe to pool
in another instance. Any pool should be
formed for a certain period, and provision
should be made that, when the pool is dis-
solved, the Board shall not have a large
quantity of stuff on hand. It has been stated
that, when it comes to be a question of dis-
solving the .pool, the Board will not take
possession of the commodity after a certain
period. The very fact that we are going to
have a certain amount of stuff in the pool
and a certain amount out of the pool is going
to be an exceedingly great menace. I ask
the Minister to realise the danger there will
be in dissolving these pools, and to try
and safeguard the men who will be elected.
The Government will not take any responsi-
bility in regard to any failure of a pool.
Blame for any failure will be laid on those
who are elected by the growers, and, unless
we give them every opportunity to carry the
thing through successfully, they are going
to be called upon to shoulder very grave
responsibilities, and the result may be disas-
trous to those who put into the pool the
commodity they have grown in the belief
that they are going to get a little better
price.

It is the most

Mr. GrLEDsox: Are you mnot -courting
disaster with this amendment?
Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: We are not.

1 am not going to ask the Minister to accept
this or any other amendment; all I ask is
that he realise that in this particular phase
of the question there is a serious menace.
He Lknows it, probably, better than I do.
Conscquently, T want him to take the ncces-
sary precautions to safeguard the pool when
the question of dissolution arises. I believe
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the amendment will be the basis upon which
the Minister will act.

Mr. Grepsox: It dissolves without any
asking.

Mr, J. H. C. ROBERTS: If so, it is
going to be a greater menace than the hon.
member realises. I make excuses for him,
because he knows very little about pooling,
and still less about agriculture.

Mr. MORGAN (Murdla): 1 am not in
accord with the arguments of the hon. mem-
ber for Ipswich. While the amendment may
not be all that is desived, I certainly am of
opinion, that the Minister should have the
right, if requested by the growers, to say
for what term a pool shall be in existence.
The wheat pool was something new, and was
formed for only one year, the question of
continuation being left for decision after the
growers had been consulted. What is wrong
with such a system in respect of other pools?
It is absolutely wrong that farmers should
be enticed into a pcol and, when ther
find that it is not bringing about beneficial
results, not be allowed to terminate its exist-
ence. If a man after twelve months finds
that his business is a failure he has the
right to close up that business. If the Board
or the Government desire to continue the
pool in cxistence, there is no powcr in the
Bill whereby the growers will have the
opportunity of getting away from the pool.
If you are going to imposc hard-and-fast
rules upon the farmers, it will be impossible
to create a pool under this measure. Just as
the banana-growers turned down the propo-
sition for the creation of a pool to contrel
bananas, so also should the farmers who
are responsible for bringing a pool into
existence have the power to say that the
pool shall not be continued for all time.
The wheatgrowers were not afraid to estab-
lish a pool for twelve months, because they
knew it would only affect the one year’s
crop. Although it was not altogether satis-
factory, it was better than the old conditions
under which the farmers sold their wheat,
and the farmers, recognising that it worked
so well, like sensible men, agreed to extend
the period. Whr should there not be similar
power in the Bill?

Mr. Guepson: It is there.

Mr. MORGAN: It is not. The Governor
in Council can, by an Order in Council,
determine that a pool shall be created, but
the Governor in Council should not be the
body to terminate the pool. They do not
create if.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes, we
do.

Mr. MORGAN:
the pool.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The pro-
ducers ask for a pool, and the Government
create it.

Mr. MORGAN: Exactly. Before a pool
can be created the people have the right to
say “ Yes” or “No.” The Minister should
provide in the Bill that pools in the first
instance be created for twelve months, and,
if the farmers so desire, that term can be
extended in the same way as was done with
the wheat pool. Why should we not have
the same principle contained in this Bill
as is contained in the Wheat Pool Act?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
wheat pool was only for one year.

Mr. Morgan.]

No; the people create

The
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Mr. MORGAN: We desire a provision
setting out the period for which a pool shall
be created.

The SECReTARY FOR AcGRICULTURE: This is
a Bill dealing with pooling generally.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister is asking
the growers to come into the pool for all
time. While the growers have power to
prevent the pool being formed, they have no
power to say when the pool is to be dissolved.

Mr. Grepson: Clause & gives full power.
It states the terms and the duration of the
pool.

Mr. MORGAN : The growers will probably
become discontented and will want to dis-
solve the pool.

The SecerEraRY FOR AGRICULTURE: When
the growers ask for a pool and say that it
shall be for six or twelve months, that will
be the condition upon which the pool will
be ereated.

Mr. MORGAN: Supposing the Minister
decides to create a pool, and he submits the
question to the growers to cnable a vote
to be taken, will he ask them if they are
in favour of a pool for twelve months, or will
he simply ask them are they in favour of a
pool ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We
generally ask two or three questions. In
connection with the wheat pool, it was asked
if the growers were in favour of a pool
for one year, two years, or three years.

Mr. MORGAN: That is a sensible idea;
but there is nothing in the Bill to provide
for that. We have to trust the Minister
entirely.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There is
no provision to that effect in the Wheat Pool
Act either.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister may be a
reasonable man and may be prepared to do
what is just for the farmers, but he may
not occupy his present position next year.
Probably his successor will not be so reason-
able.

The SECRETARY FOR  AgrictnLTURE: The
Minister for the time being will have to
take the responsibility for doing the right
thing.

Mr. MORGAN: When hon. members
opposite were on this side of the House, and
certain legislation was introduced by the
Government at that time affecting the wel-
fare of the workers, the Opposition members
were not prepared to trust the Govern-
ment in the drafting of regulations under
that legislation. I remember that they wero
continually fighting against that sort of

thing.  Ther said, “ We are full up of
government by regulation. We want to have
it in the Bill”” And quite right, too.

Labour members were justified when they
werc 1in opposition in not leaving these
matters wholly and solely to the Minister.
They wanted provision made in the Bill, and
that is the attitude we take up as the repre-
sentatives of the primary producers. I do
not want this Bill to be passed as it is, and
then, when we go amongst the farmers to
induce them to form a pool, to be told, * We
do not know where we are.” They will say,
““The whole thing is left entirely in the
hands of the Governor in Counecil. If the
Act said that a pool would only continue
for twelve months and then we would bo
consulted again, it would be all right.”
Those who are the enemies of this legisla-

[Mr. Morgan.
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tion want everything hidden away. I am
not an enemy of the Bill, and I want to see
everything disclosed. When we are dealing
with the farming class, we should endeavour
to make things so plain that he who runs
may read, but that is not so in connection
with this Bill. If I were assisting in the
formation of a pool and I was asked by the
farmers, “ Have we power to abolish the
pool?” I should have to say, ¢ No, you
have no power. It rests entirely with the
Governor in Council,” who is practically the
Minister. After the formation of a pool
the primary producer has no power to say
that the pool shall cease after a certain
period. There may be something in the
argument of the hon. member for Pitts-
worth that, if a pool were abolished while it
had certain commodities in store, it would be
disastrous, but no set of producers are likely
to ask that that be done, and, if they did
ask for it to be done, it would not be granted,
until the commodities which have been stored
were disposed of,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If this
amendment were carried, they would have
power to abolish a pool.

Mr, MORGAN: The fact that they had
power to ask for its abolition would not
give them power to abolish the pool. The
amendment provides that, if a certain
number so desire, they can ask to have the
pool abolished; but the abolition of the pool
would not take place uutil any produce that
might be stored had been disposed of.
The Minister will have the right to say
when the poll shall be taken, and he will
regulate it so that the pool in question
will have a fair run. While the produce is
stored by the pool, it is stored in the name
of the grower. It is not the people who
run the pool who own the stuff, but the
growers, and they would not be so foolish as
to ask that the pool be dissolved when only
part of their stuff has been paid for. They
would not be so senseless as to ask that the
pool be dissolved and risk their stuff being
sold at a loes. I hope that the Minister will
give the growers credit for having some
common sense. If the Minister will not
accept the amendment of the hon. member
for Dalby, he should suggest something else
in its place, The farmer has the right under
the Bill to create a pool, and he should have
the right to dissolve a pool. The hon.
member for Toowoomba will admit that.
He is a reasonable man, who does not want
to be too hard and fast, and he believes in
the democratic principle of consulting the
people. The Bill is democratic in regard to
consulting the people as to the formation of
a pool, but it is not democratic in regard to
dissolving the pool. I expect the hon. mem-
ber for Toowoomba to support the amend-
ment,

Mr. BrExnxax: You must expect nothing
from me.

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister has shown
that he is willing to accept reasonable amend-
ments, and the hon. member for Toowoomba
might make some suggestion wherchy some
provision may be made to enable the farmers,
if the pool 1s a failure, to bring about its
dissolution.

Mr. BRENNAN (ZToowoomba): I do not
think the amendment of the hon. member for
Dalby is practicable. The Bill contains
power to enable a pool to be dissolved.

Mr. Moreaxn: Not by the farmers.
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Mr. BRENNAN: I do not think the
Government, if a pool is not successful, will
insist on the farmers carrying it on. The
Government have set the ball rolling in the
interests of the farmers. The pool is for
the purposc of getting rid of the surplus
produce that is not required for home con-
sumption. The Government want it to be
recognised that they have done something
for the producer. They want the buyers out-
side to realise, when they come to buy, that
they are not dealing with a middleman, but
with one central authority.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Are they doing it
in connection with the checse pool?

. Mr. BRENNAN: They should do it; that
is the object. The objcct of the Bill is to
constitute a central authority in the shape
of the Board, to which purchasers will sub-
mit their requirements, and arrangements
for sale will then be made.

An Oppostrion MEMBER: The Bill provides
that sales can be made through one channel.

Mr. BRENNAN: Under the Bill one
central authority will be recognised as the
vendors on behalf of the growers. In Siberia,
the farmers’ associations have intangible
assets to the value of £300,000,000, and the
farmers’ produce there is exported through
onc central authority.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS:
Russia ?

Mr. BRENNAN: Yes. Last year they
exported £4,000,000 worth of linsced. That
1s the practice in the most advanced portion
of the farming world, they have the best
organisation in the world there. Every
farmer there is bound by the law of the land
to sell his produce through a central pool,
which 1is controlled by the farmers of
Siberia. (Opposition laughter.) You can
take Manchuria—they are operating a poot
thoere.

Mr. J. H. C. RosErTs: Who?

Mr. BRENNAN: Your countrymen.
(Laughter.) They are exporting the whole
of their produce there through one central
authority. The idea of this Bill is to have
one central authority dealing with the export
of surplu: products. The Minister should
not accept the amendment, because, if a
pool is not successful, it may be discon-
tinuved at any time.

Mr. CORSER (Burnctl): The remarks of
the hon. member for Toowoomba bring me
to my feet, because 1 am more convinced
now of the necessity for the amendment.
We have heard from the hon. member that
the principles of this Bill are similar to
those appertaining to-day in Russia and
China—particularly in Mongolia. If that
is the system that the Minister is going tc
put into this Bill, you will see the reason
why we should get away from the Russian
idea. altogether. It has been admitted by
the hon. member for Toowocomba that we
are going to have the Soviet system, and
that the Government will take the farmers’
produce and use it as they like.

Mr. Winstaxney : Don’t be silly.

Mr. CORSER : There is no silliness about
it. We do not want the farmers’ products
controlled in the interests of the Govern-
ment, but in the interests of the producers
themselves. If you serve the producer well,
you will serve the State well; but, if you
are going to look after a particular sec-
tion only, then you are not doing something

Where is this—
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in the interests of the producer. We want
to cut out the powers of the Government
and the powers of the Minister. We want
to place the whole thing in the hands of the
producers concerned, and that is the object
of the amendment. The producer votes
himself into the pool, so what is wrong with
him voting himself out of the pool if he
wants to do so? Circumstances alter cases,
and conditions change. If conditions alter,
and the farmers want to get out of a pool,
why should they not be allowed to do so if
they can find better markets outside the
pool than they can by remaining in? We
do not want the Government to seize all
the farmers’ produce in a time of strike.
I hope the Minister will accept the amend-
ment, and leave the control in the hands of
the producers. The Minister accepted an
amendment this morning allowing the pro-
ducer to make representations, but he will
not do it in this instance. Had pressure
been brought to bear to prevent the hon.
gentleman from broadening the measure?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
pressure do you suggest? What you do not
know about the Bill would il a volume.

Myr. CORSER: I hope the Minister will
broaden the measure by accepting the
amendment,

Mr. BRENNAN (Zoowoomba): I do mot
want the Opposition to make wild statements
about matters mentioned in this Committee.

It is already recognised by the greatest
authorities in the world that the All-
Russian Farmers’ Union is not controlled

by the Government. It is purely a matter
of the farmers’ own concern. They pool all
their produce, including wheat, rye, and
everything else.

Mr. S1zer: They pool themselves, too.

Mr. BRENNAN: The All-Russian
Farmers’ Union has nothing to do with the
State. This Bill excludes the Government.
The farmers have full power to deal
witl their produce and sell through a
central authority. Hon. members opposite
appreciate that when they talk communism.
The great big Farmers’ Union in Queensland
is communistic, because the farmers co-
trol their own industry; the State has noth-
ing to do with it. The State is expressiy
excluded by a clause in this Bill. As the
farmers control their own affairs, that is
communism, and they are getting the full
reward of their labours.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): Tt is
generally understood that the aim of this Bill
s to serve whe man on the land. If that is
so. the Minister should have no hesitation
whatsoever in accepting the amendment.
Already there is abundant evidence thatt such

a provision is essential in the
[2.30 p.m.]working of pools of this kind.

At any rate, such evidence 1s very
commonly known in districts other than mine,
and certainly in my own distric®. The rlgh‘t
of the producers to express themselves regard-
ing the formation of a pool is undcniable,
and surely they should be at liberty to express
themselves regarding the dissolution of a
pool, or the lireaking away from conditions
as they exist. It is all very well for some
of us to imagine that this is in the interests
of the grower. I calculate that, when we
get to the next clause, we shall see that the
producer is the man who is going to be saeri-
ficed—in fact, crucified. If the Minister
believes what he and other people have said,

Mr. G. P. Barnes.]
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he will accept the amendment. We are meet-
ing with the need for some such provision in
the case of the wheat pool and the proposed
maize pool, and it is seen that the men
opposed to them are utterly helpless. Already
in this House I have referred to a meeting
of farmers in Warwick, reported in the local
paper of 3rd Augusi last, which came to a
unanimous decision against the formation of
a maize pool. The ncewspaper report says—

“Mr. T. J. Brennan moved—* That
this meeting of maizegrowers cnters an
emphatic prote\t against the formation
of a pool, and that, if carried, the reso-
lution be forwarded to the Council of
Agriculture and the Department of Agri-
culture.”

“ He deseribed the pool as the most
disastrous proposition that had ever been
placed  before the maizegrowers, and
thought there was something fishy in con-
nection with the issue of the ballot-
papers. The pool might be a good thing
for the North, with its t()llld climate, but
it would be useless for the Downs, which
produced the best class of maize. He
was right up against the wheat pool, 'md
a pool for maize would be far worse.’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: He must
have been one of your agents.
Ir. G. P. BARNES:—
¢ Mr. W. Erlandson seconded the

motion, He said he did not think senti-
ment should enter into the matter. The
North could look after itself, but the
peaple here should attend to their own
interests. Ie was dead against a maize
pool, as he could see no benefit in it.
The expenses would be heavy, and, as
the farmers would have to thresh their

crop at the cne time, the grain would
deteriorate.”
The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 would like

to point out to the hon. member that the
amendment deals with the dissolution of
pools,

Mr. G. P. BARNES: T thought I was pro-
ducing the exact evidence that the Committee
wants.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
discussing the formation of a pool.

Mr. G. I>. BARNES: I am quoting that
as an argument why a provision should be
inserted in the Bill to allow the growers to
express vheir opinions. 1 can go one step
further, and show how these resolutions are
pigeon-holed when they are passed on, and
that, unless there is some authority to deal
m‘rh such -an expression of opinion, we ave
going to come to nought. Before the pool is
even formed men are antlmpatmﬂf difficultics.
If the Government are not ready to make
the provisions which the people require, what
is the good of introducing legislation at all?
In the Warwick newspapet of 11th June I
find the following:—

““ RECENT PROTEST AGAINST Maize PooL.

“ It will be remembered that at a pub-
lic meeting of maizegrowers a protest was
lodged against the formation of a com-
pulsory maize pool. This was send to the
Department of Agriculture and Stock,
and the Under Secretary replied as fol-
lows, under date 10th August:—*T desire,
by direction, to acknowledge the receipt
of your letter of the 4th instant,
addressed to my Minister, advising that
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the following resolution was carried
unanimously at your meceting on the drd
idem :—* That thls meetmw of maize-
growers representative of Warwick and
all surrounding districts hereby enter an
emphatic protest against the formation
of a compulsory maize pool.” On 16th
August the following letier was received
from the Council of Agriculture :—* In
acknowledging the reccipt of your letter
of the 4th instant, I am desired to siate
that the partlculus furnished therein will
be referred for consideration to the
Council. Doubtless you will be further
advised at an early date.” Mr. George
J.  Smith, secretary of the Southeln
Downs Wheatgrowers’ Association, in-
forms us that this is all the information
he has had to date.” ”

That is how the matter stands, and vers

llkolv it will remain in that position ever-
more. If there were a power such as the hon.
member for Dalby secks to have included in
the Bill, those people would have their
remedy. What can be the ob]octlon to it?
The real objection must be that we are
directly on the way to do what the hon.
member for Toowoomba referred to, and
Wh{lt the Government or some of their fol-
lowers have in mind—the establishment of
one central place to WLlch everybody 1is
hound by the law of the land to send his pro-
duce. That is the end to which we are being
led stﬂp by step, and that is the very thmw
to which members on this side object. * I have
given direct evidence of the need of an
mnendment such as has been proposed, and,
1t the Minister is really in sympathy with the
men whom he says he is trving to serve, ho
will without further delay dccept it.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): I fail to see
how the Minister can say that the amend-
ment can do any harm. The Bill has really
been introduced at the instigation of the
Southern Fruitgrowers’ Association of Queens-
land for the purpose of establishing a banana
pool; but this Chamber should be above that
association—it should be able to think for
itself. A few months ago an election of
directors of that association was held, and
every man returned was pledged to a banana

pool. Yet the growers in less than six months
have turned a banana pool down.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You
know why?

Mr. WARREXN: I do not.

The SECRETARY FOR A@RICULTURE: 1 will

tell you why later on.

Mr. WARREN: To my mind, it was turned
down because they were afraid to put their
fruit in the hands of two men, and did not
sce sufficiently far into the ‘future to be
willing to undertake the scheme. Right
throughout the banana districts, meetings
have been called at which different bodies
of growers have unanimously agreed to go
into the pool. But the sentiment has changed,
and there must be some rcason which has
turned the people from the acceptance of
the pool. Supposing the pool were in opera
tion and som» disaster werc brought on by
the Board, would it not be right that the
growars should have the power immediately
fo pefition the Minister to give them a chance
of taking a vote on whether the scheme should
go forw ard? We are not in the position of
the dairymen. Are we prepared to say that
we can find men of sufficient business capacity
to take control of this perishable commodity ?
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While I know and appreciate the wonderful
work which has been done, there is a capacity
which can be bought only with expericnce
and education. Can we say that we can
produce men capable of handling this big
proposition ? Tt 1s the tallest proposition anx
man could take on. It is altogether different
fo wheat and that sort of thing. We have
not perfected any scheme for transporting sub-
tropical fruits to cold storage. It is reason-
able to ask the Minister to put something
in the Bill. I cannot understand why it
was not in the original drafi. It will not
make for friction or trouble for the Minister
or the Board. The Minister would be wise
if he inserted this amendment. Not only
would he make the Bill better, but there
would be a greater chance of people coming
into the pool. A great many people think
that pcoling is going to solve the problem
that the farmer i up against. If they knew
that there was a chance of getting out should
things not go right, it is more than likely
that those people would give the scheme a
trial,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I do not know
whether hon. members of the Opposition have
given the matter very much thought., I
want to call attention to some of the weak-
nesses of the proposal. First of all, T want
to call attention to the proviso to clause 3,
which reads—

¢ Provided that in deeclaring the consti-
tution of the Board and the number of
representatives to be chosen the Governor
in Couneil shall have due regard to any
representations by the growers made in
any petition or memorial to the Minister
by them.”

In sending out ballot-papers, if the Council
of Agriculture and the Department of Agri-
culture thought that six months or twelve
months would be the right thing, we would
consult the growers who voted at the ballot
as to how long the pool should be constituted
for, suggesting six months, one year, two
years, and so on. That is a safeguard. I
want to show the possibilitics of dang:r
should this amendment be put into the Bill.
We all know that after the Wheat Pool Act
was passced there ware whisperers and propa-
gandists, probably well paid by those
interested, who tried to diseredit and injure
the wheat pool. We know that all over the
Downs efforts were made by interested people,
who desired to get cheap wheat, to discredit
and have the pool abolished, if possible.
The hon. member for Warwick called on me
in my capacity as Acting Premisr and
actually urged me to do something to cnable
him to got cheaper wheat.

Mr. G. . Barnes: I gave good evidence
for it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member told me that his mill was
closed down and it would continue to be
clostd, his men would be unemployed, and
an important industry would be strangled
unless I induced the Wheat Board to give
* cheaper wheat. To a question I put to him,
he had to admit that other mills which were
competing wwith him were able to carry on.
I pointed out to the hon. member that the
one duty of the Wheat Board was to get the
very best price they could for the producers
of wheat. Of course, we know that the hon.
member for Warwick is opposed to pools,
and that quite a number of other hon. mem-
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bers are opposed to the principle, because it
interferes with their business and enables
the farmer to get the full result of his
industry by presenting a unmited front to the
buyers of his product, such as flourmillers
and others.

With regard to the recent vote on the
question of a formation of a banana pool,
the hon. member for Murrumba says that
he does not know why that proposal was
defeated. He should know. The Council of
Agriculture advised me that it was absolutely
necessary, in view of the record crop of
bananas which was promising, that a pool
should be created. I pointed out at a meecting
of the Council what conditions would be
laid down, and that it would be necessary to
pass an Act of Parliament. It was pointed
out to me by the representatives of the banana
industry at that meeting that, unless the
vote was taken forthwith and completed
before the end of August, it would be of no
use. I immediately gave instructions, with-
out waiting for the letter from the Council
of Agriculture, to proceed forthwith to take
the poll. In less than a week the ballot-
papers were sent out, the names heing taken
from a list supplirtd by the Government
Statistician. Later on we found that there
was quite a number of grow'rs who had
come into existence who had not registered
themselves as growers and had not recrived
ballot-papers. That was rectified. Before
the poll was counted, the seccietary (Mr.
Ellison) called on me and said: We want
vou to postpone that poll because w2 want
to counteract the influence of agents from
the South, newspapers, and interested people
generally, who are opposed to the pooling
system, who are opposed to the co-operative
movement, and who realise that the only
way to handle the farmer is to keep him

divided. Newspaper articles were written.
Indeed, one paper =which circulates very
Jargely amongst the fruitgrowers of this

State—‘¢ Nicko 7’—came out with a cartoon
showing an octopus with the name Banana
Pool across the top, and explaining that the
banana pool meant high salaries, and gener-
ally was not in the interests of the grower.
The executive of the Southern Queensland
Fruit Growers’ Association asked me to post-
pone the poll to cnable their members to get
round amongst the banana-growers and
explain the exact position. I said, *“ I can-
not do that; the ballot-papers have gone out.
and you will have to abide Ly the result.”
After all, if the farmers are so indifferent
or so ignorant of their own wellbeing that
they arc going to allow themselves to be
gulled by interested agents or newspaper
propaganda, and vote against the creation
of a pool, the best thing that can happen
is that the pool should be defeated. Interested
agents from the South came here and offerqd
ready cash to the banana-growers. It is
alwavs tempting to a farmer to have ready
cash offered. That is the reason that the pool
was turned down. The people who have coriti-
cised and condemned the pooling system
because, in some cages, their own interests
were at stake are largely responsible for the
defeat of that poll.  The voting was 654
against the -creation of a pool, and 433 in
favour.

Mr. J. H. C. Roserrs: How much did it
cost to take that poll?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

It cost the department £75. The hon.
member for Warwick made some reference

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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to what he was pleased to call a maize pool.
No maize pool has been sanctioned, no vote
has been taken on that specific question.

Mr. G. P. BarNgs: They are fearful that
a maize pool will be formed, and they have
notified the hon. gentleman of their objection.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
They are not all fearful of the creation of
a pool, because 1,589 voted in favour of the
creation of a pool. There were many other
questions asked besides whether they were
in favour of the creation of a pool. They
were asked to supply the name of the grower,
the name of the railway station, postal
address, the crop for 1921-22, the yield per
acre, the quantity still on hand, the varie-
ties grown, the present condition of the quan-
tity on hand, and other questions. In the
last question they were asked, ‘Do you
consider that the present state of matters
in the industry warrants the establishment
of a compulsory maize pool controlled by a
board elected by the growers?” That vote
has not yet been finalised, but so far 1,589
growers have voted ‘“Yes’ and 1,326 have
voted ““ No” on that last question. Accord-
ing to the provisions of the Bill, as that vote
does not give a three-fourths majority in
favour, there will be no pool at present.

Mr. SizéR: The prospects, amongst the
growers, of a maize pool do not look too
good.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Those particular sections of growers are not
too favourable. Propaganda does not cease
when a pool is created. It should be obvious
to any intelligent farmer, at least, that when
a pool is created and a commodity is taken
charge of provision will have to be madc
for the storage of that produce. The pooling
system will not be workable without some
comprehensive system of storage. After that
has becn arranged, and the whole marketing
business has been practically arranged, is
it a reasonable thing, because fifty farmers
are deccived, or the position is misrepresented
to them, that they can approach the Govern-
ment and demand to have that pool dis-
solved ?

Mr. VowrEs: To have a ballot.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
What will it cost? The inquiry we have
conducted with regard to the maize business,
where we asked for certain figures in addi-
tion to asking whether the growers were in
favour of a maize pool or not, has cost the
Department of Agriculture so far £350.
Would it be a reasonable thing to return
members to this Chamber for three years and
then give fifty electors power to come along
and say, “ We are not satisfied; we want a
further poll taken” ?

Mr. Vowres: It would be a very good
thing if we could have the power of recall

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I want to point out the danger there would
be if a provision to that effect were inserted
in the Bill. I emphasise again that the
growers will have the right to say whether
the pool shall be for twelve months, two
years, or three years. When once a pool is
sanctioned and the machinery for pooling,
marketing, and financing has been created, 1s
1t fair that fifty disgruntled growers, who
might be hoodwinked by interested people,
as has been attempted in connection with the
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wheat pool, should be able to ask for a
further ballot, which probably would cost
£300 or £400? What is the object of bring-
ing in this Bill? Is it to cause friction
between myself and the farmers? It is to
assist them, and to meet their wishes. I
think T can safely say that, if the Bill
proves to be so objectionable that fifty or
even a dozen farmers make representations
to me, I will inquire fully into the matter
with a view to exercising my powers under
the Bill, which I can do at the present
time. I think the amendment is unreason-
able, because it will allow fifty growers the
right to demand a poll, and the majority
of them can upset the pooling system. The
Bill provides that a three-fourths majority
is necessary to create a pool. In face of all
the circumstances, there is no necessity for
the amendment.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): I feel quite
sure the Minister is sincere in his statement
that the people suffered because of the news-
paper propaganda.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I said
that the newspapers assisted. The interested
agents were responsible for most of the
trouble.

Mr. WARREN: I do not think many of
the Southern people interested themselves in
the matter. 1 wanted to get the views of
other people, and I spoke to several Brishane
agents on the matter, and they seemed te
be very indifferent. The first thing they
asked me was, would the vote for the banana
pool be carried. At first I thought that 1t
would be. When the Southern Queensland
Fruitgrowers Assoclation sent me to Mel-
bourne to investigate their business there, I
came to the conclusion that something would
have to be done in the way of having a more
uniform sample of fruit, so that it would be
more attractive in the Victorian market.
The Southern growers, particularly the Tas-
manian growers, have a fruit standard con-
trolled by the big co-operative companies.
Tt was an absolute disgrace to see the fruit
from my electorate on the Southern markets.
1 took the trouble to get the names from
some of the cases, and I found that people
in my electorate of long standing were send-
ing their fruit to Melbourne in a disgraceful
condition. I think it was because of my
visit to Melbourne that the pooling scheme
originated. I believe that pooling is only
a temporary arrangement, and I have done
nothing in my electorate, either publicly or
privately, to encourage such a system, or to
assist Mr. Nicklin. There is only one centre
in the Murrumba electorate where there Is
any organisation against this system, and
that is at Palmwoods. If the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Organisation Act had been in opera-
tion, the formation of a banana pool would
have been carried by a majority of 85 per
cent. There is need for some further pro-
vision in the Bill, and I am sorry that the
Minister does not see his way clear to accept

the amendment. 1 can assure

[3 p.m.] the hon. gentleman, from my

knowledge of the growers, that
they would be more inclined to go into a
pool if they knew there was a way out than
they would if their hands were tied.

Myr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): We should
go very carefully in connection with these
matters. Had it not been for the attitude
that the Country party took up in connec-
tion with the Cheese Pool Bill we would
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probably have had a state of things which
would have resulted in the loss of thousands
of pounds to the producers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the Cheese Pool a success?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Not altogether.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTGRE: Whose
fault was that?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am not going to

Was

say whose fault it was, but the Cheese
Manufacturers’ Association managed the
business better than the Cheese Pool is

managing it to-day. If the Cheese Pool Bill
ha,d been pasied as the Minister introduced
1t into this Chamber, we would have had
one of the greatest calamities that ever
befell the cheese industry. If that ciause
had been retained which compelled every
factory to send its cheese to the pool and the
pool could mnot sell it, what would have hap-
pened?  They could ‘not sell it. I ask the
Minister what would have happened if he
had a compulsory fruit pool, and ecvery
grower was compelled to send his fruit into
the pool, and the managers of the pool knew
nothing about selling it? What would they
do with it? How would they pay the
growers if they could not sell the fruit?
“That is the difficulty. The big difficulty is
to get business men who can manage the
business.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I agree
with you there,

Mr. BEBBINGTON : If we are compelled
to send everything into the pool, then it
will be a very serious menace. If there is
to be a way in, there should certainly be a
way out. The hon. member for Murrumba
“ays that he is quite certain of a pool being
formed if the producers could see a way
out, but, if they have to go into a pool and
can see no way out, they are not going to
join the pool, especially if they have to send
their produce tp be handled by men who
kmow nothing about the business. Therso
is always the risk of electing men to the
board who do not understand the business.
These things have to be handled very carve-
fully, and I would advise the Minister to
make provision for a way out.

Mr. MOORE (Auwbigny): It is absolutely
essential that the people who go into a pool
without fully understanding it beforehand
should have a method of getting out, and
I cannot understand the attitude of the
Minister on this matter. We know that the
Labour party during the first two or threc
years they were in_ power introduced on
several occasious a Popular Initiative and
Referendum Bill, but the Upper House threw
it out. Now, on a question of vital import-
ance, the hon. gentleman will not agree to
give the growers who go into a pool an
opportunity of getting out. If a pool is
found to be unsatisfactory, the growers
should have the right to take a vote as to
whether the pool should be continued or not.

Mr. GLEDSON : They have the right to say
whether the pool shall continue for three
months, six months, or twelve months.

Mr. MOORE: If they decide that it shall
continue for twelve months, and after six
months thev find that it is unsatisfactory,
why should they not have the- right to
abolish it? Why should they be compelled
to continue it longer than is necessary? The
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loss is going to be their own; it is not going
to be a Government loss. The Minister is
acting as though it was going to be a
Government loss.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the trustees of the people.

Mr. MOORE : If a pool is unsatisfactory,
the growers should have the opportunity of
selling their produce outside the pool.” 1t
should be for the people who own the pro-
duce to say whether they will accept the ioss
in the first place, or whether they will con-
tinue the pool and incur a greater loss in
the future. There is no lability on the
Government,

Mr. Grepsox: There is a liability on the
Government to pass a workable Bill.

Mr. MOORE : There is a liability on tie
Government to give the producers freedom
of action; and, if they find the pool is
unsatisfactory and they are losing money
over it, it is the duty of the Government to
make provision for them to sell outside the
pool if they so wish. We want to give them
an opportunity to protect themselves, and,
if they find themselves in a position that is
intolerable, I do not see any reason why they
should not be given that opportunity.

Mr. SIZER (XYundah): I cannot under-
stand the Minister’s position in regard to
this amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Then it
1s due to dullness on your part, because 1
made my position very clear.

Mr. SIZER: It is the viewpoint of the
Minister that I cannot underssand. The
principle of the Bill is that it should be
purely farmers' control. The Bill provides
that. if fifty growers send in a petition
asking for a pool, a ballot will be taken;
and, 1f a majority of the growers desire it,
a pool will be created. If they afterwards
find that their scheme has gone astray, there
should be some means whereby they can
wind up the business, Everyone enters a
concern full of hope and confidence, but
things go wrong, and the object of everyone,
immediately they cannot see daylight ahead,
is to stop the loss. That is exactly the posi-
tion we want to put the primary producers
in under this Bill. They will go into the
pool with every belief that it will be of
benefit to them:; but experience has taught
us that some of these pools go astray—that
is, they do not come up to the ideals of
those who formed them.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
pools do you refer to?

Mr. SIZER: The cheese pool has not besn
the success which was anticipated. I am
given to understand that a large sum of
money has been lost by the farmers in
connection with that pool. Is it not
reasonable to infer that, if the farmers are
suffering a loss in connection with a pool,
they mayv wish to end if, and they should be
able to decide the question by a ballot.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Cannot
they do that now under the Bill?

Mr. SIZER: T do not lknow; but, if they
can do it now, there is no harm in the
Minister accepting the amendment. No
doubt the Minister has the power, if the
farmers go to him and ask him to terminate

Mr. Sizer.]
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What
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the pool, 1o take that action; but it is
entirely in his discretion.  Although the
Minister is sympathetic at the present time,
there may be an occasion when he will not
see eye to cye with the growers. He will
not be suffering any financial loss by the
continuation of the pool; and, looking at
the matter from an academical point of
view, he may want to see it continued; but
the men who are suffering a loss will desire
to see the pool ended as soon as possible.
Is it not rcasonable that provision should
be made so that the primary producers
interested may be able to terminate the
pool if they so desire? We are only asking
for what anybody in any other concern would
ask for undev similar circumstances. I can-
not understand what the Minister’s objection
to the amendment can be, as there is nothing
to be lost by his accepting it. If a pool is
a success, no one will want to discontinue it.

The  SECRETARY FOR  AGRICULTURE: I
explained to you that it would cause those
who are injured—the middlemen—to be
always up against it.

Mr. SIZER: I do not think the Minister
is serious in that statement.

The SECRETARY FOR ACGRICULTURE: I am.

Mr. SIZER,; Noc onc will say that the
farmers of Queenzland can be easily taken
down.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
know anything about the farmers?

Mr. SIZER: My expericnce is that they
are as cute as other people. They may
appear to be simple, but they geuerally get
there in the end, and those who try to trick
them fall in.

Mr. BEBBINGTOX:
going to fall in, too.

The Government are

Mr. SIZER: The farmers arc not so easily
led now, after the experience in connection
with the banana pool and the maize pool.
Tlie Minister will not seriously suggest that
someone who happened to be interested
would go around and get the consent of the
primary producers to do away with the pool
in the interests of that individual and against
their own interests.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Have
vou ever had anything to do with the forma-
tion of a co-operative company where there
was undue influence used?

Mr. SIZER: No one will say that the
farmers would Dbe foolish enough to allow
any individual to do that against their
interests, 1f the pool was a success they
will wish to continue it; but, if it is a
failure, they should hawe the power to
dizsolve it. These loopholes in the measure
arouse a certain amount of suspicion in the
minds of the farmers. The farmers will not
take too kindly to some of the remarks of
the hon. member for Toowoomba, par-
ticularly when he referred to the fact that
this is a communistic move. The farming
community is up against communism. Per-
sonally, I do not think very much good will
come out of the Bill, but we are here to
make the best we tpossibly can of the
measure.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: You are
here to obstruct. You want to ke=p on
talking all the afternoon.

Lilr. Sizer,
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Mr. SIZER: I am preparcd to give these
pools a trial; but, if the Minister will not
allow the farmers to terminate the pools
when they are a failure, it will crecate a
suspicion in their minds, especially when we
have the hon. member for Toowooraba saying
that this is a communistic move. I hope
that the Minister will see his way clear to
accept the amendment.

My, VOWLES (Dalby): I am not satisfied
with the reasons given by the Minister for
hiz refusal to accept the amendment. We
claim that, if men are forced into a pool
against their ineclinations by the votes of
others in the same industry, they should at
any subscquent time have the right to have a.
ballot taken to enable them, if possible, to
be relieved from the responsibility, or for
the purpose of ending the pool that has been
entered into. The Minister told us that all
the power which is necessary is in the Bill
aih‘oady, as subclause (5) of clause 3 provides
that—

“ Any such Order in Council may be
rescinded or amended by a subsequent
Order in Council.”

He has told us that, if the occasion arose, he
could slip into the breach and put an end
ty a pool, if it was undesirable to continue
it.  Iis argument was that it might be
impossible, where a pool had been entered
into for a definite term, to clear it up and
get rid of the stocks on hand at once. If a
pool was badly handled and became a losing
concern, and it was desirable that it should
be dissolved, the Minister says that he can
stop in under those conditions and dissolve
it; but he would have to face all the
inconvenience he spoke about in connection
with getting rid of a pool. see  No
difference between the voice of the persons
primarily interested and the voice of the
Minister.

Mr. BespixgTOox: They have to bear the
loss.

Mr. VOWLES: They have to bear the loss
in any case. There is a suggestion that, if
this power were given, as soom as a pool
was entered into members of the Opposition
and other individuals would go round the
country whispering and tryving to undo the
pool. Why should we try to undo a pool?

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICTLTURE: I did not
suggest your party would do it.

Mr. VOWLES: The vested interests, I
think the hon. gentleman said. Why should
vested interests influence the producer: The
farmer will take everything into considera-
tion before he eniers into a pool. Docs the
Minister mean to tell me that outside
interests which he is trying to blame are the
enemier of the farmer, and that millers and
others are going to do something to induce
him to go against his own interestz? The
position 1s rather remarkable. As the Bill
has been introduced in the intervests of the
primary producer, the MMinister should take
him into his confidence.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If three-
fourths of the primary producers agree to
enter into a contract by their votes, why
should they repudiate their contract?

Mr. VOWLES: The mnjority are binding
the mingrity; but the minority may becowe
the majority, and they should have an oppor-
tanity of making representations later on.
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Question—That the words proposed to be
added to clause 4 (Mr. Vowles’s amendment)

be so added-—put; and the Committee
divided— .

In division,

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Chillagoe): 1 declare that, in addition to

voting in my own right, I vote for the
““ Noes,” as proxy for Messrs, Coyne, Gilday,
and McCormack.

AvEs, 33.

Mr. Appel Mr. Kerr

,, Barmes, G. P. ,» King

,, Barnes, W. H. ., Macgregor

,, Bebbington ., Maxwell

,, Bell ., Moore

,, Brand ., Morgan

,» Oattermull ,, Nott

,» Clayton ,, Peterson

,» Corser ., Petrie

,, Costello ,. Roberts, J. H. C,
., Deacon ,, Roberts, T. R.
,» Edwards . Sizer

., Elphinstone ., Swayne

,, Fletcher 5, Taylor

. Fry ., vowles

,, QGreen ,» Warren

,, dJones, J.

Tellers: Mr. Brand and Mr. Deacon.
Nozs, 36.

Mr. Barber Mr. Huxham

,» Bertram ,, dJones, A.J.

,, Brennan ., Land

,» Bulcock ,» Larcombe

,, Collins s» McCormack (Proxy)
,, Conroy ., Mullan

,» Cooper, F. A. ,, Tayne

,, Cooper,K W. ,, Pease

. Coyne (Proxy) ,» Pollock

,, Dash ,, Riordan

,» Dunstan ., Ryan

,, Ferricks ,, Smith

,» Foley ., Stopford

,, Forde ., Theodore

,,» Gilday (Proxy) ,, Weir

,, Gillies . Wellington

,, Gledson ,, Wilson

,, Hartley ,, Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. Brennan and Mr. Ryan.

Resolved in the negative.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Clause 5—“ Powers of Roard’—

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): 1
take cxception to subclause (iii.), which
reads— ’

““ The Board may—

As far as practicable, provide the
commodity for consumption in Queens-
land, and for its supply during any
perlod of shortage to those places
within Queensland wherein a shortage
is experienced.”

I also draw attention to subclause
clause 3, which reads—

“Any such OQrder in Council may be of
limited duration or may be made with
respect only to certain specified localities
or districts of Queensland.”

I draw the attention of the Minister to the
fact that a commodity may be grown in a par-
ticular district for which a pool is formed,
but there may be another part of Queensland
where there is no pool. Are the producers
in the districts where there is no pool to be
allowed to send their commodity out of the
State in order to get a better market? It
scems to me that this clause is ill-conceived
and unwise. In my opinion the producer
is going to be sacrificed if we allow this
clause to stand as it is. It is quite possible

4) of
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. for a butter pool to be formed between
Brisbane and the Darling Downs without
including the Darling Downs. There may
not be a pool for butter on the Darling
Downs at the time, and it is possible for
those below the Range to be subject to this
clause, which states that their first duty is
to supply the requirements of the consumers
in Queensland, if there is any shortage.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Where
do you find the words ‘first duty.”

Mr., J. H. C. ROBERTS : The clause says,
“As far as practicable.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
a very different thing.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS : The fact remains
that in years gone by this Government
refused to allow the producers to send their
meat and butter out of the State, and
what happened previously might possibly
happen again. I do not want to be antagon-
istic to the Minister, and I do not want

the Minister to be antagonistic

[3.30 p.m.] to me; but I want the hon.

gentleman to realisc that this

requires consideration, especially if he reads

the two subclauses which I have just quoted.

I take it that the subclause that I am dis-

cussing is more or less safeguarded by sub-
clause (3) of clause 11—

‘“ Nothing in this section shall apply

to a commodity the subject of an inter-

» state contract.”

Supposc that a pool has been formed to
control butter, and a company on the Downs
has entered into a contract to supply butter
to a firm in New South Wales for twelve
months at a price which the directors con-
sidered eminently fair at the time, I take
it that, if that contract has been duly signed
and sealed the company cannot be called
upoun to phce its product within the juris-
diction of the pool.

It appears to me that this clause is ill-
conceived. Sectional organisations can have
pools formed. There may be a maize pool on
the Downs, but no maize pool in the Burnett.
There may be a butter pool on the Downs,
but none below the range. Under certain
conditions one section will be allowed to send
its butter outside Queensland, whereas under
the ])001 it will be the duty of the producers
to supply the consumers of Queensland with
all the butter they require at a price which
I presume will be fixed by the Commissioner
of Prices. Rither the Minister will have to
allow those producers who have not asked
for a pool to send their produce out of the
State, or clse commandeer it, becausc the
Bill does not allow him to bring them com-
pulsorily under its provisions. Under those
conditions onc section will get better prices
than the other section under the pooling
system. I am not going to move an amend-
ment, but I suggest that the Minister should
delete the clause and substitute something
which will not cause hardship or ask the
farmers to sacrifice themselves for the benefit
of somebody else. No hon. member on the
other side will deny that in years gone by
primary producers have been called upon to
make great sacrifices for the people of the
State, and it appears to me that we are still
going to be asked to make as great sacrifices
in the future. We believe that we should
have a free opportunity to market our .stuff
within the Commonwealth without any
hampering regulations, because, after all, the
wage of the man who produces butter is the

Mr. J. H. C. Roberts.]
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price he gets for it; the wage of the man.

who produces wheat or maize 1s the price he
gets for it; and why should he not be

allowed to get as much for his time and
labour as anybody else in the State? Why

should he be called upon to sell his product
at a pricc below Australian parity when it
is found that there is a shortage?

Mr. F. A. Cooprer: That is, give him the
full result of his labour?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I think the hon.
member for Bremer will agree that we should
give him the full result of his labour.

Mr. F. A. CoorEr: For all men?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: The difference
between the men I represent and those the
hon. member represents is that the farmer
has to give of his very best all the day,
whilst the men the hon. member represents
will not give the very best that is in them,
because their efficiency is regulated by that
of the worst man in the gang. (Government
dissent.)

The SECRETARY
true.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It is true, and
vou know it. The slowest man in the gang
is the man who sets the pacc.

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER: Rot!

Mr. Harrtiey: How is it you do not set
the pace here? “

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: The Minister
knows as well as I do that the farmer is the
one man in Australia to-day who cannot
afford to have any ‘ go slow” in him. He
has got to keep on working all the time.
Only the other day we heard the hon. mem-
ber for Fitzroy giving a dissertation on the
text that the ** cow cocky” required to have
a school right at the gate of his cowyard,
because he finds that under Labour rule it is
so difficult for him to make a living that
very often he has to keep going for twenty-
four hours a day. {Government interrup-
tion.) I sincerely hope that the Minister
will realise before it is too late that uader
this subclause of clause 5 it is possible that
great injustice may be done to the producers
of foodstuffs in this State. I think I am
right in presuming that the principal pooling
will be done in connection with foodstuffs.

Mr. Harteey : You were most interested in
canary secd.,

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: If you were to
pool a crowd like the hon. member for Fitz-
roy——

The CHAIRMAN : Order!
Mr., J. H. C. ROBERTS: Well, let him

FOR Mixrs: That is not

stop talking about canary sced. I am on
this job.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order! I

hope the hon. member will resume his seat
when the Chairman calls ¢ Order!” May I
respectfully point out to the hon. member
that he will get on better if he ignores inter-
jections.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It is difficult to
do so if there are canaries chirping all round
the Chamber. (Laughter.) To get right back
to solid fact, I want the Minister to recalise
that the Government are going to have no
control over the man who does not pool his
stuff, except per medium of the Commissioner
of Prices, unless they commandeer the pro-
duct outside the pool under the Sugar Acqui-

[Mr. J. H. C. Roberts.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Pools Bill.

sition Act; and, if that is done, the necessity
for this Bill ceases to exist.

The CHAIRMAN : I ask the hon. member
to discuss clause 5.

Me. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I am discussing
clause 5. It is the desire of every hon.
member on this side to see that clause 5 is so
worded that it will be a fair law for all sec-
tions of the community. Subclause (iii.) of
the clause, compared with subclause (iv.),
appears to be contradictory. We find later
on that subclause (iii.) of clause 11 provides—

““ Nothing in this section shall apply to
a commodity the subject of an interstate
contract.”

What does ““ an interstate contract ”’ mean?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Where
do vou find any reference to interstate con-
tracts in clause 57

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: The Minister
has repeatedly told us that we could not
prevent Southern wheat coming into Queens-
land, because it would be a restraint of
trade.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What do
you propose to do?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I do not pre-
pose to do anything, It is up to the
Minister to say what should be done.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Should
I repeal the Commonwealth Constitution?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I am not asking
that at all. It seems to me that the Minister
has got himself into a position out of which
he does not know how to get.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
you believe it.

Mr, J. H. C. ROBERTS: I do believe it.
The Minister has either to commandeer under
the Sugar Acquisition Act the butter, cheese,
or any other commodity which remains out-
side the pool, and prevent its export outside
Queensland, or set the Commissioner of Prices
to work to fix the prices of the commodity
outside the pool.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
course do yeu rccommend ?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I rccommend
that the Minister withdraw this clause and
go more fully into the matter. We should
realise the danger there is in it. It would
pay the men who have made a profession of
growing lucerne below the Range at Harris-
ville—where they produce probably the best
lucerne in Queensland—to ask for a lucerne
pool. It would not be so on the Downs; we
would never dream of asking for a lucerne
pool. Supposing we had a pool below the
Range and none above the Bange, we on the
Downs could send our lucerne into New
South Wales if there was a shortage of
lucerne there, and ask the Minister to see
that the lucerne grown below the Range was
retained in Queensland and sold to us at a
price which would enable us to feed our
stock on it. The whole clause leads me to
believe that this is nothing more or less than
a direct threat—that even under the pooling
system we are not to be allowed to get for
ourselves all that there is in the commodity
which we are producing. It seems to me to
be contradictory in every way. I hope that
the Minister will withdraw the clause and
recommit it a little later on.

Don’t

Which
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My, VOWLES (Daldy): 1 have an amend-
ment circulated for the deletion of this
clause. I cannot understand the necessity
for it. The Board is to have certain powers.
It may sell, or arrange for the sale of, a
commodity, and do certain other actions; and
in partmuldr without limiting the generality
of their powers, they may do specific things,
one of which is—

“(iil.) As far as practicable, provide
the commodity for consumption in Queens-
jand, and for its supply during any
penod of shortage to those places “within
Queonsland wherein a shortage is experi-
enced.’

There is no question that the Bill is full
of contradictions. We are told in one portion
that local pools may be created. It is quite
possible for one section of the producers to
have their commodities controlled by a pool,
and cxactly the same class of commodity
grown in other places not to be controlled.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is
not likely to take place; the pool will apply
to the whole State.

Mr. VOWLES: It is all right so long as
we understand that the pools will be general ;
but the Bill makes provision for local pools.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Don’t
vou think it is wise to have that provision?

Mr. VOWLES: Consider the areas below
the Range referred to by the hon. member for
Pittsworth. At pretty well any time they
could have a pool. I understand that
lucerne was fetching something like £12 a

Ti)n in Brisbane up to a fow days ago before
the

rain. Al that was coming from ono
luckily situated district, which has been
fortunate so far as rain is concerned. Up

in my district, where there is a big shortage,
you would not expect the Bill to apply. It
must be realised that the Bill is slightly
different to what it was when we first got it.
_The SrcrETARY rOoR RarLwavs: Subclause
{iv.), read in conjunction with subeclause (iii.),
makes a big difference.

Mr. VOWLES: We are in the position
now that the Bill provides that the Board
shall be elected, and therefore the men on
the Board will be direct representatives of
the industry, and we can expect better con-
sideration and more business ability in the
management of the pool. But under this
clause 1t secems to me that if a pool is in
existence and the Board takes advantage of
the nower given there, they may not be acting
in the best -intcrests of the producers who
are interested in that pool, because they will
be simply getting a minimum price through-
out the whole area for the commodity in
question. I understand that it is customary
m some commodities to store up during the
plentiful portion of the year so as to have
stocks on hand for local consumption, when,
in the ordinary course, there will be a short
age. That is mdmary business; it is done
for the purpese of rretting a good, not a low,
price. You are not going to flood the market
with your commodity when it is in abund-
ance; vou are gou’wp to put it in storage, so
that, when there is a shortage, you are going
to get a reasonable price for it so as to give
vou a decent average for your covnmodlty
throughout the whole year.

Mr. BreENNAN: How many farmers can
afford to hang on until the high price comes?

Mr. VOWLES: If we are going to have
storage throughout Queensland for all the

1922—5 ¢
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produce in order to look for high prices
only, we will be going back to the times
when everything was carried over from year
to year.

Mr. BreExnax: If the farmers could do as

you say they can, there would be no necessity
for a pool.

Mr., VOWLES: I sincerely trust that the
hon. member will not be made one of the
directors of one of these pools. He has given
us so much Information about silos that we
have come to the conclusion that his opinion
is not of much value.

I would like to know from the Minister
what is the object of that subclause. It is
not a mandatory provision. Certainly the
Board must have statutory powers, but what
is the object of giving them statutory powers

such as are contained here? Subclause (iii.)
reads—

“As far as practicable provide the com-
modlty for consumption in Queensland ”’

r. G. P. BaRxEs:

Mr. VOWLES: Yes, it is going to be at a
minimum price all the time.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Where is
there any reference to a minimum price?

Mr. VOWLES: That is
will be.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, Does
the hon. gentleman not think that it is a
reasonable thing that Queenslanders should

have some of their own produce at the same
price?

Mr. VOWLES: Of course, they should get
some of it: but we have also got to deal
with the question of contracts for supplies
to the South. What is the effect going to
be when in many cases a large proportion
of the produce is subject to interstate con-
tracts? It is all very well to say that
Quecnslanders should have a proportion of
the produce grown in Queensland; but I
certainly think that, if they are going to
have it, they should pay a reasonable price
for it. Now that the management of the
Board is to be different from what was
originally intended I am much move con-
tented, because the people will be controlling
the plodu\ , and it will be their function to
say whether these powers shall be exercised.
They will be the directly elected representa-
tives of the growers, and thercfore we can
trust them.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): Both the
leader of the Opposition and the hon. member
for Pittsworth assume that the policy will
be that district boards will be created in
different parts of the State, and that one
board will supply commoditics to another
part of the S‘mto The leader of the Oppo-
51t1on went so far as to suggest a minimum
price. Subeclausss (iii.) and (iv.) are very
clear and really necd no explanation. They
state—

‘“The Board may . . .—

(iii.) As far as plactlcablo provide
the commodity for consumption’ in
Queensland, and for its supply during
any period of shortage to those plac*s
\nthxn Queensland wherein a shortage
is experienced; and

(iv.) Make such arrangements as they
deem necessary with regard to sales of
the commodity for export or for con-

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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signment to other countrics or States:
for the purposes of this provision a
sale of the commodity for oversea
ships’ stores shall be deemed to be a
sale for export.”
Thers is no suggestion that the price for the
commodity controlled by a Board should be
less than what the Board can get in the
world’s market. Several hon. members oppo-
site, particularly members of the National-
ist party, have condemned this Bill, because
the Board might be so constituted that it
would send practically all the produce that
it controlled out of the State, to the detri-
ment of Queensland. The hon. member for
Nundah suggested that the consumers should,
by a petition, be able to havs their rights
preserved and conserved. The Bill only
makes a suggestion, which, I think, is a
very wise one. The hon. member for Pitts-
worth, whom the * Daily Standard ” refers
to as suffering from verbal diarrheea, pointed
out all the possibilities that may occur if the
subclauses (iii.) and (iv.) are left in the Bill.
It would probably be bstter for the people
in his electorate if he paid more attention
to the clauses in the Bill. Ilc certainly will
not have any electorate after the next clection,
because of the way he behaves in this Cham-
ber. It behoves every new member to pay
great attention to any Bill, perhaps going
so far as to consult the Parliamentary
Draftsman to find out what it really means
before getting up and talking all round the
compass about possible dangers. This same
provision is contained in the Cheese Pool
Act, and there has been no injury to the
primary producers of this State because of
that. There is no compulsion: it is only
a suggestion to the Board, and in my opinion
it is a very patriotic suggestion that the
people of Queensland should be considered
before produce 1s exported.

Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): Notwith-
standing what the Minister has said, 1 agree
with the leader of the Opposition that this
clause is more or less ambiguous. It is hard
to ascertain what is the real meaning of the
subclause. Subclauses (iii.) and {iv.) should
be read in conjunction. Subclause (iii.) deals
with commodities for local consumption and
subclause (iv.) with commodities for export
overseas. I think it would be better if
subclause (iii.) were deleted and subclause
{iv.) amended by inserting, on line 39, after
the word ¢ commodity,” the words ““ for local
consumption in Queensland.”

The SEcRETARY FOR RAILwWAYS: All those
powers are contained in the first subclause.

Mr. FLETCHER: Then delete subclause
(iv.) also.
Mr. BreNxaN : Cut the Bill out altogether !

Mr. FLETCHER : There is no need to do
that. 'The powers arc very wide. The two
subclauses are really superfluous. I defy any-
one to understand the meaning of subclause
{i1i.) I do not know whether it is intended
that fodder shall come under the operations
of the Bill. The Bill certainly gives power
to deal with fodder. Subeclause (iil.) makes
it possible to store fodder for use during
drought periods. If you are going to con-
serve fodder during good seasons for wuse
during bad seasons, you will require to have
a special Bill altogether, and I believe power
is given under the Primary Producers’ Orga-
nisation Act to set up machinery to deal with
the conservation of fodder. Possibly it is
intended that the provisions of this Bill wiil
pe utilised to effect a drought-resisting

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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scheme, and if that is done, there is surely
going to be trouble. I hope the Minister will
delete the two subclauses, or delete (iii.) and
amend (iv.) to give the Board power to deal
with commodities for local consumption. I
defy the Minister to explain the real meaning
of subclause (iii.) He got up to explain it,
but hon. members were just as wise when
he sat down as when he rose. It is not
right that the Bill should be pushed through
in this way. From my study of the Bill I
say there are sufficient powers in the Bill
without these two subclauses.

Mr. BRENNAN (Zoowoomba): 'The
leader of the Opposition has referred to the
fact that the farmers who are in a position
to store their produce may, in a time of
shortage, be compelled to send their pro-
duce to the pool. If any farmer was in

a position to store his produce
[4 p.m.] until there was a shortage and
he could get a high price for
it, he would be very well off. The farmer
who is able to store his produce till he can
get a good price does not want assistance.
He 1s a successful farmer, But the unfortunate
man who is in the hands of the bank or in the
hands of the storekeeper and middleman, does
want assistance, because, as soon as thero
is a good market, these people go to him
and he is compelled to unload and sell at
any price at all. This Bill is intended to
protect him. When the new crop is coming
in, maize is very low in price; but in the
middle of the year, when there is a short-
age, maize Increases in price. Somebody
has to store that maize until there is a
demand for it. We know very well that
the merchants store it. They buy the maizo
at from 1s. 9d. per bushel when the season is
good, and then later on they get as high
as bs. 6d. per bushel for it. They have the
banks behind them, and they can afford to
buy when maize is low in price and store
it for six or eight months when they know
that, in the ordinary course of events, the
price will inerease by 2s. or 3s. per bushel.
They make that 2s. or 3s. per bushel, and
payv a few pence to the bank by way of
interest.  Why should not the farmers have
power to ferm a pool and store the maize
so that the profits will go back to the pro-
ducers? The hon. member for Port Curtis
is a keen business man and he knows that
what 1 say is correct. With regard to sub-
clause (iii.), it is the duty of every Govern-
ment to see thit home consumption is first
provided for. We must keep produce for
our own consumption first, and then any
surplus can be oxported. Why should we
allow our produce to be exported and then
have to buy it back at a big price? Last
vear the farmers sold their wheat fo the
Wheat Board. The Wheat Board is becom-
ing so reckless that its wings will have te
be clipped. It was so reckless that it was
prepared to export all our wheat. The millers
were to blame to a certain extent, becanse
they would not take it into stock. What
happened? The Board sold the wheat to
the millers, and then had not sufficient seed
wheat to supply the requirements of the
farmers. The millers bought wheat at 6s.
per bushel from the Wheat Board, and sold
it back to the farmers as sced wheat at 8s. 6d.
We should not allow produce to be exported
at a low price and then compel the consumers
to bring it back at a high price. It will be
the duty of the pool to hold that produce
until it is required for home consumption.
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At 4.5 pm.,
Mr. F. A. Coorer (Bremer},

panel of Temporary Chairmen,
Chairman in the chair.

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): No hon., member
on this side of the Chamber has condemned
the Wheat Board in the way the hon.
member for Toowoomba has done; yet,
because we on this side dare to offer a little
criticism at times, hon. members on the
other side have szaid that we are against
the pooling system. With regard to sub-
clauses (iii.) and (iv.), I think the whole
difficulty arises owing to the provision for
district pools. If it was meant that the pools
would be for the whole of Queensland, there
would be no difficulty.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
what is meant.

Mr. MOORK: I take it that the idea is
that the pool shall provide a certain amount
of produce for use during the winter time.
Qo far as I can see, the contention of the
hon. member for Toowoomba about storing
maize is all piffle. If there is going to be
a pool at all in connection with the maize
industry, naturally that pool will do as the
hon. member for Toowoomba suggested.
But it is a question of a distriet pool, apd
not a pool for the whole of Queensland;
and it is very possible that it may work out
in a way that no one anticipates it will
work out. If we are going to have pools
for small Tocal districts, which will store
the products of those districts, and after-
wards the products stored in those districts
are going to be sold at a low price to other
districts which did not establish pools,
although those other districts could get a

far better price in the other States, it is not
fair.

one of the
relieved the

That is

~ The SrECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTTRE: Thers
is no suggestion that they should supply ab
a lower price.

Mr. MOORT : If these
compelled to sell their
Queensland when they can get a better price
in the other States, an injustice will be
done. I cannot see that the deletion of sub-
clause (iii.) will hurt the Bill in any way.
Any pool formed for the whole State would
have to be in a position to store up food-
stuffs. if necessary, and it is only a question
as to whether this would cperate in connsc-
tion with district pools. If it would operate
in  connection with distriet pools, there
would be great objection to it on the part
of the people in those districts. I hope that
the Minister will accept the deletion of
subclause (iil.).

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcomhe, Keppel): T want to point
out that the anwendment is really meaning-
less, This clause deals with the powers of
the Board and says—

“The Board may sell or arrange for
the sale of the commodity, and do all
acts, maftters, and things nccessarv or
expedient in that behalf accordingly;”

That is an all-embracing power. Even if
vou delete subclause (iii.) you will not limit
the powers of the Board.

Mr. Moore: The Bill limits the powers
of the Board.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
am dealing with the merits of the amend-
ment. If you delete subeclause (iii.), you

people are to be
commodities 1n
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still leave all-embracing and comprehensive
powers within the ambit of the Board.
Mr. Sizer: Then it is superfluous.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The amendwent is supelﬂuous The various
iub(’lauscs are a guide as to what the Board

“may’—not “shall’—do. They may do
these thm% as well as other things. The
leader of the Opposition knows that if
subclause (iii.) is deleted, it will still leave
unlimited power in the clause.

Mr. Vowrrs: Why not cut out the super-
fluous subclauses?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: If
vou cut out all those subclauses, you still
leave the power in the clause.

An Orpositiox MEMBER : But you may leave
the power in. The Minister says it 1s only
a suggestion to do thesc things.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Subclause (iii.) provides that, where a short-
age is being experienced, the Board may—

“As far as practicable, provide the
commodity for consumption in Queens-
land, and for its supply during any
pcrxod of shortage to those places within
Queensland  wherein  a  shortage s
experienced.”

Therefore, they may adjust and distribute.

Mr., Vowres: Read the first part of the

clause—

“The Board may sell or arrange for

the sale of the commodity, and do all

acts, matters, and things necessary or
cxpedient in that behalf accordingly.”

That is selling and arranging for sale, and

nothing more. They have special powers te
purchase.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
No. The words read by the hon. member
confer upon the Board the power to sell out-
side or inside the State if they so desire.

Mr. VowrEs: Yes, but you are giving the
power to purchase here.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:.
Dﬁdu the clause the Board has power to
sell—

“and to do all acts
necessary or
accordingly.”

, matters, and things
cxpedient in that behalf

Then comes the specialisation; but it does
not limit the generality of the foregoing.
You may do the followlng things, but the
power js contained in the first clause. Sub-
clause (iii.) gives power to the Board to take
over an industry and supply the commodity
to other places where there is a shortage
in Queensland, to distribute from one town
to another where it can be done. Then
subclause (iv.) gives them power to—

“ Make such arrangements as they may
deem nccessary with regard to sales of
the commeodity for export or for con-
signment to other countries or States;”

There is no limitation there on the power of
the Board. They may supply a shortage at
one point, and at the samo time may con-
tract for sale beyond the State and overseas.
If you cut out subclause (iii.), the power that
resides in the first part of the clause to:
which T have referred will still remain, I
submit that the amendment is meaningless
and valueless.

Hon. J. Larcombe.]
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Mr. TFLETCHER (Port Curtis): The Mr. DEACON: The danger is that there

Minister did not adduce any argument as
to why subclause (iii.) should be retained.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes he
did, but you did not understand it.

Mr., FLETCHER: I understand it quite
well.  The Bill gives ample power to the
Board without that subelausc. Subclause
(iii.) deals with consumption in Queensland
and subclause (iv.) deals with the export of
commodities.

The SECRETARY FOR Ramwwasvys: If you cut
those subeclausces out, you still have the power
in the clause.

Mr. FLETCHER : The Secretary for Agri-
culture said that these were suggestions.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is there
anything wrong with those suggestions?

Mr. FLETCHER : Yes. 1In the first place,
they are very hard to follow. It is sug-
gested that the Board should store up pro-
ducts in times of plenty for distribution
when there is a shortage. You may have
a high price ruling for butter in the
South, and, instcad of the farmers being
allowed the opportunity to securc that high
price, the Board may say that it will store
the butter for use in Quecnsland. That
may be quite against the best interests of the
farmers. The matter should be left in the
discretion of the farmers, without any sug-
gestion or advice from the Government as to
what they should do. I cannot see the need
for subclause (iii) . suggest that the
Minister should delete it, and allow an
amendment to be made in subclause (iv.),
which reads—

“ Make such arrangements as they
deem necessary with regard to sales of
the commodity”’—

I suggest the addition of the words

“for local consumption in Queensland
37
or’—

The subclause then goes on—

“for export or for consignment to other
countries or States.”

That will give power to the Board to control
the commodity for consumption in Queens-
land or for export overseas. Subclause (iii.)
is absolutely superfluous and dangerous, and
nothing has been said by the Minister to
show why it should be retained.

Mr., DEACON (Cunningham): If the clause
were merely superfluous it would not matter;
but, as far as I can understand from the
Minister and other hon. members opposite,
it is intended that the Board shall, in times
of shortage, provide any place in Queensland
with fodder or grain. I want to point out
that it is not the business of any Board to
provide anyone with such commodities in
times of shortage; it is the duty of the
people to provide themselves with these
things. Why should we be wunder the
obligaticn of providing these commodities
for people in the cities and other parts of
the State? There is a suggestion that the
Board may be under ‘the obligation of
storing maize, lucerne, or any commodity it
may be dealing with in times of drought,
but that is not part of its duty at all. I quite
agree that, in connection with butter, we
should consider the home market as the
best market.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If that
is so, there is no danger from subclause (iii.).

[Mr. Fletcher.

may be an obligation on the part of the
Board to hold the butter, but it is no part
of its duty to do so. Pcople should not
depend on the Board for the supply of.com-
modities in times of drought; they should
provide themselves with those commodities
in a good season. You might require the
Board to provide people in the whole of the
State with butter or any other commodity
under the subclause. I think it would be
just as well to cut it out, as it is not
necessary. At any rate, it would be quite
cloar then that the Board would not have
the duty imposed upon it of providing for
people who do not look after themselves.

Mr. G. P.‘ BARNES (Warwick): I will
read clause 5 and the subclause with which
we have been dealing—

“ The Board may sell or arrange for
the sale of the commodity, and do all
acts, matters, and things necessary or
expedient in that behalf accordingly;
and in particular, but without limiting
the generality of the foregoing powers,
may—

(iii.) As far as practicable provide
the commodity for consumption in
Queensland, and for its supply during
any period of shortage to those places
within Queensland wherein a shortage
is experienced.”’

1= states there distinetly that the Board will
have to comply with a demand that is going
to place the producer in a very unfair
position. The producer will see that the
Board will not enable him to realise as
nuch for his produce as he could get for
himself. The Board will have power to
cqualise the valuc of certain commodities.
Thev will have power, as the hon. mcember
for Toowoomba put it—he appealed rather
to the patriotism of people in this direstion—
to preserve for the people of Queensland
commodities at a low price. I have had a
lot of experience of farmers in Quecnsiand,
and I know that many of them hold their
preduce. They study the market just the
same as the merchants do. There are heaps
of farmers who know as much about the
market in Queensland and the markets down
Scuth as we do.

OrposiTioy MEMBERS: IHear, hear!

Mr. G. P. BARNES: They make a close
study of the market, and are not ignorant
regarding these things. Many of them send
their products dircet to the South, because
they know that the market there is more
favourable than here. Instead of being
compelled to send their products to the pool,
they should be allowed to place them in the
best market to be found in Australia. They
will be prevented from doing that by this
clause, and they will not get as much for
their produce as if they had it in their own
hands for cale. Clause 5 is going to prevent
the farmer from being able to seize the best
market open to him at the time. He is
going to be kept down to the minimum price.
He 1s not going to be allowed to avail him-
self of the fluctuations of the market. The
law of supply and demand is going to be
put out of it. When there is a rising market
he will not get the advantage of it, and
frequently he will have to sell his produce
below its value—sometimes below the cost of
production. When the time comes for him
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to equalise things, he will be prevented from
achieving that purpose. Clause 5, in so far
as it relates to these things, should be
amended, because it 1s going to flog the
farmer and keep him down all the time.
The Government are doing this under the
guise of doing something for the man on the
land. We well remember the action of M.
Lennon when he was Secretary for Agricul-
ture. The hon. member for Drayton will
remember what was done on that occasion.
Mr. BEBBINGTON: T do.

Mre. G. P. BARNES: That is going to
apply under this clause. The dairyman and
the agriculturist will not be able to obtain
the highest value for their products. This
kind of thing is going to injure the farmer.
If we want to cncourage men to go on the
land, we must make them successful, but a
clause like this will be a barrier. It will
give the farmer the minimum price, and I
say 1t is distinctly unfair. We have no right
to pass legislation to prevent men from
getting the highest value for their com-
modities. We know that the primary pro-
ducer has his nose everlastingly to the grind-
stone. If the Minister is concerned about the
man on the land and is willing to assist him,
then he will see that this clause is detrimental
to him.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I regard
vou as a hostile witness all the time, because
you are against the Bill.

~ Mr. G. P. BARNES: The hon. gentleman
is allowing his prejudice to overcome his
judgment. Just because I happen to be a
Nationalist, and because I happen to have
said certain things, the hon. gentleman does
pot want to hear anything from me at all.
I do not know anything more unstatesman-
like than an assertion of that kind. We
have no right to allow this clause to be
placed on the statute-book.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Prayton): Whether
the Minister is aware of it or not, this clause
is a copy of a clause in the old Federal
Butter Pool Act.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why
didn’t you object to it when the Cheese Pool
Bill was going through?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We get a little more
experience as we go on. It was all right
to pass this clause in war time; but, so far
ax the cheese pool is concerned, it is not a
suecess.  During war time a certain amount
of butter had to be placed in cold storage
in order.to carry Australia over the winter,
irrespective of the fact that there was a
large sale for butter in London at the time.
I can tell the Minister that in Quecnsland
even in the winter time—which is our period
of sh_ortage-—we produce more butter than we
require for our own consumption.

INTERRUPTION
At 4.30 p.m.,

The CwarrvaNy (Mr. Kirwan, DBrisbane)
resumed the chair, and said: Under the
provisions of Standing Order No. 307, and
of the Sessional Order agrced to by the House
on 30th August, I shall now leave the chair
and make my report to the House.

The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported progress.

The resumption of the Committee was made
an Order of the Day for a later hour of the
sitting.

OF BUSINESS.

[14 SEPTEMBER.]

Questions.

QUESTIONS.

ALtEeED UXsUITABILITY OF BararaBs CosL FOR
RaiLwAY LOCOMOTIVES.

Myr. BRAND (Burrum) asked the Secretary
for Railways—

«1, Is he aware that the late running
of trains from Bundaberg to Cordalba is
sttributed to the use of Baralaba coal?

9 Does he know that the enginemen
arc complaining bitterly of having to use
this coal?

«3. Is he aware that Baralaba coal is
not a suitable coal for locomotive pur-
poses? If not, will be peruse the letter
contained in the °Brisbane Courier’ of
30th September, 1921, written by Messrs.
A. V. Smith and R. P. Macoun, presi-
dent and sccretary, respectively, of the
Enginemen’s Association in the Central
Division, in which the writers state, inter
alia, as follows:—

3fr. Larcombe’s statement can be
accepted, as it is probably correct that
he has not been advised to the con-
trary, but we can assurc you that com-
plaints have been and are still being
ropeatedly made to the heads of the

Railway Department, particularly as

to the broken-up condition in which this

coal is being supplied to locomotives,
its tendency to form a clinker, and its
closing up the tubes at the end of the
firebox, resulting in the late running
of trains. Then therc are reports, ete.,
not to mention an excessive and unrea-
sonable amount of work entailed on
the firemen, and a lot of unparlia-
mentary, though pardonable, language
on its qualities, all in an attempt to
prove its unsuitability generally for
locomotive purposes in train working.
<4 Is he aware that the supplying of
the Bundaberg depdt with Baralaba coal
will have a serious cffect upon the
Rurrum coalminers, who are now finding
it difiicult to obtain sufficient work to
provide them with a living wage?

5 Does he consider that in having
Baralaba coal supplied to the Bundaberg
depdt he is upholding the principle of
decentralisation, which, on several occa-
sions, has received his approval in this
House?

« 6. What is his reason for having the
Bundaberg depdt supplied with Baralaba
coal, hauled a distance of 269 miles, when
a better coal can be obtained from the
Burrum coal area, distant about 40
miles?

7. Does he consider it to be economic-
ally sound from the point of view of the
Railway Department?

« g Was his decision to use Baralaba
coal as against local coal influenced by
a desire to assist State enterprises ag
against private enterprise, irrespective ot
economic considerations?

g TIs he prepared to have a ballot
taken of the enginemen in the Bundaberg
district on the question of which coal they
consider the better for locomotive pur-
poses—Burrum coal or Baralaba coal? ”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Heppe!) replied—

“1, No. Trains on the Isis Branch
are running fairly punctually, consider-
ing the busy sugar season and number of
special trains.
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“g and 3. No. In addition to somec
Burrum coal, a mixture of Styx and
Baralaba coal, which gives good results,
is now being used at Bundaberg.

“4 t0 9. The cost of Baralaba and Styx
coal, including the cost of railage, is less
at Bundaberg than the cost of Burrum
coal.”

RepatRs 170 COUNTRY SCHOOLS BY LOCAL
CONTRACTORS.
Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS asked the Sec-
retary for Public Works—

“In view of the delay at the present
time in the matter of repairs, etc., to
schools, and the erection of new schools
in_country centres off the railway lines,
will he consider the advisability in such
cases of having the repairs, etc., effected,

or new wschools erected by local con-
tractors ?”’
Hov. W. FORGAN SMITH (Mackay)
replied—

“ When works are authorised by me
they are carried out without undue
delay. The policy of the Government
was clearly defined during the debate
on the Estimates of my department.”

ArrocatioN oF Cost or OwEeN's CREEK
RAILWAY.
Mr. SWAVYNE (Mirani) asked the Secre-
tary for Railways—

1. Is the Owen’s Creek Railway com-
pleted ?

“2. If so, what has been its total
cost, and what portion of the sum was
spent on that part of the work carried
out by the Construction Branch, and
what has been the cost of the work
recently done by the Maintenance Branch
in completing the line?”

The SECRETARY TIFOR RAILWAYS
replied—

“1. Yes,

“2. The total cost is, approximately,
£561,844, but the accounts are not quite

finalised. Of this amount the Construe-
tion Branch spent £50.344, and the
Maintenance Branch £1,500, but the
Construction Branch paid for all

material to complete the work.”

NuMBER OF PAYERS oF IncoMmr TAx.
Mr. ELPHINSTONE asked the

Treasurer-—

“In view of the fact that—(a) there
are upon the State electoral rolls 229,184
males; (b) the basic wage operating
from 1st July, 1920, to 30th June, 1921,
was £4 Bbs. per week, or £221 nper
annum; (e) all incomes in excess of £200
per annum were taxable—will be state
why only 37,376 persons paid State
income tax during the last financial year
on incomes earned during the year
ended 30th June. 1921?77

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
<hillagor) replied—

“The reason is that, so far as the
Clommissioner of Taxes is aware, no othsr
persons were liable for income tax.
the hon. member has any information
which will lead to the collection of addi-
tional tax, I shall be pleased if he will
pass it on to the Commissioner.”

(Oxley)

[ASSEMBLY.]

University Site Bill.

QuppLy OoF TIMBER BY STATE SAWMILLS TO
BriLpine Trapes GuiLD.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE asked the Secretary
for Public Lands—

1. Has his attention been drawn to
a letter appearing in the °Courier,” on
12th September, written by Mr. H. J.
Toster, first secretary to the Building
Trades Guild, wherein he states that,
finding upon investigation that certain
contracts which the guild had entered
into could not be completed without a
loss of £150 each, he so arranged matters
with the manager of the State sawmills
and Director of Forests to permit of clos-
ing the guild’s account with small, if
any, loss, but that in spite of this the
Minister for Lands reversed the decision
arrived at by the Government’s officers,
and directed the State sawmills to con-
tinue supplying the guild?

“9 As his action has resulted in an
apparent loss to the State of £1,189
without any tangible benefit, the guild
now being in liquidation, will be lay
upon the table of the House all papers
referring thereto?”

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS,
in the absence of the Secretary for Public
Lands, replied—

“1, No.

<9 The Forestry Department took a
business risk, which was regarded by the
accountant who examined the guild’s
books as being a reasonably sound one.
Owing, however, to unmsatisfactory mau-
agement and the payment in full of all
debts owing to private firms, the State
sawmills will have to suffer the bulk
of the loss referred to in Question No.
2.”

AMENDMENT OF INcoMR FaX ACT.
Mr. DEACON (Cunningham), without
notice, asked the Premier—

“Tg it the intention of the Government
to introduce an amending Income Tax
Bill this session? ”

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore.
Chillagoe) replied—

« Matters of that kind will be disclosed

to the House in due course.”
(Laughter.)

WxpENDITURE IN OPENING UP STATE COALMINES
AT BOWEN, WaRRs, Sr1vx RIVER, AND
"BARALABA.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick), without
notice, asked the Secretary for Mines—

“ When will the information asked for
on Tth September, 1922, in re expenditure
in working the Bowen, Warra, Styx
River, and Baralaba coalmines be given
to the House? ”

Tha SHORETARY FOR MINES (Hon.

A. J. Jones, Paddington) replied—

“ A return is being prepared.”

CUNIVERSITY SITE BILL.
INITIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN-
STRUCTION (Hon. J. Huxham, DBuranda) :
I beg to move—
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“That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ableness of introducing a Bill to make
provision for the Enlargement of the
University Site, and for other conse-
quential purposes.”

Question put and passed.

BARALABA TO CASTLE CREEK
RAILWAY.
ArprovarL oF Pran, BErc.
INITIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS

{Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppel) : I beg to move—

“That Mr. Speaker will this day leave

the chair, and the ITouse resolve itself

into a Committee of the Whole to con-
sider the following resclution :——

That the House approves of plan,
section, and book of reference of the
proposed extension of the Mount Mor-
gan Railway from Baralaba to Castle
Creek, in length 52 miles 51 chains.”

Question put and passed.

PRIMARY PRODUCTS POOLS BILL.
RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)
Clause 5—¢ Powers of board ¥—

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): If the
Minister will go further into the matter of
storing, which is provided for in this clause
and which was adopted during the war by
the Federal butter pool, he will see that
there are very big risks. It is all very well
for speculators to bhuy produce and store it
up; but, if the primary producer is to be
compelled to store produce to supply to citi-
zens in a time: of shortage, who is golng to
stand the loss, if there is any? 1 have seen
hax bought at £14 per ton in a dry period
and held; then heavy rain has fallen, and
the same produce has been sold at £6 per ton.
If under this clause the Board stores for
three or four months produce for which it
could probably get Is. 9d. or 2s. per lb. in
Loondon, and during that time there is a
change of seasons and probably a fall in
prices of 30 per cent. to 40 per cent., who,
1s going to stand the loss? It may have
been necessary in war time, but I am against
compulsory storage.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: All vour
arguments are against the system of pooling.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I belicve the cheese
pool has held back very big quantities of
cheess in order to provide Queensland with
a proper supply. Now the good seasons
have come and it is not wanted here, it has
to bt sent to London and sold at less than
could have been obtained there when it was
held up by the pool.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Are you
sure of that? .

Mr. BEBBINGTON : That is the complaint
of the factories to me.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Board tell you that?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am not talking
about the Board. Certainly very large stocks
of cheese were held. If they have worked
them off, I am not going to say anything
about it. That was the case a month or two
ago. The same thing will bappen if we
store up large quantities of produce.

Did the
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You
evidently are not concerned about how much
you are injuring the reputation of the Board.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: It can casily be
ascertained whether it is correct. If the
stocks have besn disposed of, well and goocd.
Three or four factories complained to me at
that time that large stocks of cheese were
held by the cheese pool, and they would have
realised higher prices had fhey been sent
to London at an carlier date. Who is going
to stand that loss? 1 shall certainly support
the proposal of the lsader of the Opposition
to cut out subclause (iii.).

Mr, EDWARDS (¥anango): I think the
Minister was right when he said that this
was a suggestion. It is going to lead to
great trouble so far as the primary producers
are concerncd. It is a suggostion to the
Board to create a similar positicn to that
which was created when the Commissioner
of Prices lowerced the price of butter for
consumption in Queensland. If the Bill is
allowed to go through with these subclauses,

it will create suspicion. I am sure the
Minister will see that the sabclause is
unnecessary. It is a suggestion to the Board

that they may buy any produce and store it
in Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
no suggestion of buying.

Mr. EDWARDS: Will the Minister say
that the holding of produce during a time of
plenty until a time of shortage is not a sug-
gestion of buying? How is any Board going
to hold the produce of this State for one year
or two years?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It might
only be held for one month.

Mr. EDWARDS: It might be held for six
months or twelve months. How will produce
be stored in time of plenty until a time of
<hortage unless it is purchased? There must
be some means of financing to the extent of
the value of the produce.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURZ: Strictly
speaking, the Board does not buy, but merely
acts as agent for the producers to scll the
produce to the best advantage.

Mr. EDWARDS: Surely, the Minister
does not suggest that the produce should be
held for speculative purposes? Tf it Is het d
during times of plenty until times of short
age, it is following along the lines of
nationalisation for the purpose of giving
produce to the consumers of this State during
times of shortage at the price ruling during
times of plenty. Will the Minister say that
that is an incentive to the producers of ihis
State? I am sure he will see that the sub
clause is not only unnecessary, but that it
is also dangerous. -

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I said it
is both a necessary and a patriotic proposal.

Mr. EDWARDS: Then the Minister pos-
sesses a peculiar kind of patriotism. SupJ—
posing the time arrived when the Board
deemed it necessary to take over fodder and
hold it for a time of shortage. Can the hon.
gentleman not sec that it would be necessary
for the Board to become a speculator. and
can he not see that it is unfair to ask pro-
ducers to put their produce into a pool for
the purposes of having it held over for a
time of shortage? Can the hon. gentleman
not see that, if that position is brought about,
it will mean setting one class of producers
against another class? I am out to bring
about a true co-operative spirit in this State,

My, Edwards.]

There is
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if possible. If the Minister allows the Bill to
go through with this subclause, it will create
suspicion that the Government will act in a
similar manner as they acted when they com-
mandeered the butter of this State in order
to give it to the consumers of Queensland a
many pounds less per ton than could have
becn obtained in outside markets. We have
a big trade with other States, and, if we
are not allowed to take advantage of good
markets in the other States, then the other
States, which are not working under similar
conditions, will benefit as a result of our dis-
ability. We have been wasting a good deal
of capital by purchasing commodities from
Southern States, which commodities should
have been produced here. If we can get a
better market for our produce outside of the
State, it would be a ridiculous and bad busi-
ness proposition to hold it here. Tt would
be a bad thing not only to the producer but
to the people of the State.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba): The
kon. member for Nanango has put his finger
upon a very important subclause. I am sus-
prised to hear the Minister say thuat it is a
safeguard. If he wants to zet one class
against another, he can do it by that sub.
clause.  Unless you allow the man on the
land to get the very best for his produce, you
will be against every producing intercst in
the State. The people are viry much linked
up in the varfous industeis~ in the State,
both in the country and in the city, and it
is a distinet advantage to a person to be able
to get the very best he can for his labour.
The Bill means that, when an acute stage
is reached in connection with the affairs of
Quecensland, one class will be set against
another. T have heard of cases where strong
exception has been taken by men engaged in
a certain industry—I will take the wharf
lumpers-—to stuff being sent out of the State.
Any man who knows anything of Queensland
will know that if it is to make good, not
only must it provide for its own immediate
necessities as far as possible, but its export
trade must be one of the principal factors in

connection with its progress. 1f

[5p.m.] is a very nice theory to suppose
that we can consume everything
we produce. That would be all right if we
had the population. Until very recently the
Governments of Australia were faced  with
this phase of the husiness—that the imports
were greater than the exports, and banking
institutions asked importers to stay their
hands, so as to adjust exchange, ete. This
Bill provides for the Minister having extreme
power, and he may step in and do certain
things to the detriment of the State. The
hon. gentleman talks about it being neces-
sary and patriotic.  What is there patriotic
about it if you are going to prevent the man
who is producing getting a fair return for kis
production ?

The SECRETARY For AGRICULTURE: Where is
that in the clause?

Hon. W. H. BARNES : Somecone has said
that coertain acts may be necessary and
patriotic, but is it necessary and patriotic
to try and block the man who is producing
under great difficultics from getting a fair
return?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
is no suggestion of that in the clause.

Hon. W, H. BARNES: I am not saying

there is. Ias the action of the Government

[My, BEdwards.

There
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in the past been patriotic so far as the
producer is concerned? Let history speak
for itself. Let what has happened in Queens-
land speak for itself. The patriotism of the
hon. gentleman in this matter is just
patriotism which springs from fear, and is
an angling for votes, The most amazing
part of this Bill is subclauses (iil.) and (iv.)
of this clause, which read— )
“(iij.) As far as practicable, provide
the commodity for consumption in
Queensland, and for its supply during
any period of shortage to those places
within Queensland wherein a shortage is
experienced ; and

‘c

(iv.}) Make such arrangements as they
deem nccessary with regard to sales of
the commodity for export or for consign-
ment to other countries or States.”

As a labourite, Mr. Kirwan, are you nob
struck with a clause in_this Bill which
suggests consignments? You have listened
to charges which have been made against
honest men, yet this very Government, who
at one stage, so they allege, ars trying to
save certain people from other people, now
propose that these goods shall be sent on
consignment. Apparently, the Government
have not, if they are in earnest, read the
clause at all. When they hold vital prin-
ciples, which, they say, are important to them
as_a party, how can they prostitute those
principles by suggesting that, while it may
be wrong to do it within the State, it is
right to do it outside the State? What
principle can the Government have in that
regard? Kvidently the Government have
forgotten those principles. We are told that
this Bill is based very largely on the Wheat
ool Act. I am prepared to admit that, with
careful storage, wheat will last for a con-
siderable time, evpecially on the Downs, But
even with the greatest care in storing it
may become weevily. IHow many products
in ‘a climate like ours are there that will
scarcely keep thirty-six hours? Yet the
hon. member talks about pooling them. You
want to get rid of them as quickly as possible,
and not pool them. I yield to no man in my
belief in this great State; but can this
great State always keep itself in the neces-
sary products? Very often it can, but to-day,
if 1t were not for the other States of the
Commonwealth, the supply of some products
would be so short that we would be starving
in those particular linex. If we had to
vely for potatoes for the tables of Brisbane
and Queensland generally on  what ave
grown in Queensland, we should find our-
selves absolutely stranded at the present
timie. They are coming from Tasmania and
from Victoria. 'This Bill is the first step
towards that new heaven and new earth
which they have in Russia, when all things
are to be common. I do not know whether
brains and everything else will be held in
common,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You make
a statement of that kind, and say that you
arc a patriotic Queenslander. It is a deliber-
ate misstatement,

Hox. W. H. BARNES: In a gathering
held in Brisbane the Premicr said that the
parties there were on the track of com-
munism, and he did not believe in it. That
has been the aim and object of the Labour
patty, and this is a step in that direction.
It is a bait to Bolshevik Russia.

Mr. Corrins: What is a Bolshevik?
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: He is a gentleman
whom I would rather my friend should have
communion with than

Mr. Corrixs: You do not know what he is.

Hon. W. H, BARNES: The hon. member
evidently knows a good bit about him.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You krow
a great deal more about selling land on the
Coorparoo Racecourse,

Hoxn. W. H. BARNES: I never sold any
land on a racecourse.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Tacecourse Nnow.

Hon., W. H. BARNES: The Speaker the
other night ruled that a certain statement
was unparliamentary, and that ancther state-
ment was not unparliamentary. I say that
the hon. gentleman’s statement is an absolute
untruth. If I told the hon. gentleman that
he knows very little other than that which
belongs to his official position as Minister,
and prior to that to his position as one of
the leaders outside of the Labour party,
that he knew little about farming and little
about the practical things of life, T would
not be far out, because if, behind this Bill,
there is not the motive that I have men-
tioned, there is behind it at least ignorance
of the affairs of Queensland, otherwise a Bill
like this would never have been introduced
containing a clause such as this. It is no
use the Minister trying to sidetrack the
position.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are
only putting up “ Aunt Sallies’ to knock
them down.

Hon. W. H. BARNES: The hon. gentle-
man has been an ““ Aunt Sally” all his life.

Mr. Morean: What about knocking him
down? (Laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
had better have a try.

Honx. W. H. BARNES: I say the hon.
gentleman is knocked down every day in
conncction with legislation. He does not
know his own Bill. This clause, instead of
helping the producer, is going to damage
him and put a rope arvound his neck. It will
prevent him from decaling with his products
as he has a right to do, and will rob him
of his manhood—all because the Government
are oub to try and bring about a new
heaven and a new earth on the lines of what
has been followed so disastrously in Russia.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): T am sorry the
Minister has not accepted the amendment to
omit subclause (iii.). I think the deletion
of the subeclause would not harm the measura.

The CHAIRMAN: Ovder! I would
point out to the hon. member that no amend-
ment has been moved for the omission of
subclause (iii.).

Mr. VowLes: I moted the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the hon.
member for Mirani will bear me out in this.
The hon. member came over to me with an
amendment, and I told him that I had
heard that an amendment was to be moved
to omit subclause (iii ). I suggested that the
hon. member should see who was going to
move it, because, if it was moved and
defeated, the hon. member for Mirani would
be prevented from moving his amendment,
and I did not want to be unfair to him.

Mr. Vowrps: The first thing I did was
to move the deletion of the subclause.

It is a

You
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Mr. Corrixs: The leader of the Opposition
said that he had circulated an amendment
to negative this clause, but he did not move
the amendment.

The CHATRMAN : I will take the amend-
ment now. It certainly was not moved. I
would point out that amendments should be
written out and given to the Chairman. I
certainly did not receive it. Will the hon.
member for Dalby move it now?

Mr. Vowres: I moved it an hour ago.

The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to
the hon. member that he did not move it.

Mr. Vowies: All right; I ask you to
look up ¢ Hansard.”
The CHAIRMAN: When the hon.

member for Mirani came to me, I said that
I understood that such an amendment was
going to be moved, and I asked him to
watch, because, if it was moved, he would
be prevented from moving his amendment.
I will take the amendment of the hon.
member for Dalby now.

Mr. VowLes: Very well; I now move the
omission of subclause (iii.)—

‘““As far as practicable provide the
commodity for consumption in Quecens-
land, and for its supply during any period
of shortage to those places within Queens-
land wherein a shortage is experienced;
and ”’ '

Mr. MORGAN: I was under the impres-
sion that the leader of the Opposition had
moved the amendment and that all the dis-
cussion had taken place upon it. I hope
that, now the amendment is moved, the
Minister will accept it, so that we may
get on with the Bill. Hon. members on
this side have given good reasons for the
acceptance of the amendment, and the Min-
ister will admit that it will not do any harm
to the Bill. Then, why not agree to it and
let us get on with the Bill?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No.

Mr. MORGAN: We have endeavoured t
meet the Minister fairly. :

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have
endeavoured to meet you fairly.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes. I think we have
reciprocated more or less to-day, We are
prepared to meet the Minister in connection
with these matters, provided he is prepared
to meet us. I hope that the hon. gentleman
will accept the amendment. In my opinion.
it is not worth bothering about; it will not
hurt the Bill, but it will put some slight
limitation on the power of the Board. Some
hon. members on this side sce a great deal
of danger in subelause (iii.).  If it is
retained, the farmers may say, ¢ The Bill
provides that a certain amount of our pro-
duce must be retained in Queensland for
the purpose of supplying the home market,”
and that may prejudice them against the
measure. It will certainly do harm if it
prevents the farmers from taking advantage
of the Bill. I think they will take advantage
of the Bill in order to ascertain from prac-
tical experience whether their condition will
ba improved under it. It is experimental
legislation and may do good. If it does no
good. we can repeal it. T appeal to the
Minister to accept the amendment. The
farmers will not then be able to say that
there is a clause which provides for their
produce being retained in Queensland when
there are better markets in Australia.

Mr. Morgan.]



1562 Primary Products

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I do not think
it would be a wise thing for the Minister to
accept the amendment. I represent as many
farmers and primary producers as most mem-
bers in the House, and I have no hesitation
in telling those primary producers that there
are other people in the community as well
as primary producers. I stand for all pro-
ducers, 1 am not merely concerned about
people who class themselves as the only
producers. Unless people are producers, I
would like to know what they are on this
planet for. You can be a primary producer
or you may be a secondary producer What
I am opposed to is the man who does not
produce at all—the man who lives upon the
wealth that somcone else produces, and sits
back and is merely a consumer. I am not
concerned about hxm at all. T am speaking
not only to the primary producers in my
clectorate, but to the primary producers
throughou‘r Queensland. They know that
they are in a minority, like primary pro-
ducers in all the countries of the world; and,
if ther are going to take up a selfish atti.
tude—that is to say, if they say that they
are to have all the rights and privileges
and other people are to have no rights and
privileges—then, they will raise hostility to
themselves.

Mr. Bmpeincron: All they want are the
same conditions as other people.

Mr. COLLINS: My constituents take a
broader outlook than that. They recognise
that other people who may not be upon
the land, but who may be doing useful sor-
vice for the community, have nghts The
hon. member for Drayton knows that the
man who gave him the cream separator was
not a farmer, but he conferred as great a
benefit on the dairying industry as the pri-
mary producer.

Mr. BmesinetoN: Why should the man
who uses it not have as good conditions as
the man who makes it?

Mr. COLLINS: I stand for

those con-

ditions, and the Bill is going to bring them
about bv stabilising industry. If you ave
going to cut out evelythln(r except what

applics to primary producers, you are going
t raise a storm later on. We should allow
the clause to stand as it is.

Mr. WARREN (Murrumbda): It seems fo
me that under this clause the Board may
launch out into new theories and into some-
thing impossible.

Mr. Corrins : There is nothing impossible.

Mr. WARREN: There might not be to
the hon. member. My opinion is that those
who ask for a pool ask for it to dispose
of their prnquce and not to store it up.
If theve is to be any storing up of produce,
it should be stored up by the Government
and not by the producer. If this clause goes
through, it is going to breed a mnatural
suspicion. The Government launch out with
a scheme to help the farmers. They propose
to form a pool and to have a body of men
who will do justice to the producers. The
men who are elected on the Board will have
quife encugh to do looking after the interests
of the producers without taking on such a
big contract as the storing of p1oduce The
hon. member for Bowen touched it on the
raw when he admitted that the Board has
to do it for somebody else. He said that
the primary producer should not be too
selfish. I think the primary producer does
want to be selfish. It is time he starfed to

fir. Collins.
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look after himself. Anyone who thinks that
the primary producer wants to make wealth
i» making a great mistake. All he wants
tu do is to come into his own. The matter
of storing foodstuffs is not a problem for
the Board at all.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Where
do you find the storing of foodstuffs men- .
tioned in the clause?

Mr. WARREN: There is room for it—
there is too much room for it.

Mr. BesineToN: How are you going to do
without storing ?

Mr. WARREN: We cannot approach the
question without suspicion, and that is why
we have to scrutinise the clause closely from
beginning to end.

The SECRETARY
vote against it.

¥OR AGRICULTURE: Well,

Mr. WARREN: I'will vote against it, if
nccessary. The clause proposes to give the

primary producers something with one hand
and take it away with the other.
Amendment (Mr. Vowles) negatived.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): I move the inser-
tion of the following words, after the word
©and,” on line 36:—

“ Provided that in no case shall tho
commodity retained for consumption in
Queensland be sold so as to return to the
grower a lesser amount than that which,
in the judgment of the Board, could be
obtained by exporting it to anr place
outside Queensland; and provided
further, that the Commissioner of Prices
shall not have the power, under the
Profiteering Prevention Act of 1920, to
fix a maximum price for the commodity
less than the net price which, in the
judgment of the Board, could be
realised by exporting the commodity to
any place outside Quecensland.”

1 regret that the Minister did not see his
vay “clear to accept the amendment moved
by the leader of the Qpposition, as it would
have rendered my amendment unnecessary.
1t must be evident to anyone listening to the
various points that have been raised that the
clause as it now stands is of the uftmost
danger to the producer. I can recognise that
is is desirable that produce should Jbe stored
in good seasons for times of scarcity; but it
is not right to store it in such a way that all
the cost will fall on the shoulders of the pro-
ducers. We were under the impression that
the Bill was introduced solely in the interests
of the farmer; but, after the speech of the
hon. member for Bowen, we find that it is in
the interests of everybody. We understood
that it was part of the agricultural pro-
gramme with which the Premier hopes to
capture the country seats, but the hon.
member for Bowen has disillusioned us.

Mr. MorcanN: He <does some good some-
times.

Mr. SWAYNE: It seems that it is simply
n Bill for the whole community, or, rather,
I should say, for the whole community
excepting the farmers.

Mr. CoLLiNs: Nothing of the kind. Don’t
twist what I said.

Mr. SWAYNE: Subclause (iii.) states that
the Board may—

“ ay far as practicable provide the com-
modity for consumption in Queenslarad
and for 1ts supply during any period of
shortage.”
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I is desirable that it should be stored in
the time of shortage, but another body should
be formed to deal with the gencral shortage
in the Interests of the consumers in times of
scarcity. The way in which this should be
done is a matter to be considered. I object
to its being done at the farmers’ expense.
It cannot be wondered that we are
suspicious of these matters, because in the
past the primary producers have had little
consideration given to them. We know that
at one time our butter would have realised
2005, per cwt. if it had been sold in Mel-
bourne, but we were compelled to sell it
here at 140s. per cwt., or a loss of 60s, per
cwt. I read the balance-sheet of one co-
operative company, and it stated that this
arrangement made a difference to that com-
pany of £30,000. The hon, member for
Murilla reminds me that that transaction
cost the producers of Queensland £250,000.
But what indiznation there would be if we
asked the wage earner to sell his labour
here for less than it was worth elsewhere.
When we have that experience before us,
it is not to be wondered at that we take
every precaution to see that the same thing
shall not happen again. It is only right, i1
it is required in the interests of the com-
munity. that the community should pay
for storing produce in times of scarcity.
I regard the amendment as necessary to
prevent this being dome at the expense of
one section of the community. The Minister
may say that he has accepted one amendment
moved from this side, and that should be
sufficient, but I think this amendment is
absolutely necessary. It provides what the
Board shall do and what it shall not do; and
it also exempts the Board from the jurisdic-
tion of the Commissioner of Prices. The
farmers generally will recognise that some
eafeguard is necessary in their interests. I
ask the Minister to give favourable con-
sideration to my amendment.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): This Bill is intro-
duced in the interests of the producers; but,
if you are going to compel a man, by reason
of the fact that he goes into a pool, to sell
his produce at less than the export price,
you are going to do him an injustice. We

should make provision that the

[6.30 p.m.} pool shall not accept for his

commodity less than he can get
for export. If we do that, we know exactly
where we are. I am very pleased that the
hon, member for Mirant has moved this
amendment. , The Government say that they
are doing certain things for the benefit of
the producer; but, on the other hand, we
have to remember the words of the hon.
member for Bowen—that the object of the
Government is to protect the consumer and
not the producer. Tf the producer bears

those remarks in mind, he will know exactly -

where he is.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): 1 have
much pleasure in supporting the amendment.
The primary producer has been defined as
““a tax-paying animal,” and in the future,
apparently, he is to be also a provider of a
certain amount of produce for the benefit of
people in the cities who produce nothing.

Mr. WARREN: A big storehouse.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Yes. Hvery worker
has a right to get the most he can for his
labour. The primary producers provide the
people of Queensland with the best bufter,
cheese, and everything else to be obtained in
any part of the world. Those things repre-
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sent their labour equally as much as the
wages of the city workers at the end of the
week represent their labour. Why, then,
should we compel them to put a certain
amount of their labour away to oblige the
people in the city and supply them at a time
when there is geing to be a shortage with
foodstuffs at lower prices than they can get
them for elsewhere? The amendment merely
says that, if the Government or any person
buys produce for storage, they shall pay the
market value and take the risk. I have no
objection to the storage of foodstuffs for
our own people.

Mr. CoruiNs: You know as well as I do
that the history of the combines in the
United States proves that they already do
that.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Trusts and combines
may store up produce, and the hon. member
has just as much right to buy up produce
and store it as the combines. Any man who
does that should be prepared to bear the loss
as well as pocket the profits; but to com-
pel the primary producer to do the storing
and bear the loss without getting the profit
in order to provide the pecople of the city
with cheap food in a time of shortage is not
only making the primary producer a *‘tax-
paying animal,”’ but is adding insult to
injury.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I do not
propose to accept the amendment. I would
like to know what the hon. member for
Nundah and the hon. member for Enoggera
have to say about this amendment. The first
point I have to make is that the Board are
the agents of the farmers and are appointed
by them. The object of a pool is to get
the very best price possible, and the people
whe are to do that are the farmers or the
representatives of the farmers, elected by
them, so that it is an insult to tie them down
in this way, because i, presupposes that they
would do something inconsistent with their
duty to obtain the best price possible. There
is therefore no need to put the amendment
in the Bill.

Some hon. members of the Nationalist party
have called attention to the dangers of giv-
ing power to any section of the community
to exploit another section, and that there 1s
danger of retaliation. That should be kept
in mind by anyone who aspires to guide the
destinies of this country. When we are
organising the primary producers or anybody
else, we do not leave any section of the
community open to retaliation by another
section. No doubt, the primary producers
arec very much in the minority, and I do
not think they seek, by means of a pool or
otherwise, to exploit the rest of the people.
If they do, it will, as I said in my second
reading speech, react against themselves.

I think the clause as it stands is a common-
sense one. It sets oub suggestions to the
Board, which will consist o farmers. It
says that they shall recognise certain require-
ments. There is no suggestion that they
shall supply any section of the community
at a lower price than they can get otherwise,
and I see mo justification for putting this
somewhat foreign matter into the Bill.

Mr. SIZER (Vundah): The Minister
seemed to be rather uncertain as to where I
stand in reference to this amendment. ILet
me tell him that I intend to support i.

Mr. Sizer.]
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
shows your inconsistency.

Mr. SIZER: It does not. I said that, as
a city man, I did not expect the producers
to sell their commodities at less than export
value. So long as they get expori value,
that is all they want, and that is all they are
entitled to; and, so long as they are getting
it, there is no reason why anyone should
complain.  All my concern is that they «do
not go to some ridiculous extent and fic-
titiously force up prices beyond export values.

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: Would
you fight against that?

Mr. SIZER: I am prepared to say that
the farmers are entitled to world’s parity
when there is an exportable surplus. If
the export value of wheat is 6s. a bushel, I
do not see why they should charge 7s. in
Brisbane. On the other hand, if the export
value is 6s. a bushel, I do not sec why they
should have to accept 5s. through some con-
trivance of the Government.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
a ““ Yes-No’ answer,

Mr. SIZER: It is not. If the hon. gentle-
man was only as sound and clear, and knew
as well where he stood as I know where I
stand, he would not be far wrong. The object
is to safeguard the primary producers by
giving them a minimum equal to the export
price when there is an exportable surplus.
They are entitled to that. I do not think
that anyone will gainsay them that. If the
Government are sincere and honest, why do
they not put it in the Bill? I can speak
without any consultation with my colleagues,
but it will be found that their views are the
same as mine. We are anxious to do the
best we can for the country, for the primary
producers, and for all sections of the com-
munity. Hon. members opposite do not know
where they are, and they are always liable
to be in the wrong—in fact, they always are
in the wrong. What is the Minister’s objec-
tion to this?
. The SuCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is an
insult to the Board, for a start.

Mr. SIZER: Did anyone ever cohceive
that the Sugar Acquisition Act would be used
in respect of meat, ships, and anything else?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
object to that Act?
~ Mr. BIZER: I certainly object to the way
in which it was used. Had it been confined
to sugar, it would have been all right. No
one ever expected that it would be used to
deal with ships, meat, barbed wire, and other
things,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE : To secure
barbed wire at a reasonable price for the
farmers?

Mr. SIZER: If it is possible to make the
thing doubly clear, let us do so. I cannot
understand why the Government are not pre-
pared to accept this amendment. The only
reason for their refusal that I can see is
that they are trying to serve two masters.

The SeCRETARY ror AgricULTURE: No.

Mr. SIZER: They have gone back on
everything which they promised industrially.
They have no industrial policy to-day; they
have left the industrialists high and dry.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope that
the hon. member will discuss the amendment.

Mr. SIZER: They have left the indus-
trialists high and dry with no policy. They
are now looking to the farmers. Some of

[Mr. Sizer.
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their industrialist members are afraid of the
measures which they are putting through.
The Government are adopting a ‘‘ Yes-No”
attitude, so that their industrialist members
will go to the industrialists and say that the
legislation means one thing, and the country
members will go to their constituents and
say it means another thing. Between the two
they hope to be able to fool a sufficient num-
ber of people to enable them to get back to
power. This amendment makes it perfectly
clear that we on this side want to secure to
the farmers the export value of their pro-
ducts when there is an exportable surplus.
If there is anything sincere in the Govern-
ment’s agricultural policy, they will accept
it. If they vote against it, 1t will prove
the truth of what we have said—that all their
tallk of love for the farmers is nothing but
“words, words, words.”

Question—That the words proposed to be
added (Mr. Swayne’s amendment) be so

added—put; and the Committee divided:—
In division,
The PREMIER : I declare that, in addi-
tion to voting in mv own right, I vote for

the ¢ Noes”’ as proxy for Messrs. Coyne,
Gilday, and McCormack.

Axes, 32

Mr. Appel Mr. Jones, J.

,» Barnes, G. D. ,, Kerr

,, Barnes, W, H. ,, King

,» Bebbington ., Macgregor

. Bell ,, Maxwell

,, DBrand ., Moore

,, Cattermull ,» Morgan

,, Clayton ., Nott

,, Corser ,, Petrie

,, Tostello ., Roherts, J. H. C.
,, Deacon .. Roberts, T. R.
,» Edwards ,. Sizer

,, Elphinstone ., swayne

., Fletcher ,, Taylor

., Fry ,, Vowles

,, Oreen Warren

Teilers: Mr. Bell and Mr. Brand.

NoEks, 36.
Mr. Barber Mr, Huxham
,» Bertram ,, Jomes, A. J.
., Brennan ,» Land
., Bulcock ., TLarcombe
.. Collins ,, McCormack (Proxy)
., Conroy .o Mullan
., Cooper, F. A, ., Payne
., Cooper, W. ,, Lease
,» Coyne (Proxy) ,. Pollock
., Dash ,, Riordan
.» Dunstan ,, Rvan
., Terricks ., Smith
., Foley .. Stopford
. Forde ,, Theodcre
,, Gilday (Proxy) ,, Weir
. Gillies .. Wellington
., Gledson ., Wilzon
,, Hartley , Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. Hartley and Mr. Weir.

Resolved in the negative.

My, SIZER (Vundah): 1 have a further
amendment to move on clause 5. I move the
insertion of the following new subelause, to
follow line 43:—

“(v.) And receive and consider any
petition signed by not less than 100 con-
sumers of any commodity so declared by
the Act in the district or locality to which
the Order in Council shall apply.”

That is simply for the purpose of enabling
the consumers, if they feel that a hardship
is being inflicted upon them, to petition the
Board. Probably they would have that right
under any circumstances, but the amendment
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will enable the consumers to have some status,
Tt will enable them to ask the DBoard to
consider their views in connection with the

matter. It will give a certain amount of
Drotection, without altering the purposes of
the Bill. It will not act detnmentallv towards

the farmers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : It is incon-
sistent with the hon. member’s attitude on a
previous amendment.

Mr. SIZER: It is not inconsistent. If I
were to say to the consumers, *° The export
value is Bs.; you go and get it for 1s.,” 1
would be inconsistent.

_Mr. Grepson: If the export value is 5s,
should they get it for 10s. here?

Mr. SIZER: If that was the casc, therc
would be good argument for the presentation
of a petition to the Board on the ground of
overcharging the consumers.

Mr. GLeDsoN : Does the hon. member want
sion that they shall only get export

Mr. SIZER: There should be some pro-
wision whereby the consumers can present
a petition if they are being overcharged. 1
o not thitik the amendment will give offence
to the Country partv. I think the Minister
should aceopt it, and thereby safeguard the
intereats of the public generally.

Mr. BeppineToN: Will the Minister accept
the amendment?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: [ will
hear argument first. I want to know where
the hon. member stands.

Mr. FRY (Kuridpa): The majority of the
Government members must support this
amendment if they hope to retain the confi-
dence of the consumers of Queenstand, Many

of them represent city constitucncies and
represent the consuming population. We
admit that the farmer has to fac> floods,

droughts, and pests, and that he is enticled
to a fair return for anything that he pro-
duces, and that we should give him every
benefit that we possibly can: but the con-
sumer has some right to be heard when
prices are being fixed. This amendment
cnables tne consumers to approach the Board
to put their case before it. Many hon. mem-
bers opposits represent the consumers who live
in the cities and who consume the stuff that
is produced in the country, and those con-
sumers have a right to be considered. It is
not a question of argument; it is a question
of the Government doing their duty to the
puople of the State.

Mr. KERR (Enoggera): The Minister is
not asked to do anything extraordinary: he
is being asked to make provision to enable
the Board, which consists of primary pro-
ducers, to receive a petition. Surely we can
place on the statutes any sugg(‘stlon to the
Board? I am using the Minister’s own words.
The petition may be of benefit to the primary
producer or to the consumer or both. It
really means that 100 people can sign a
petmon which can be sent to the Bo(ud
it is not desired that those repiesentatives
of the growers shall entertain the petition;
they may merely file it and repls in the
usual way. Surely the Minister will not
hesitate to accept the amendment? The
whole of the pooling arrangements are in the
hands of the Board, and 1t can come to its
own <ecision on the petition.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): Ii the
primary producers can elect their own repre-
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sentatives to the Board, I do not think they
will have any obJectlon to the amendment.
They only want a fair thing. Th» primary
producer has no object‘on whatever to a
provision being inserted in the
[T p.m.] Bill to secure justice to the cou-
)  sumer, because all he wants is fair
consideration and the same conditions of
living as those enjoyed by the consumer at
the present time, If the producer received
the same treatement as is meted out to the
worker, the price of his producs would be
fixed, not on the cost of ptoduction here,
but on what it would cost to preduce it in
other countries and bring it here. In the
engine.ring trade the price of a drill or-a
plough or a harvester is not fixed on what
it costs to manufacture those articles in
Queensland, but on what it costs to import
them from other countries. That is the basiz
on which the worker’s wages ave fixed, and
if the primary producers asked for the same
principle to be applied in fixing the price
of their products, we would ha\'ﬂ a rise in
foodstuffs of about 50 per cent. straightaway.
I remember the time when most of our dairy
produce came from New Zcaland, and at

that time cheese was always about 1s. 6d.
or 1s. 8d. per lb.: and if you run out the
primary producer, vou will certainly have

to pay the cost of bringing produce from
other countries. But we do not ask for that.
All we ask is that we shall receive a fan
price; that we shall not be regarded merely
as a taxpaying animal, but that w2 shall
have the same rights and privileges as those
cnjoyed by other citizens.,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Are you
in favour of the amendment?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: (ertainly I am in
favour of it. Do you object to it?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTIURE :
think there is any business in it?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Certainly there is
business in it. I am not afraid of allowing
the consumer to know as much as pos sible
about the cost of production and about the
prices we chzuge Before the Minister ever
knew that therc was such a thing as the
dairying industry

The CITAIRMAN: Order! T would point
out to the hon. member that the amendment
under discussion provides for the Board
receiving petitions from consumers. I hope
the hon. member will confine his remarks to
the amendment.

Ar. BEBBINGTON: We have no objec-
tion to the consumer knowing the cost of pro-
duction, and what we are getting for our
products.  When we formed the Cheese
Manufacturers’ Assceiation, and a price was
fixed, we advertised the information in the
dallv papers, so that the consumer might
know what the farmer was getting for his
product. That was a very good arrangement,
and the merchant was able to sec tht price
he would have to pay for the cheese.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
in favour of this amendment?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Yes.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
party in favour of it?

Ar. BEBBINGTON : Yes.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
us get on with business.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Certainly; I
make way for the Minister.

Mr. Bebbington.]

Do you

Are you

Are your

Then, let

will
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): There is
nothing in the amendment. There is an
\nherent right in every section of the com-
inunity to petition the Board without placing
it in this Bill. The amendment, which comes
from the National party, and is, I under-
stand, supported by the Country party, indi-
cates the lnoonsmtcncy of some hon. membora
opposite. There is rcally nothing in the
amendment; but it does not get “the peti-
tioners anywhere. It only gets them as far
as the sugar-growers growing cane for the
Colonial Sbval Refining (,ompauv got before
the 1e£§ulat10n of Sugar Cane Prices Boards
legislation was introduced. As I say, the
consumers have the privilege of domw this
without having the amendment put in the
Bill. There is 1othmg in the amendment; it
will not benefit either the consumers or the
producers in any way.

Mr. Vowres: Absolutely nothing.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the leader of the Opposition wishes me to
accept the amendment, I will agree to it.

Amendment (Mr. Sizer) agreed to.

XMr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): I move
the insertion, after the word * commodity,”
on line 45, of the words—

“ except such porticn thereof as the
grower may require for his own use, or
for the use of his stock, or for sale as seed
to other growers.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gilies, Facham): I am not pre-
pared to accept the amendment as it is
worded. I think there is some justification
for the grower retaining so much of the com-
medity as he requires for food for himself
and family, and also as feed for his stock,
Lat to allow cach individual member of the
pool to become a seller of seed or anything
else will possibly defeat the object of the Bill.
I sugges. that the amendment be amended to
read like this—

“such portion of the commodity as the
grower may require for food for his own
family or for his stock.”

AMr, J. H. C. Roserrs: Will vou allow a
man to retain sufficient seed for his own
planting ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes; he has the power to do that now,
The clause makes provision for exempting
from the operation of the section—

“(a) Such small growers of the commo-
dity as the Board think fit;

“(b) Sales of the commodity direct to
local consumers or to retail vendors; and

“(¢) Such other sales and purchases as
may be prescribed.”

We know that no Board would take away
sced that a farmer required for himself.

My, Beppiweron: We do not want the
provision that the farmers may keep the
seed for himself only. We want the farmer
t? have the right to sell seed to anyone
else.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
I cannot agree to that. He has no right to
become a shareholder in a pool and then be
allowed to scll seed without the sanction
of the Board. He has an inherent right to
keep his product to feed himself and his
family, and also his stock.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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Mr. J. H. C. Roeerts : The Board should
allow a farmer to retain sufficient seed for
hims=elf.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
He wiil certainly get thap right in practice.
There is no need to put it into the Bill.

Mr. BEBBINGTON (Drayton): 1 thank
the Minister for accepting so much of my
amendment as he has indicated; but this Is
not the first time that this party has advo-
cated the amcendment which I just moved.
We advocated it once before, and the
Minister refused to accept the very thing
that he is prepared to accept now. When
we were dealing with the Ploﬁteenng Pre-
vention Bill, in 1919, I moved the following
amendment : —

¢ Notwithstanding the foregoing pro-
visions, nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued to apply to larm or other
agricultural produce grown on the farm
or premises of the producer thercof while
being held there, whether for sced pur-
poses or for sale.”

The Minister refused to accept that amend-
ment.

Mr. Brexxax: Amend it in the way the
Minister suggests.
Mr. BEBBINGTON : I will not. He can-

not take aw ay from a man the seed that he
requires for his own use. Are you going
to make a slave of a man by deciding that
he shall not keep the seed which he has grown
himself? Surely we arc not going to make
producers bow down to slavery like that!
There are paddocks of lucerne all over my
electorate, and dealers often go to look at
that lucerne while it is growing and make
an offer for it, Mr. Peak, of Toowocomba,
has ridden miles and miles to see a paddock
of lucerne. I have ridden miles and miles
myself to see the lucerne growing in order
to obscrve if it was free from noxious
weeds,

Mr. BRENNAN: The Pure Seeds Act glves
all the protection you want.

Mr, BEBBINGTON: It does not. I have
known paddocks all over the place to be
ruined by noxious weeds. I have known
farmers o have to wait two or three weeks
before they could get any seed. I have had
to wait a fortnight myself for seed. Sup-
pose a farmer has a neighbour who wants to
buy some of his seed. Why should he have
to send it miles and miles away to the
Wheat Board to be sent back by the Board
to a neighbour for seed? At the present
time the Wheat Board refuses to allow any
farmer to sell seed to a neighbour. We want
to give the farmer that power. I do not
want to accept the Minister’s suggestion,
but my party are inclined to accept it. If
a farmer bas a nice clean paddock of wheat,
and the farmers want that for seed purposes,
where is the sense in making him send that
down to the pool, miles and miles away?
When the Denham Government were In
power I made a similar appeal to Mr.
Denham on the Co-operative Agricultural
Production Bill of 1914, and he said, “ You
do not want it with this Government in
power.”  He tock up exactly the same posi-
tion which the Minister is taking up now—
that he was going to be there always, and
the very same thing that happened to Mr.
Denham is golng to happen to the present
Minister. He is not going to come back next
time. (Laughter.) We do not want to rely
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on Ministers. We want to have the provision
in the Act, so that the farmer can claim
what he wants.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULITRE:
you accuse us of things like that?

Mr. BEBBINGTON: We do not wan'® to
have to bow down to a Minister. Why do
the Government want to introduce their
Soviet system herc? The farmers would now
benefit under it at all. The hon. member for
Toowoombs admitted this afternoon that the
Bill was intended to bring about the same
state of things that exisis in Russia.

Mr. BRENNAN (Toowoomba): The hon.
member still seems to have a bee in his
bonnet. He talks about the Soviet system.
On the one hand, he wants to get the best
reward he can for the exertions of the farmers
in the production of their commodities (he
is always asking for that) and we say fnat
they can get it by contml‘mfr their own indus-
tries. On the other hand, we hear all this
talk about a communistic system. The hon.
member does not want the farmers to geb
that reward at all. He is playing right into
the hands of the Nationalist party. He wants
every farmer to become a sced merchant and
a middleman. He is not playing the game of
the farmer at all, although he is sent “here to
assist the farmer. The Minister has inti-
mated that he will accept an amendment to
allow each farmer to keep sufficient wheat for
next year’s seed.

Mr. BEBBINGTOXN :
it.

Mr. BRENNAN: That is all the farmer
asks. The pool must be protected, but the
hon. member wants every farmer to become
a seedsman or an agent for the seedzmen
living in the towns. His Government sup-
phed wheat to farmers on the Downs for seed
purposes, and some of them sold it again.

Mr. BeBBINGTON : Give us a case.

Mr. BRENNAN: I can mention a case in
the hon. member’s own clectorate.

Mr. BeBBINGTON: Who was it? You know
very well that they had to pay for it after-
wards.

My, BRENNAN: They bought it on terms,
and they sold it for cash. If we allow the
amendment to go through, and the farmers
are allowed to sell their own seed wheat, it
will defeat the whole object of the Bill.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): T would like to
draw the attention of the Minister to pro-
visions in the Wheat Pool Act, which gives
the Wheat Board certain powers with respect
to seed wheat. Subsection (4) of section 6 of
the Wheat Pool Act provides

“The Board may, in such cases, and on
such terms and conditions as may be pre-
seribed, exempt (either generally or in
any paltlcular case) from the operation
of this section—

(@) Sales or purchases cf seed wheat
by growers of wheat to or from growers
of wheat for boni fide usc by the pur-
chasers in their farming operaticns.”

That has not been put itto effect. T do not
see why the Boald should not allow it. It is
not a qumtlon of the interpretation of the
statute by the Board; the powers have been
given by this Chdmbor and this Chamber has
said that the Board may do these things.
That is a direction to the Board to put it into
effect. Subclause (4) of clause 6 of this Bill
provides—

“ The Board may, in such cases, and on

Why do

Because he cannot help
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such terms and cornditions as may be pre-
seribed, exempt (cither genervally or in
any particular caso) from the operation
of this section—"
That is exactly a copy of the first portion
of section 6 of the Wheat Pool Act. The
Bill then goes on to say that the cxemption
shall apply to—
“(a) Such small growers of the com-
modity as the Board think fit;
“ (b} Sales of the commodity direct to
local consumers or to retail vendors; and
“ () Such other sales and purchascs as’
may be prescribed.”
Is not the power of the Bozud in relation
tu exemptions wrapped up in those words,
“as may be prescribed”? If the power is
,gm'cn to the Board directly under the legizla-

tion to refuse to exempt even the seed
required for a man’s own purposes. what
right has he to retain it from the pool

uccpt permission is granted him ss a matter
of courtesy by the Board? We take it that
no Board would suggest that a man is not
entitled to retain what he requirves for his
own purposes. This Bill, which is a copy

of the Wheat Pool Act of 1920 to a great
extent, for some reason omits this power.
Why? The reason is because it has been

a dead letter with the Wheat Board. If we
allow it to remain a dead letter and do not
protest, by implication we shall be sanction-
ing the actions of the Wheat Board, which
15 aefvmg the wishes of this Legislature. We
are told that that Board has auopted a new
practice.

Honourable members
tones,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I again
appeal to hon. members, on behalf of
““ Hansard” staff, to conduct their conversa-
tions in a lower tone.

. VOWLES: If the Legislature decides
to gnv to these people the nnnlcgc not
only of using what they require for their
own purposes, but of selling to their neigh-
bours, they should be allowed to do so.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This Bill
does not apply to wheat.

Mr. VOWLES: I know it does not; but
the Wheat Pool Act has been practically
copied. Tt will be found that practically every
clause on pages 4 and 5 of the Bill, with
the exception of subclause (3) of clause 5,
to which we objected, is contained in the
Wheat Pool Act. That provision, to which
v> objected, is an innovation. Now the
Government are leaving out of this Bill this
power of exemption, which is contained in
the Wheat Pool Act, and I want to knew
why. The practice has been that the Roard
has insisted on the sale being made through
the Board instead of through the individual.
Why? So that the pmceeds of the sale will
go into their fund, instead of the 1)1oducer
gettmg what he should get for his seed
wheat. The wheat which is not to be for
commercial use but for his own sceding has
to be put into a common fund, and he gots
the average price. Instead of getting, say,
9s. or 10s. a bushel for high-class seed, he
has to take the average price for commercial
wheat. I think this is a sensible and reason-
able amendment. The Minister has agreed
to accept that portion of the amendment
which statei—

“ Such portion thereof as the grower

may require for his own use or for the

use of his stock.”
Mr. Vowles.]

conversing in loud
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Is it the intention to commandecr during a
dry spell all the fodder in Quecensland which
provident persons have been wise enough to
ccnserve !

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :

Why use
the word * commandeer’ ?

- Mr. VOWLES: DPooling is commandeer-
ing.
The SECRETARY FOR  AGRICULTURE: The

farmers are going to control it.

Mr. VOWLES: The farmers are going
to control the assets of a provident indi-
vidual who requires the fodder he has saved
for his own purposcs. This fodder that has
been conserved 1s to be distributed amongsi
improvident farmers, probably not in the
same locality. Plobably it will be utilised
to feed racchorses. That will be a very
great injustice. A farmer might conserve
fodder for the purpose of fecding nis cows
to ploduce milk or cream, if he is a dairy-
m If you take that fodder from hirm.
you arc going to depreciate his earning
power. He might have some chance of
being granted an exemption under the Bill,
although it does not say so. E\Omphona
can only be granted to small growers. Pre-
sumably they are producers of produce in
negligible quantities, and they are not
worth while worrying about. Exemption
can also be granted for sales of the com-
modity direct to local consumers or to retail

vendors, The man who conserves his todder
would not come under that portion. Nor
would he come under the portion which

143

provides that ““such other sales snd pur-
chases  as may be preseribed” may  he
exempted. There is nothing in the Bill o
protect the man who has been provident
enough to conserve fodder for his own use
in a dry time. The Minister has stated that
he will accept that portion of the amend-
ment which relates to what is required for
the farmer’s own use and for the use of his
stock. Instead of accepting the amendment
moved by the hon. member for Drayton.
why not insert the words of subsection {4)
of section 6 of the Wheat Pool Act of 19290,
which says—
“Qr for sale as sced for bona fide us»
by purchasers in farming operations” ?
If the hon. gentleman will do that, he wiil
be proceeding along the lines of the Wheat
Pool Act.
Mr, W. Cooprer: If the amendment was
accepted by the Minister, the whole Bill
would be destroyed.

Mr. VOWLES: Why did the hon. member
agree in 1920 to those words being inserted
in the Wheat Pool Act? They have notb
acted disastrously in that Act. The section
has not been put into effect in accordancze
with the wishes of this Assembly. There
evidently have been instructions that it 1s
to remain a dead letter, and I am con-

firmed in that opinion when I find that the .

principle i« left out of this Bill.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): 1
suggest that the Minister should accept the
amendmont. Anybody interested in farm-
ing operations will know that in many dis-
tricts very keen iInterest is taken in
procuring decent seed. Many men will go
to a considerable amount of trouble to select
certain corn out of a maize crop before they
take off the whole crop. They take those
cobs, cure them, top and tail them, and use
the sced for seed purposes, and sell it to their

[Myr. Vowles.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Pools Bill.

neighbours, and their neighbours know that
they are buying seed of excellent worth—
probably better seed than they can buy from
any produce man in the State. The Secre-
tary for Agriculture, no doubt, will
remember a recent report in the daily papers
of several fatalities among cattle which were

poisoned by boudan grass, and
[7.30 p.m.] 1t is generally thought that the

Soudan grass which was respon-
sible for the poisoning of those cattle had
been considerably inoculated with one of
the sorghums, and consequently contained
a good deal of the poison found in sorghua
at certain periods of its growth. The Min-
ister must know, from the experiments
being carried out at the Roma Experimental
Farm in regard to crossbred Soudan grass,
that these grasses vary in different districts,
and, therefore, they are trying to find ous
at the Experimental Farm at Roma the
reason why we find in some of these cross-
breds there is a greater percentage of poison
than there is in other crossbreds.  The
general opinion on the Downs is that pure
Soudan grass is not poisonous to cattle at
any period of its growth.

Mr. Grepsox: Do you think it likely that
there will be a pool in connection wizh
Soudan grass?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: This is too

serious a matter for one to tale any notice
of the hon. member for Ipswich. He pro-
bably knows about as much about Soudan
grass as Soudan grass knows about him, and
that is nothing. If there are farmers who
take the trouble, as they are doing, to
secure seed that is as pure as you can buy it.
we have a right under this Bill to protect
them, as far as we possibly can. I think the
hon, member for Drayton mentioned that
there were certain men who prided them-
selves on the lucerne seed they sold, and that
farmers travelled long distances to paddocks
of lucerne before thev purchased the seed
to scc that the lucerne was frec from that
great curse, dodder. If a man has 100
acres of lucerne free from dodder, which
he is growing for seed purposes, why should
that man not be allowed to supply the
growers in the immediate neighbourhood
with lucerne seed which they know is abso-
lutely free from dodder? Why should that
man be expected to send that seed in to a
Board in Teowoomba, or Brisbane, or some-
where else while the men in close proximity
to him, when they want lucerne seed, are
compelled to go to some firm and take their
word that it 1s free from dodder? I cannot
see why the Minister should object to the
amendment, and I would ask the hon. gentle-
man, before he says that he is only going to
allow a man to keep sufficient seed for his
own use, to look at it from the broad point
—the pm(tlcal point of view. Those of us
who have been farming, and who know the
difference between good seed and bad seed,
and between pure seed and impure seed
would sooner go to a man who has a 1eputa»
tion as a grower of secd, and who takes
some trouble to seccure rrood sced, and pay
hiny 1s. or 2z a bushel more, because we
know we are getting the article that we
require, rather than go to a pmdu(n merchant
and buy seed which he says is pure, but
which is afterwards found to be impure.
The hon. member for Toowoomba mentioned
the fact that we have a Pure Seecds Act.
Quite so. After all, who are the people who
advocated a Pure Seeds Act? The people
who advocated a Pure Seeds Act were the
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Farmers’ Union weavs azo. Long before the
hon. member Toowoamha entered this
aupust Chamhber we were tailking of a Pure
Seeds Act, We (‘})O‘l’(‘dl" made reguests
that o Pure Secdr Bill should be introduced.

e T‘

Why we do 11?7 Becanse we know how
imp it 15 that we should have the verr
best, e We have heard many people saz
that pure sced does not count for ver
much. Pure soeds count for just as much

on the farm as pure bred cattle. We asked
for & Pure Sceds Act, and. after a good
deal of trouble, we got it. This amendment
is roing to }m,w a far- hfxchmg cffert, and, as
the leader of the Opy ion has pointed out,

a rimilar provision is already contained in
the Wheat Pcol Acr. What do we zee in
the Vheat Pool Act? We sce that the

has the right to keep back sufficient
use, and he has also the
amount of seed

farmer
seed for his own

power to retain a certain

in case there is a failure. When vou put
seed 1nto the ground it does not always
germinate and grow. You have to get the

weather conditions suitable to enable that

seed to germinate, and to enable it to become

a strong, healthy plant: and, in some
instances, we find it is advisable to replant
a p'deovk in order to take advantage of
favourable weather at a certain period of the
year, Consequentlv, I  would ask the
Minister to reconsider his decision, as I am
perfot‘ﬂy cortain that, if he will accept the
amendment in toto, he will never regret it.
T trust he will not be influenced by “outside
opinion, but will be influenced by the prac-
tical opinions expressed by hon. members
on this side of the House.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): I support the
amendment, and I hope the Minister is
going to p‘ace it in the Bill. I understand
the Ministor is prepared to accept the first
portion of the amendment, but he thinks it
is unnecessary to place it in the Bill as he
considers there will be sufficient discretion
in the hands of the Board to carry it out
without inserting it in the Bill. But we
know from the exporience of the adminis-
tration of Act: of Parliament that those
adminictering the Acts take notice only of
thoge fhzrf that are specified ther«in, and
if we do not set out what is the intention of
Parliament, we are not going to have the
Act administercd as we desire. The Minister
has indicated that he is prepared 1o accept
an smendment to enable the grower to keep
sufficient sced for his own use and for his
own houschold requirements: but he does
not seem prepared to place it in the Bill
That is most essential, and I am going to
press for the right of the producer to sell
seed to other producers,

Mr. BrenNan : Subclause (iv.) gives greater
powers than subsection (iv.) of the Wheat
Pool Act.

Mr. CORSER: No

Mr. Brenxan: If they exempt the small
producer. they can do as they like.

Mr. CORSER: Bat they do not do it.
The Board “max” do so, but the same
provision is made in the Wheat Pool Act.

Mr. Brennan: You are arguing that there
is not as much power in this Bill as is con-
tained in the Wheat Pool Act.

Mr. CORSER : We want more power. We
want to improve it as we go on. We are
dealing with a wide range of commodltles
here. A pool may be asked for in connec-
tion with any product. From the experi-

1922—5
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nce w2 have had of the Wheat Pool Act,
altbovgh we know that the Board may allow
a grower to «cll to another grower wheat
soed purpescs, we lind it s not giving
POTINISSN,

[Tty Has 1t refused?

ver given such

t cry  the

like this

h’)t be

nder the

vs ih {armer shall have

_¥ou put it in that the
nud allow him to de

bc—

he SECRETARY FGR AGRICULTURE :
defy the Board then.

Mr. CORSER: It is a power which the
farmer enjoys to-dar. snd we have no right
to take it away fmm him. We uagree that
the farmer may do 1%, but we do not say that
the Board “may " do it, because we have
found that Boards in the pabt have not done
it. We should not tie the primary producer
down by an Act which will work to his
disadvanta"(‘ It has besn ex amed that.
).(igﬂb(‘nr ire pro pamd to take seed grown
locally by a rciiable farmer rather than to
buv it from scedgrowers Whom thev do not
know. The hon. membsr for Pittsworth
referred to the fact that .\ou(Lm grass became
inoculated with sorghum, imphee, or other
grass seed grown in close proximity, and
that cattle were poisoned with hydrocvanw
gas through ecating it. When a farmer grows
ure Soudan gress, and the local people Tknow

that cattle ar» not likely to b2 poisoned from
n, why should we prevent the local men
taking sced from him.

He might

Reference has been made to ma One
farmer may grow good maize, which has
}m('fmo acclimatized and produces beautiful
secd. Why shiould that maize be pooled when it
can be of such valae to those in the neighbour-
hood who wish to buy 1t? Why should the
grower be compell~d to put that maize into
the pool when he could use it to such great
advantage and get an incressed reward for
raising sach good sred? A man might buy

maize secd from anyone oufside. which, while
true to type and acclimatised, may have
besn inoculated by being grown in close
proximity to some other kind of maize. We
know that very careful growers will only
grow a certsin class of maize within a safe
distance from other maize, and then it

remains truc to type. Farmers know where
they van get maize true to type from local
growers az'd we shoald not introduce any
legislation to prevent them from enjoying
that advantage., Good maize sced is worth
about 4s. per bushel more than ordinary
maize, and why should men who are improv-
ing the varieties of seed be deprived of that
‘dmmage? We find that shipping companies
¢re prepared to carry stud stock from Great

Britain to New Zealand free of charge, so as
to improve the stock in New Zealand.

Surely we are not going to do anvthmg to
hamper the production of stud seed in this
State. The amendment is quite reasonable,
and I cannot understand why the Minister
will not accept it, and exempt from the pool
not only such portlons of the crop as are
required for the use of a man’s family and
stock or for seed to be sown in his own

Mr. Corser.]
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place, but to enable the producer, after
ralsing a good class of seed, to sell it to
other producers in the State.

Mr. GLEDSON (Zpswisi): I am very much
surprised at the atfitude which the Opposition
are taking up in connection with the Bill.
We have heon for nearly two sittings dealing
with five clauses of the Bill, which was brought
in at the request of hon. members opposite,
and the operations und-r which are to be
<ontroiled by a Board appointed by the
primary producers. The hon. membér for
Drayton moved this amendment, and then tt
leader of the Opposition got up and said that
it was moved in the wrong place.

Mr. Vowres: No.

Mr. GLEDSON : The Bill provid
hon. members onposite are teving to get in in
another way, and ther want to make a mess
of the Bill altogether.

Mr. VowLes: No.

Mr. GLEDSON: Whas good would it do
the Government to bring in a Bill which Jid
not give the primary producers the pover to
control their own industry?

Mr. Vowrrs: Why did vou allow it in the
Wheat Pool Act?

Mr. GLEDSOXN : Let us see what the clause
contains, Subclause (4) reads-—

* The Board may, in svch cases and on

such terms and conditions a2z may be
prescribed, except (either gener in
any particular cas:) from the on ion of

this section—
(1) Such small growers of the com-
modity as the Board think fit:
(0) Bales of the commodiry direct ty
local consumers or to retail vendors.
What is a local consumer but a man who

buys for the purposes of seed from his 1
The thing hon. members opposite arg

igh-

bour 7
talking about all the time is already in the
Bill,

Mr. VowLEs: It is not in the Bill.

Mr. GLEDSON: Anyone with
intelligence can sce that the Bil] gives the
power which hon. members opposite are
asking for. The members of the Board are
elected by the primary producers themselves.
The Bill gives the Board power to exempt
a grower from putting a certain quantity of,
say, lucerne seed into the pool if he wants
to sell it to his neighbour for sced purposes;
it also provides that the Board caun exempt
a certain amount of maize or other product
swhich is required for seed purposes.

Mr. Coregr: What about what ha requires
for his own use?  Where is the power in
regard to that?

Mr. GLEDSON: The power is here. This
is &n attempt on the part of the Opposition
to wreck the Bill. Why? 1In the interests of
the big financial institutions, who are behind
them.  (Opposition laughter.) It iz the voice
of Jacob, but the hand of Hsau. Hon. mem-
bers opposite say: * Yes, we are going to
have a pool. We are looking after the
primary producers. We arc going to look
after this pool, which is going to be of benefit
to the primary producer.’” Then they come
here and obstruct the Bill. This Bill pro-
vides for the co-operative marketing of the
produce -of the farmers, vet hon. members
opposite want to wreck it. When the hon.
member for Dravton was first elected to this
House, he was a farmers’ representative, and

[Mr. Corser,

ordinary
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he came here with big ideals, and was imbued
with the idea of doing something for the poor
farmer. Hs came here prepared to uplift the
poor settler and make his lifs worth lving.
Now he sits behind the hon. member for
Pore (furtis, who represenis the big trusts;
he sits behind the hon. member for Albert.
The non. member for Dalby is leader of the
Country partr, and he is not a farmer at all;
ke is a solicitor. The hon. member for Dray-
ton sits behind 21l these people to-dsy, and
they #re all out to wreck this Bill. The hon.
meomber brings in an amendment in the endea-
vour to defeat the whole B We know the
diffionitics that those engaged in the co-
operative movement have tc contend with.
Take tie Co-crorative Farmers” Bocon Fac-
tory at Murarrie. Whom did they have to
5

v. CorssR: They had to fight Fihelly last
{Luughter.)

Mr. GLEDSO Ther had to come to the
Government to assist them to get out of their
difficulties. The same thing applies to the
farmer. The co-operative c¢ompsnies had a

big strugele before they got a footing. This

wides for assisting the farmer teo
mar his § co-operatively, but the
whole Opp including the Country

the Nationalists, who are composed
suem, are bound together to wreck
the meassre. This measurs is solely for the
benefit of the primary producer, yet hon.
members oniosite are trying to wreck it.

My, BEBBINGTON (Drastorn): I would
like to kwow if the Minister and the hon.
member for Ipswich know the difference
betwesn common stock and purebred stock.
if we i a pool for purebred cattle, would
ssmbers apposite campel the hreeder of
the purebred swock to put his stock in with
the cerumon herd?

Mr. Warrex: Certainly they would. They
da not krnow any better.

Mr. BEBBINGTON: They would do it
because thev do not know the difference. It
is the =ame wih seed, whether it is the seed
of cereals or anvthing else. If a man has
purebred secd, why should he be compelled to
put it intu the pool with the ordinary com-
mon article? If a farmer goes to the trouble
and sxpenze of gsiting pure seed, just the
same as the cattle-owners do to get pure-
bred stock, he chould vot be asked to niix it
with the common herd or the common seed.

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
After the speech of the hon. member for
Ipswich, there is little left for me to say.
The leader of the Opposition quoted a section
of the Wheat Pool Act, and tried to lead the
Committee to helieve that there were greater
privileges under that Act than under this
Bill.  The hon. gentleman is quite wrong.
This clause reads

*“{4) The Boar! may, in such cases and
on such terms and conditions as may be
prescribed, exempt (either generally or in
any particular case) from the operation
of thig se¢ lon-—

(a) Such small growers of the com-
modity as the Board think fit;”
That exemption <locs not apear in the Wheat

Pool Act.  This Bill exempts the small
growers of the commodity if the Board think
fit, and it also exempts—

€15} Sales of the commodity direct te
local consumers or retail vendors, and—

“{¢) Such other sales and purchases as
may be prescribed.”

party @

of midd

hon.
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We Lnow the Wheat Board is dealing with
wheat, and sced wheat is an important thing.
Supposing a pool was formed amongst the
Rlodes grass growers for the purpose of pool-
ing the seed, or supposing ihere was a pool
for paspalum seed. ‘There is a lot of pas-
palun grown in North Queensland, and also
1 the Kingaroy district, and sent all over
CAustralia. Assuming a pool is formed, what
a ridiculous proposition it would be to allow
cach grower to sell his own paspalumn seed
wherever he liked. We mus remember that
three-fourths of the producers concerned have
first to agree to form a pool. To listen to the
onc-cyed speeches that have been made by
hon. members opposre, one would imagine
that the Board was something hestile to the
growers, or that it was a Government institu-
tion.

Mr. VowrLes: That is our experience in
connection wirh the Wheat Board.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Wheat Board has not been interfered
with in any way by the Government or by
myself as Secretary for Agriculture. The
Bourd was appointed by the growers to carrs
out 1ts duties free and untrammelled. There
is no suggestion that the Government or the
Secretary for Agriculture should interfere
with the farmers’ business in any way. To
listent to the speeches of hon. members oppo-
site, one would imagine that the Board was
going to try and injure the dairy farmers;
but, as a matter of fact, it can exempt the
small growers altogether. It can also exempt
sales of the commodity to local consumers
and retail vendors. 1If the amendment of
the hon. member for Drayton were inserted
in the form he suggested, it would defeat
the object of the Bili. I am quite willing
to allow the farmer to retain the product for
his own food or as food for his family or his
stock.

Mr. BespinegToN : Why shouldn’t you do so?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
It is wonderful to sce the suspicion the hon.
member for Drayton has of the dairy
farmers.

Mr. BeBBINGTON: Suspicion of you.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
What have I got to do with it? The Board
will be elected by the votes of the growers,

and naturally they will pick the best men.

out of their number to represent them. What
4 poor opinion the hon. member has of bis
fellow-farmers if he thinks that they would
do anything unreasonable or anything that

would inflict hardship on the

[8 p.m.] growers or suppliers. The whole

thing is really a co-operative
undertaking. All the growers become share-
holders automatically by proclamation, after
expressing their willingness to have a pool
created, and they appoint their directors—
that is, the Board—to carry out the pool in
the intarests of all the sharsholders.

We have been six and a-half hours on five
clauses of this Bill, and it really appears to
me that hon. members, although they declare
from time to time that they are not hostile
to the measure and that they believe in the
pooling system, are actually opposed to this
proposal. Fvery time they get up they point
out weaknesses of the Bill.
those weaknesses. They must exist in any
scheme controlled by human beings; but the
Bill itself gives the Board all the power they
want. It was drafted with a great deal of
care and consideration by myself, because I

[14 SEPTEMBER.]
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recognised . that, when it came into this
Chamber, if it was possible to point out any
flaws in 1t, they would undoubtedly be dis-
closed. As my friend the Secretary for Rail-
ways zays, anyone can destroy a palace, but
it takes a man with some constructive ability
to build a fowlhouse. When the foundation
was laid of this legislation we had nothing
to guide us, because we are making history;
we are passing legislation which has not been
passed 1n any part of the Commonwealth or
n any part of the world, so far as I know.

3r. Vowrss: You had the Wheat Pool
Act to guide you.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTULTURE:
I am speaking gencrally of the legislation
of this Government. I say that in Queens-
land we are pioncering this legislation. The
Bill has been framed with due regard to the
requireinents of the case, and gives to the
Board elected by the farmers all the power
necessary to make a success of the scheme.

Ar. Corsgr: It does not give the producers
power to sell seed to other producers.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
It gives the Board power te exempt small
growers and such sales ‘“as may be pre-
scribed.”

Mr. BepinGgTON : The Wheat Board has not
done that.

The SKCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
It can do it, and I think that we can very
well leave it as it is. I have no objection to
allowing any producer to retain so much as
he may require for himself, his family, and
his stock, but to allow him to sell just as he
itked would practicaly destroy the whole
scheme.

Mr. Vowres: The Wheat Pool Act exempts
sales b¥ growers to other growers for seed
for use in farming operations. What does
that mean?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I say that the provision of this Bill giving
power to exempt small growers gives a
greater power than the Wheat Pool Act.
I admit that the Wheat Pool Act does make
exveptions in rezpect of seed, but that Bill
dealt with a specific crop. In the case of
bananas and pineapples there is no seed at
all, and in the case of Rhodes grass and
paspalum there i3 nothing else but seed. If
you exempt the commodity for seced purposes,
vou exempt the whole commodity. I see no
reason why I should give the shareholders—
if I may put it in that way—power to sell
unless the Board wish.

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): i
again draw the attention of the Minister to
subciause (4) of clause 3. Very few men know
how to grow and save lucerne seed, Suppose
such a man happens to be in an area where
a pool has been declared, and another such
man in an area in which ihere is no pool.
The latter can sell lucerne seed untrammelled
to any of his neighbours. He can even go
and sell it in the area in which a pool has
been declared. For the life of me I cannot
understand why the Minister objects to the
insertion of thesc words. because the subelause
I have mentioned distinctly states that only
certain specified lvcalities or districts may
be affected. If we did mot want a pool for
lucerne sced on the Downs, and they had one
below the Range, what is to prevent a well-
known lucerne-seed grower on the Downs
from selling it below the Range?

Mr. J. H. C. Roberts.]
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: SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: A lucerme-
seod pool would siob be very effective in
Quecnslarnd

Mr. H. O ROBERTS: It iv quite pos-
sible. Remember that the Wheat Board hes

power 1o o overy bushiel of wheat of a
certain guality in Queensiand; but in this
Bill it is distinetly stated that certain locali-
ties may form pools, whilst others may net,
so that there is no analegy between the two
cascs, .

The

The  SECRITARY  FOR AGRICULTURE:
wheat pool practically applie: only to the
Darling Downs, There is no wheat grown

in Norrh {Juecnsland.

Mr. J. H. €. ROBERTS: There is a
certain amount grown in the Burnett and
Nanango disrricts. The Minister referred to
paspalum; but paspalum seed is used for
only one purpose—to propagate its kind.

The SECRETARY I

FOR AGRICULTURE: It is
being sold in the Southern Btates.

Mr. 3. H. €. ROBERTS: Tuder those
conditions, it would be guite safe to allow
the growers to sell amongst themselves, pro-
vided that, for export purposes, it was
pooled. The men who buy it for the export
trade would be thoie who would make the
big profits. It is mnot sold as a food com-
modity ; nothing is made out of it; it is not
cven sold as bird seed. I ask the Minister
10 read subeclause (4) of clause 3 bafere he
definitely refuses to the grower the right to
rctain his sced, provided he is a man who
has a name for taking a lot of trouble and
saving only seed of excellent guality. Such
a wan has a right to be put on the same
footing as another man in a district, where
there is no pool.

Mr. BRENNAN (Yoowoomd
such spee a+ he has jut nw
memher for Pittsworth underrates the
intelligence of the farmers. Just imagine
having a pool in regard to lucerne seed on
the Downs and none for that grown below
the Range, when the vers men who grow
the lucerne seed have the right to say
whether they wan*t it or not. Imagine the
wen in the Lockyer district saying they want
a pool and those on the Downs s they
do not want onc.

). In making
ide, the hon.

2
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o
S

Weo have an example of the oneration of
the law in connecction with the banana pool.
The farmers did not want it, and that was
the end of it. We do not say they must
have pools, but this Bill gives them the
power to have pools if they so desire. The
leader of the Oppositien was very unfair fo-

night. Ile either did not prepare his argu-
monts, or he was trying to mislead the
Housc. Subclause {4) of clause 6 is exactly

the same as subszection () of soction & of the
Wheat Pool Act. It provides—

“ The Poard may, in
on such terms and conditiens as may be
preseribed, exempt her generally or
1 any particular case) from the opera-
tion of this section”—

The Wheat Pcol Act eays that the Iloard
may exempt-—

“ Sales or purchases of seed wheat by
growers of wheat to or from growers of
wheat for bona fide use by the purchasers
in their farming operations.”

Mr. Vowirs: That is what we

[Mr. J. H. . Roberts,

such cases. and

ask for now.
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My, BRENNAN: This Bill says that the
Board may exempt—
* SBuch small growers of the commodity
as the Board think fir.”

The small grower can do what he 13l
bur, exchaunge. barter. Without expr

ating what his powers ave to be,
given greater power. The hon. member
avs the power 1s ted in the Wheat Pool
ITe must agvee that tha

1

b 5

¢t and not here.
arowers will have greater power once they
t the exemption. The second paragraph

“ Sales of the commodity direct to local
consumers or to retail vendors.”
That covers the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Drayton. 1f the Board will not grant
o‘x(unptxons, being the creation of the farmers
thems=elves, it can be dealt with by the
farmers,
My, J. H. C. Roserts: What is to become
+f the pool if they can do that?

. Mr. BRENNAN: If they can do it, what
is there to worry about?

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: As a matter of
faet, it is not a pooling Bill at all.

J'S‘RENNAN : It need not be a pooling
'lneq, the clause further provides for
the exemption of—
* Such other sales and purchases as
iiay be preseribed.”
Mr. J. H. C. RoBerts: What is the good
in‘ {rhg pool if the Board can exempt every-
yody ?

. :\Ii;. BRENNAN: All these people on
beball of whom our opponents are complain-
g may get exemptions if the Board sees fit.
Tlhie Tleador of the Opposition and the hon.
member for Drayton zay that it is necessary
that growers should have the right to sell
Just imagive allowing seed to be sold by any
person at all!

Mr. BEBBINGTON :

Leading

Mr. BRENNAN: Br or tn any grower.
Whe else wants seed but the grower ? If every-
hody has the right to sell sced, it will defeat
¢ objeet of the Bill. If these men have the
r’rg})t to retain such seed as they require for
their own use, the rest should go into the
pool.  If one man grows a perfect article,
superior to anybody else, as the hon. member
for Pittsworth states, he hus the power to
ot an exemption under the exemption of
“such other sales and purchases as may be
paescribed.”

Myr. BemBINGTON: Exemption is granted
only in the case of well-known growers of
ced wheat.

Oh, no. You are mis-

Mr, ‘EREI_\TNf\N: The farmers can put a
row Beard in if they are not satisfied with
the actions of the men whom thev have

clected. I think the Minister should not

seeopt the amendment.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I want to
relate the actual experience under the Wheat
Board in conncction with seed wheat. T can
=ay for certain that the only way in which
the Board has managed to deal with the
farmers has been by simply ignoring all
transactions in sced wheat. I have seen men
dealing with wheat under the very nose of
the Board’s officer, who did not take any
notice.  They simply defy the Board. It
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has been found so irconvenient to refer every
transaction in secd wheat to the Board that
it has been impossible to get men to comply
with the Act.

Mr. W, Coorer: There
from this measure then.

be no fear

will

3dr. DEACON : Some time somebody may
be cavght. Later on in the Bill provision
is made for the imposition of a fine of £500
when auybody is found infringing the pro-
vision of the measurc. The men are taking
these risks at present. Why not legalise it,
and allow it to be done? The Minister is
out to get the experience of farmers. Why
does he not take some notice of this?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: [ take u
lot of notice of the farmcers, but I do not
take notice of men who say they represent
the farmers.

Mr. DEACON: T am a farmer, and I have
suffeved this inconvenience. If the Minister
azked the Wheat Poard, he would be told
that this is going on. He could see it for
himself if he went up into the wheatgrowing
districts.

Mr. CORSER (Burnciét): The Minister has
indicated that he is prepared to accept the
first part of this amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: If the
hon. member for Drarton withdraws his
amendment, I will accept that portion.

Mr. CORSER: If the
worthy of being put in,
Minister not accept it ?

amendment  is
why should the

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Let the
hon. member for DUrayton withdraw his
amendment,

Mr. VOWLES (Daiby): The hon. member
for Drayton ha# alrcady spoken on throe
occasions, and it is not competent for him
to withdraw his amendment.

The CHAIRMAN : I do not wish to block
him, so I will put the question to the Con.
mittee. Does the Committee approve of the
hon. member for Drarton being allowed to
withdraw his amendment?

Ho~xovrasne Mrmsers : Hear, hear!

The CHAIRMAN:
withdrawn,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillics, Eerham): 1 beg to
move the jnusertion, afrer line 8, page 5, of
the worde— '

The amendment is

. . .
Y Buch portion of the commodity as
the grower may reguire for his own use
or as seed or for foed for his family or
his live steck.” i

Mr, VOWLES (Dalby): Tt is a case of
having to accept three-fourths of that
amendment. 1 am sorry that the Minister
will not make the Bill in accordance with
the Wheat Pool Acs, If he is determined
not to do that, we will accept what he has
proposed.,

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: It is
more liberal than the Wheat Pool Act.

Amendment (Mr. Gillies) agreed to.
Mr. DEACON: T beg to move the omis-

sion, on line 55, Dbage 4. of the word  five,”’
with a view to inserting the word “ one.”’

[14 SEPTEMBER.]
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The CHAIRBMAN: An amendment having
been moved in a fafter portiou of the clause,
I cannot accept the hon. member’s amend-
ment, He should have moved his amendmens
befors the amendment was wmwoved by the
Secretary for Agriculture,

Clause 6, as amended, put and passed.

Clause T—* Delivery to be made in name
of grow:se—put and passed.

nder ta be evidence  of

—put and passed.

gt

to dolives

Clause
intention

Clause 89— Board's decision as to quality,
ete., to be finagl—
IIr. VOWLER Dalbyl: Clawse 6
vides—
CBave as Leeeinafter prescribed, all
the comupiodities shall be delivered by the
grow thorsof = the Board . . .7

This clause provides—

pro-

"The Board shall not refuss o
accept.”

I object to bhe phrassolo Why not say,

“The Beard shall a is the

Fusiness elause of the
“ 8. {15 The Board shall not refuse to
accept from any grower any of the com-
modity wnich is of the prescribed qualisy,

or which c¢onforms to the prescribed
standard, or when s» preseribed for
which  a  certificate  of  merchantable

quality from a State grading officer or
other officer appointed in that behalf
has bien obt:ined and tendered with the
cornmodity, provided that the commodity
is  delivered 1 rdance

Act  within = casonable  times  as
hall be fixed by the Boeard: and, sub-
ject to this Acr, the Board shall, out
of the proceads of the commodity dis-

posed of by the Board under this Act,
make pavments to each grower of tha
commndity  delivered to the Board in
respeet of the eommodity delivered by
him, on the besis of the net proceeds of
the sale of all the commodity of the
same quality or standard delivered to

Board and the propoer-
ronuaodity so delivered by

and sold by
uch

tian of
such gue

The whole of the commodity 1= commau-
desrad or controlled under this

1 . yet it
has porti that reaches the pre-
wality

Is

%

3 osecopted. What
rtion of the com-
o the prescribed

17 o
maodity which 1s

qualitv?®  Presums: is to remain the
property of the g - In an earlier part
of the Bill it v to be controlled. The

farmer has o send Jown samples and ge
a certificate of quslity. He then has to
supply the wholr consignment in accordance
with the sawaple. ¥ all know that. so
far as samples of grain are concerned, it 1s
very easy io get the bulk very litile above
and verv little below that sample. Thera
is no such thing as an average sample. You
will have nv men sending down seed as
they sent down their wheat to the pool.
hoping against hope that thay were going
to get a certificate for fa.q. or something
approaching that quality. Ther will find
that it will not approach the sample of the
prescribed quality. A portion of it might,
but the butk of i+ will not. The grain will
be forwarded to tha receiving depbts, and,

Mr. Vowles.]
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in many cases, i I not reach the preseribed
quality.

Who  prescribes  the

. Mr. VOWLES: I understand that there
is a standard. There is.an “fa.q.’” stand-
ard for wheat. Many of the farmers on
wns were very disappointed when
they discovered that their produce, which
they thought would be graded as frst
quality, was not regarded by the Board as

such. The same position will arise here.
Mr. Gugbsox: They will be mescubl F
their own qua ‘ty and dealing with their

own stufl.

Mr, VOWLES:

; The standard, I teke it,
will be high. Under the Wheat Pool Ack
that wheat V»,nc*l did not reach the pre-
scribed standard remained the property of
the Board after it had taken control of it.
Cz’ne “fa.q.”” wheat got the top prices, and
the other at vas controlled and evenbu-
ally disposed of, Aow when this stoff is
sent to the depdts, and it does not come up
to the prescribed quality, that portion which
does not come up to the reomred standard
is go;ng to be lefs on han What is going
o becoms of it?

Mr. Grepson:

The Board will determine

that.

Mr. W. Cooper: What became of the
wheat ?

Mr. VOWLES: A lot of it wag sold as
chick Wheat, and a lot of it was used as
manure. this case the growers will have

stufl Whmh belongs to them, and which the
Board will not accept as of the prescribed

quality. It will be landed in Brisbane and
other depéts, and will be sacrificed. Thal
is where speculation will take place. The

produce which is not of high quality will be
sent down by the consignor, who will have
to pay railage on it. and which, unfortun-
ately, he cannot get back. If the Board is
to control the whole of the commodity, and
orly the p)escr;bed quahtv commodity is to
receive the top price and the rest is to be
dealt with in some other way, f)'}e") I can
understand it.  The position to-day seems
impﬁsmbin There will be no%nmg but
confusion and chaos, and many farmers will
become  hopelessly tangled over & Bill such
as this

[8.30 p.u

M. BEBBINGTON (D
! ¢ that when

A GovirvMent MEMEBE
the Bill

BEBBINGTON : I did not oppose it
I was one those who presented the first
draft of the Bill io the Frenmex and yet we

have an hon. mcn‘hm who comes infe this
Chamber and lies like that.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the

hon. member will withdraw that remark. He
is nov justified in accusing any hon. member
in that way.

BEBBINGTON :
was justified.

The CHAIRMAN :
[Mr. Vowles.

\ 1 withdraw it, but I
A lie iz a lie

Order! Order!

[ASSEMBLY.]

Pools Bill.

Mr. BEBBINGTON : I was justified in say-
ine 1t T was one of those who instituted that
Wheat Pool Bill. If the wheat pool took only
the ﬁrst-c}aszs grain, and we estimated then
that we were going to have 1,000,000 bushels
of secc“d class grain out of 4,000, 000 bushels—
if that 1,000,005 bushels of second-class grain
had been allowed to go on the market, the
nillers would have bought up that wheat
hich was not f.a.q. wheat at their own
price, and that would have spoilt the market
for the good wheat. The millers would have
bought up that wheat cheap, and would have
used & big proportion of it in making flour,
and the consumer would have paid the same
price for his flour made from second-class
wheat, because nhe miller could mix it, and
the latter would have got the extra

profit.

You ‘ave barrow-men in the streets here
every day selling second-class fruit, and, if
you are only going to take into the’ pool the
prime quality, you are gf;“nfr to have all the
second-grade flult sent down to the market
Pnre XV}}LH vill be flooded with the second-
ff. Then, where are you going to ged
arket ﬁ’n the prime stuff? If you are
to allow the market to be flooded withe
1 are going to take

goir
second-class ooods. you

away the market for the prime goods. That
is one of the difficulties of & moo‘
Mr. W. COOPER (Rosewood): I was sur-

prised to hear the hon. member for Drayton
fry to tell this Chambel that primary pro-
ducts of fArst quality will not realise 2 first~
class price. As a matter of fact, all first-class
maize, wheat, fruit, chaff, or any other
primary product sent mto the market has to
compelle with the second-class stuff sent down
at the same time, and the second-class stuff’
cannot alter the situation one bit. The hon.
member for Drayton wants to convey Yo this
Chamber that this Bill will be of no benefit
un“ss the whole of the products are pooled
a\g the Board takes charge of the lot. Just
a few moments ago he endeavoured to get an
amendment in, and said it was absolutely
Necessary ‘:0 pelml‘r a grower to retain the
whole of his grain if he required if for a
specific pury pose—that is, for seed. That
amendment would have placed the Bill oban
out of court. The Bill would not have been
worth a snap of the fingers if that amend-
ment had been passed. Ife now wants the
Board to control the whole of the produects.
Members of the Opposition do not know
where thevy are. T am of the opinion that
thev are endeayour‘nv to kill this Bill 'in
order to aNo w the old s*ﬁibm to prevail that
has prevail ea 80 zoﬂg—tx;"x’r to aliow the
nroduce merchants and their friends to con-
duct the business, and leave the farmer in the
state of chaos he has always been in.

Mr. BRENNAN (Zoowoomba): It seems
a strange thing to me that the hon. mamber
for Dvavton should oppose the Bill. Why the
hon. member should introduce all this obstrue-
tion against a Bill which is for the benefit of
the farmers is very hard tc understani.
Something has happened the last fortnight
which has forced the hon. member for Dray-
ton to alter his tactics. Let me read what he
said about the cheese pool, as reported on
page 1124 of  Hansard ” for 1921—

“ This yveally was a Bill to eliminate
waste. He knew something of the waste
that occurred in the industry before the
Cheese Manufacturers’ Association was
formed It amounted to fully 20 per
cent. of the production. It was possible
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t0 save that by the compulscry shipment
of the surplus.

“Mr. Hartley: Are vou in
this Bill?

¢ Mr. BEBBINGTON :

Later on he said—

“There was nol a record to
show that any moas Lad besn
brought in o assist the farmer to make

one ny more in profits, except the
Wheat PW; Bill. To a great extent thag
Bill was moudnt in merely to save the
skins the uoverﬂme}h iheve were
practic 7 on the Opposit
. would he Minister ev
possible
WDGYR that Bill was before ithe House he
was right in f'vour ol the poaling system;
but vow_he is offering all the obstruction he
can to this nﬂp(}f‘;aﬂ Bill to eliminate
waste and { i

and
member §
farmer,
wt»hat is, r
—has to o
class
What do tlje
standard of w
‘they - 3

t-class produce

Qiree’r *narke
Z They set a
the middle quality, and
hat middle qua ality and sell
What will happen under
I stuff that is of merchantable
be pooled and sent for sale
be only one quar}lt The pool
frst quﬂhv down to market
iE rve co;d and the nfemor

will Ofnd i

ﬁ he &mﬁ is *zot
"16( not be allowed
va}m‘er has an
for t TRAY ’ct
;f ‘ne has

no stock, he should
neighbour.

TON (Draytony: I want to
> best s stcm—ﬂor the pool to

to allow
stuff, and
market, T

all be fx(‘U‘;QL€Q to
> 9 reads—

the eommodity
cribed quality, or

[l s*/\rms
rd, or when so preseribed }"or
a certificate  of wmerchantable
qu lity from a Q*a‘f @1&6”& officer or

kcm’r obtai

jon about accepting the

There i3 no sagg
g the worst.

best and leav
by guia*ion dﬂe method o be followed.
If the won. member will turn to the regula-
tion clause, he wz 1l ind that regulations may
be made, arpongst other things, for—

“ Ascertaining whether the commodity
is of the required quality and nreecr‘bmg
a standard therafor and for an increase
or decrease in the price otherwise pay-

able to any grower for any of the com-

(14 SEPTEMBER.]

the prescribed .

We prescribe

Pools Bill. 1375

Y cred by him to the Board
according o tPc guality or standard of
the commodity.’

There i3 no suggestion there about only
accepting  first- C’Qc‘\b produce and leaving
second-class and inferior grade produce with
the grower.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 10— Issue of certificates and pay-
ment ip connection with commodity delivered

]

t9 Board”—put and passed.

Clause 11—* Contracts for sale of com-
modity”’ —

Mr. FLETCHER (Port Curtis): This

dausp reads—
* Every contract which is made in or
outside of Queensland, whether before or

after the extension of thig Act to the
commodity,”
d g0 on. I move the m*qission, on line 30,

“ f?ueen land,” of the words
whether before or,” and a,ter, on line 37,
a3 a consequential amendznent, I will move
the omission, after the word ©delivery,” of
the words ‘“ at the date of such notification.”
The effect of the amendment will be that
any contract or sale madse before the pool is
formed will not come under the operation of
the pool. 1 think that a wise provision,
becau if we co’rpei contracts and sales.
made before the formation of the pool to
come under it, the operation ef the pool is
likely to have a ple}udlmai effect and to
create a great amount of uncertainty.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It did
not cause any hardship in regard to the
Wheat Pool Act and the Cheese Pool Act.

Mr. FLETCHER: There is mo analogy
between the Wheat Pool Act passed tyo years.
ago and this Bill. In the Wheat Pool Bill we
were dealing with the current season’s wheat,
had been made were

ter the word

and any sales that
specific and were definitely’ known. We
knew they had bheen made, but in this

case we are P}ealing with something which
is in the future. We are passing a measure
\»hwcn is going “to remain in force untﬂ it
is repeale While there may never be a
pool formed under the Bill, nevertheless, the
fact that the Act exists will frighten people
from operahng, knowing that, if at any time-

ool iz formed, certain confracts which have
heen made will come under its operation.
Under such a provision no buyer in +hls State
or any otHor State iz gemg to make pur-
chases of commodities, beeause, if makes
a forward purchase on favourable te ms, it
is quite likely that a pool may be formed
and the contract will then become null and
void. That will be bad for the farmer,
because there are many farmers who look
ahead and make forward sales of a part
of their produce so as o make their position
safe, but under this provision there will be
no buvers, I think that the Minister will, on
reflection, see the wisdom of accepting the
amendment. The clause in its present form
will bave the same effect as the ‘‘ Repudia-
tion Act,”” because it creates uncerbainty, and
no one will come forward and make pur-
chases. It restricts enterprise. The latter
part of the amendment is merely conse-
quential to the first portion of it. The amend-
ment will do away with a great deal of doubt
and uncertainty which will prevail under thee
clause as it stands, and I hope that the
Minister VHH accept it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. ). Gallies, Facham): I think the

Hon. W. N. Gillies. ]
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\
bhon. member for Port Curtis iz unduly

alarmed abouf the effeer of this claunse. A
similar pwv%wn is made both in the Wheat

Pool Act and the Chesse Pool Act.
My, FrrrcHER: The position is not the
same.

The SECRETARY FOR %"‘RICULT{'RE:
I am prepared to admit that., We have had
it stated sever ral times to-night that it might
be possible to form a :)00‘ under this Bill
to which seme of the provisions in the Wheat
Pool Act and the Chesse Pool Act might not
apply. But it has to be remembered that
persons might take advantage under the
amendment of entering into a contract and
tying up tho growers zo as to make the pool
ineffective.

Mr. Frercuer: If there was a chance of
their making sales ahead, thers would be no
nced of a pool. The Bill = only necessary
when there is a slump.

The SECRILTARY FOR AGRICULTCURE:
‘One of the arguments advanced in connection
with having a pool i1s that Southern buyers,
particularly from South Australia, might
<come along and offer cash to the growers
to induce them to make contracts. If the
hon. member will read the clause oanfuhv

he will find that, while power is given to
terminate Contlacts 1T says—
“when specified by the Board in a

notification published in the ' Gazette.

So that, if there is an existing contract
which is vot detrimental to the produ(elb or
to the pool, the Board, the members of which
represent the farmers a’)d are farmers them-
selves, will net seek to cancel that contract.

Mr. FLETCHER: It is obligatory; the Board
must cancel it

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
"The clause reads—

‘5o far as such contract has not been
completed by delivery at the date of such
notification,’

1 think it would weaken the pooling system
if the words suggested by the hon. member
were deleted. I think the hon. member, after
my explanation, will realise tho nec ~sx1tv for
the retention of the words, besause the Board
is not likely to impose any hardship on a
who has mads a contract.

boni fide trader

Mr. G. P. BX}\\ 5SS (Warwieky: { have
vory much ,)lOd\uLo In supporting the Jﬁl?llﬂ'
ment.  Anyone imvmtr a ]mo*«lev of
business corditions, and also ha Vitig a Ct(‘ ‘dre
for the preservation Of honour, will cor tainly
support the amendment. I am not concernci
Just now regarding local CoMm :ts which may
be made, because local men are cor }r::m‘t;
with what is likely to t\Lk place. and are
not likely to enter into contracts: but I am
very deeply eoncerned about contracts which
may be madc in connection with other States.
I und@-srend that if a contract is made with
someone in another State, the pool will honour
thd‘( contract; but innumer able contracts wore
made Jast year in connection with maize
between merchants and farmers in Queens-
land, and the merchants in turn made con-
tracts with merchants in the South. I do not
sce how the man who made contract No. 2
is going to be protected under this clause. I
“know firms who have contracted with farmers
to do certain things, but they suddenly find,
on account of this Bill. that they are unable
to complete those contracts. Is that fair?
XHas the Minister considered the offect this

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Pools Bili.
on trading conditiony in Quecens-
We will destroy the competition that
is so_helpful to us. Instead of the merchants

in Queor *Ifml eroouragt trade s they
naturally swould, this w il prevent them from
doing so. The Board will have a great deal
to learn. and will not c¢nter into coniract..

As a consenuence, a ereat deal of trade is
zoing to be lost to Queensland. This Bill
would be all vight if the principle were
zeneral througheut the States, and if every
other cemmunity were fettered.  We are
cribbed. cabined, and confined under this
Bill.  That does not apply to other St
No other British community indulg
preposterous legislation as is pur th
this Swate,  Th have freedom of action
there.  Here we do not hesitate to bring in
a Bill which places no sacredness whatever
‘hich the citizens of Queenstand
What kind of preple
unds=r such conditions?
what the effeet of this Bill is going
as I know the conditions fhat will

Very few contrvacts will be made
this ’3111 Who is going to suffer in
The farmers will suffer in
nees through missing their sales,
produce will not find markets. Thov
their markets throngh the
ng interference of the
ku m‘)n of Queensland in the Acts that it
[BEEEIEN have no hesitation in saying that
the (\xtrenno destructive principles introduced
into this Bill are aliogether against the
interests of the man that the Government
seemingly « sires to serve. It is going to
make sales made in Queensland void. Last
; farmers forward sales in
malze:  but some ane merchants  lost
heavily owizg to the slump that t=ok plave
in that commodity.

Mr. Breyvax: That is gambling.

oin contracts
have made with others,
are you going to breed
I know
to be,
obtain,
under

¥
hr« o

TeAT INaL

Mr. G. . BARNES: You can call it what
vou like. Forward sales were made, and
they will go on. If Quoonsland is not pre-

pared to make sales to-day with the South,

then they will go to \omh Africs or zome-
where else, and wo shall be lefs hi h and dry
with our fingers in our mouths instead of

having money in our peckets. T have much
pleasure in supporting the smmendment, as
ow from expericnce thaf it mean
th.uv to the produacess of Queenslard.

My, BRENNAN (Zocwoomhbay: 1
with the Minister that, if he allowed the

amendment to go in, it would desiroy ons of
the main provisions in the Bill. With regard
t forward rales. when the merchants made
the coutracts they knew the crop was grow-

ing. and they kuew it was going to be s
succoss.  They knew the world’s market
prices before ther purchased. Naturally

they would purchase at the lowest possible
pric: & that they would get the greatest
possible advantage out of futu markets.
The odds are in favour of the middlemen.

Mr. Epwarns: No.

Mr. BRENNAXN: The hon. member repre-
sents a maizegrowing district. e knows
that a LOIT}D').HV is I\C"Otldnn"’ for the pur-
chase of maize in the Kingaroy district to
csrry out scme process of manufactura in
Melbourne,

Mr. EpwarDs: You krow nothing
it—it is not in Melbourne at all.

Mr. BRENNAN: It is down South some-
where. At any rate, the Nanango district
is the greatest maizegrowing district in

about
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The Lon. mombvr knows the
benefit that this Bil will be to the farmers
in his clectorate. T remember that at one
time maize was sokd in Nanango for 1s. 9d.
wel, and six wmonths Jater the pries
e was as high as 5s. 3d. per bushsl,
i« a Bill which will protect the farmers
forwazd buying, as it will enable the
3 to form a pocl, Lot the hon. member
for Nanango deeries the idea. I do not know
why they put ** Bob” Hodge out for
Nanango. If he had been here he would
have stood lovally by us and would have
proterted tha farmer,  The hon. gentleman
comes in here and decries the farmers. Sub-
clause (3) reads—
““ Nothizg in this sccilon shall apply
to a commodity the subject of an interstate
contract.”

RQueensiand.

That shows that interstate contracts are fully
proteeted. Yet hon. members opposite t 411\
about lovaity to Queensiand. Thev want o
put the Union Jack over this Bill. Faney

loyalty because we want the
farmer to be protected! Cut out the Joyalty
and down to honesty ! All interstate
«contracis ar: proteeted. Any contracts nlade
with New South Wales will not be interfered
avith. The Minister should not accept the
amendnient,

Amendment (Mr. Fleteher) negatived

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 12 to 17, both inclusive,
passed.

[9 p.m.]

Clause 18—“Accounts of receipts and dis-
Hursements to be kept ’—

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth): I
move the insertion, after line 35, page 8, of’
the words—

¢ Statements of accounts shall be ex-
hibited at such places and at such times
as may be prescribed.”
1 think the Minister will agree that it is a
fair thing that the men who pool their com:-
modities shall, at least, have the right to
see the balatice-sheet of the operations of the
pool. Rather than that they should have to
travel long distances or expect the Board to
send each individual grower a balance-sheet,
which would add considerably to the expense,
1 suggest that these words be inserted.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Of course, all the accounts of the pools can
be inspected and will be made public; but,
if the hon. member wishes to have them pub-
lished In cortain places, T sce no objection
to it, ;

Amendment (Mr. J. H. C. Robeits)
0.

talking about

oot
o

put and

agreed

(lause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 19 to 21, both inclusive, put and
passed.

The House resumed.

The CuarryMaN reported the Bill with

amendments,

The third
an Order of the Day for
September.

reading of the Bill was made
Thursday. 21st

REGULATION OF SUGAR CANE PRICES
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): In moving

SEpTEMBER.] Fruit Cases Acts, Ec., Bill. 1577

cond roading of this Bill it is not
vy to -make a long speech. It is a
short Bill of two clauses to legalise certain
navments out of the Sugar Cane Prices Fund
and to validate certain payments which have
siready been made. Clause 2 practically
explains the Bill. The payments that have
been made are largely In connection with
"ontnteu( 0s of 1ep1e\ent'1tues of the sugar
industre which have been held from time to
time, Then 3Ir. 8. D. Walker was appointed
for six munths to act as publicity officer on
behalf of the sugar industry in Melbourne
at a salary of £1,000 a year. His term is
just about expiring. There are other ex-
penses in connection with legal proceedings,
including the Kalamia case. The fund, of
cour s subscribed by the growers and
miliers. M]d 5 their opinion that these
The Bill
already

s
payments may be made out of it.
0 vahddte

gives puower pay monf:

P
ay J\! 1
)s A5aY

ing
Tmt the Bill be read a second time.’

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): As I understand
that the furd under the Regulation of Sugar
Cane Prices Acts is available for making
these pavmmentz, and that the representatives
of the gvowers have no objection, I support
the second reading.

Question put and passed.

hradie

I hl\(‘

COMMITTEE.
(M r. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair))
Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
The House resumed.
The (Cmammysy reported the Bill without
amendment.
The third reading of the Bill was made an

Order of the Day for Thursday, 21st Sep-
tembar,

FRUTT CASES ACTS AMENDMENT

BILL.
('OMAITTEE.

My Kirsap, Brishane, m the chair.)

Cluuse I—"" Nhort title und construction of
Aet”

Mr. WARREYN (Murrumba): I congratu-
late the Minitsier on having brought in this

Bil] o £~ one of the very necessary things
Im 1 ndustry, and the fruitgrowers
3 ﬂxtrodufnon The fruit

v has bren in a very unsatisfactory
condition.  This legislation will enable us
to put a Lettor quality of fruit on the
market. All the other States have the grad-

y stem, and Quecensland has now deter-
ined to fall into line. I hope that the Bill
5 o spredy P ge, and I trust that it will
do the good it is ex]
Clau<e 1 put and pass
Clavse 2—""dmsadment of section ba’

Mr. COSTELLO (Curnarvony: 1 do not
cengratulate the Department of Agrieanlture.
1 congratulate the fruit section of the
Council of Agriculture on the introduction
of this measur hope that when the
Bill becomes ! the Department of Agri-
culture will not be in such a great hmrv to
force it on the growers that 1t will become
a hardship. It will take five years to educate
the farmers up to the present law. Already
the people are erecting packing sheds in the

granite belt,
Mr. Costello.]

AV
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VOWLES (DaN ¥l On a previous land. After a good deal of consideration a
n 1 think the Minister teld us that  their conferences, they set up a standard.
t

was going to tell us what * stacking”

was,

The  SECRETARY  FOR  AGRICULTUEE: I
promized to teil the hon. member for
Bulimba. (Laughter.)

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman might
tedl us all; we are all very much interested.

LIr. BRENNAN (Toowoomba): Clause 2 is
most _important. I thoroughly agree with
the hon. member for Murruwba in  his
u} preciation at the introduction of this mea-
When the hon. member for Carnarvon
that it took five years 101 ‘Ho farmers
« appreciate a little clause Like this, it con-
cemns him in the eres of his elettm

&ir. COLLINS (]}mrcu): I would like the
Minister to make this clause apply 10 the
elecrorate I vepresent in rezavd o the ship-
ment of fenit.  Shipping companies have
mpelled thg fruitgro in 1,owu1 to
two quart and when

the frmu arvives in S dmw it is in a bad
state. I do not know whether the Minister
can deal with that under rhiz clause. If
he can, T would iike him to deal with 1t
because it iz doing an injury, mnot ro the
shipping companies they do not

<~aro how the fruit arrive vdunev so long

they get their freight churges—that iz all
rhov are concerned about—but it is doing an
m) ¥V to the tomato and fruit CYOWars ‘mmd
about Bowen.

Mr. GLEDSON

(Ipswich): This locks to
i to be rather dangerous clause, and
nt to know how we stand. It says that
no person shall—
“Sell any lot of fruit or vegorables if
such fruit or vegetables is not or are
not graded as prescribed br regulation.’

Does that mean that if, sav, an old-age
pensioner has a lttle bit of garden in which
be grows some lettuce, beetroot, and tema-
toes, and his veighbour them growing
nicss and fresh, he cannot scll except ther
be graded? Where are we gofng to land
ourselves in connection with this business?
1 would like the hon. member for Murrumba
and the hon., member for Carnarvon to
answer that, if they are so enamoured of the

YA

Bill. _A number of returned soldiers who
sre  drawing nelmona have little garden
plots.  Some of their neighbaurs huy eges
from them. They also grow

vegetables, and sell them to

bours round about. Is this Bill gol 1 1o
nr themn <oing that? Will those sales

}x'l\e to co fhmugh fho merchantz ? It looks
to me as though it is gelng 1o be a 1}d1(‘\h1p
on certain ])oopl(\

The SECRETARY FOR AG‘Q;FI‘I TURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies. Fachan): t of ail
I would like to assure the hon, member for
Ipswich that I do not think
will be imposed by gazetting the rc"ulaum 5,
I will quote a specimen dcalmr' vith pine-
apples to indicate what is meant by setting
up a standard. The Southern Queensland
Fruit Growers’ Association held meetings
before the formation of the Cou*lul of Agri-
culture to discuss standards and erades, and,
upon the establishment of rhc Council.
remitted their views to that body, which has
given support to the proposal to provide for
standardisation and grading by regulation.
That association represents, probably, 90 per
cent. of the fruitgrowers of Southern Queens-

[Mr. Vowles.

anv hardship

standard can he varied from time to
that is on2 of the advantages of doing
regulation. If I were to provide
rds by Aet of Parliament, they could
be altered only by altering the Act of Parlia-
ment, These regulations will be brought ir
enly at the request of the fruitgrowers “them.
selves, T will exercise a certain amount of
mcretmn in regard to giving eﬁ"ect to regu-
lations which would be likelv to impose &
hardship on any section of the community.
With regard to pineapples, this is what they
set up as a standard for the time being—

* Binooth leaf variety—

8 to 12 to case
14 to 21 to case
24 to 26 to

case
‘ 27 to 30 to caso
Ah’:L‘

(‘};(, Up to 24 to case
’}w‘ F TUp to 27 to case
o conds . 28 fo 36 to case

R mln and similar varietios—
Choice ... Tn to 21 to case
First, 24 to 27 to case
Seconds 23 to 36 to case’”
With regard to citrus fruits, ther set up
o Nlalludld prov 1dmg size, variety, and

coleur. It is very difficult with <ome fruits
to set up a standard, but efforts will be
made to set up a standard with regard to
all our leading fruits.  With regard to
bananas, it is provided thkat they shall be
packed—* cross-packed,” in standard cases
containing 3,564 cubic inches. The caven-
dish variety are to be graded in three
qnxhtlw Choice bananas are to be of a
minimum length of 9 inches with a mini-
mum circumferensc of 5 inches. the froit
o be free from blemish. First-grade
bananas arc to be of a minimum length of
7 inches with a minimum circumference of
4 inches, and so on. We have been able to
profit by cxpericnce with regard to legisla-
tion in the South dealing with standardisa-
tion of fruit. I am sure the Bill will make
for the benefit of the producers. and T think
the consumers will also benefit, too. The
eader of the Oppesition wanted to know the
meaning of the word ¢ stacked.”” (Laughter.}
Ar. G, P. Barxres: Should the word not
be “packod” instead of “stacked”?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

No: ‘rtacke has a totally different
meaning.  According to Webster’s Dioctiona-
sri. “stack” means—

“ A large pile of hay. grain. straw, or
the like, usually of a mnearly conieal
form. but sometimes rectangular or
oblong, contracted at the top to a point
or ridge, dnd sometimes covered with
thatch.”’
its application in this Bill. “stacked’”
1dd have the same meaning as used when
veferring to a stack of pineapples in the
~ The object of the subclause is to
what is known as topping in the
connection with a siack of frait,

nl(‘\'(\m
shops in
such as pineapples or water melons, which

mlght come into the market and whiclr
might be stacked in such a way that the
b;gr ones are placed on top. The hon.
member who raised the question knew

exactly what it meant. I think this Bill wilZ
meet the case mentioned by the hon. member
for Bowen.

Clause 2 put and passed.
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The House resumed.

The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without
amendment,

The third rcading of the Bill was made
an Order of the Day for Thursday, 21st
Heptember.

BRITISH IMPERIAL OIL COMPANY’S
TRAMWAY AND WORKS BILL.
SeCcOND Respine.

Mr. PETRIE (Zoombul): I would like to
give the House reasons why it is necessaty
to introduce this Bill. The British Imperial
01l Company it an incorporated joine
stock company, registered under the British
Companies Act of 1886, carrying on husiness
within the State for certain purposes that
I have_ already stated. To carry on that
work they hold frechold property, portion
8. as set out on the plan attached to the
Bil. They also have leased from the Go-
vernment #ix blocks, for which thev pay an
anniual rental of £66. The properties are
divided by fwo public roads. The Bill i=
intreduesd to enable them to construct fwo
tramlines—one  leading  to  the Brisbane
River and the other to the Pinkenba Rail-

way Station,

The Prewitr: Do they propose to eract

works?

Mr. PETRIE: Yes; on the frechold pro-
perty.  Ther will construct wharves at a
considerable expense, and will also lay a
pipe-tra It 1s intended that tanks shall
be constructed and oil will be brought out,
not in casas and barrels az formerly, but in
bulk. and will be put into the tanks and
pumped up to the works. There it will be
packed in cascs and will be taken down b
the tram fo the Pinkenba Railway Station.
t be bronght up to the stores at Newstead.

The PrEMER: Will the tramway be buiit
under the supervision of the Commissioner
for Railways? (Laughter.) ’

Mr. PETRIE: T will explain that later.
The preamble of the Bill sets out how the
various propertics are situated and the
rosition of the various roads. The Council
of the Shire of Toombul—the local authority
charged  with the care and control and
management of the said public roads—has
consented to the company constructing the
tramlines along those roads. The objents
of the Bill are clearly set out. There are
only three clauses—the first being the short
title, the secnnd the interpretation clause.
and the third embodying the powers sought
by the company in order to construct the
tramway.

Mr. Corser: Will they be constructed by
ccntract or day labour? (Laughter.)

Mr. PETRIE: If the hon. member will
ask me that question on some future date,
o1 - noiics of it. I will answer hin
This is a verr serious matter, and I do rat
ser why there should be so much levitv.
The company is going to spend a consider-
able amount of money in erecting works,
but hefore thev can do so it iz necessary
this Bill through. In clause 3 it is

to 1
provided that—
“The work of construction of the tram-
ways aforesaid in, along, and across the
roads aforesaid shall be done by the com-
pany to the satisfaction of the State Com-
missioner for Railwavs, and no part of
the tramway shall be constructed or

reconstructed in, along. or across any road
until the plans and sections showing the
tramlines and the levels thereof, and all
working  plans, sections, specifications,
and drawings have been submitted to and
approved of by the satd Commissioner

in writing.”
There is also a peual elause which provides
that if, in the opinion of the Commissioner,
ve is any obstruetion, the Commissioner
may fine the company a sum of
[2.79 p.1.1 £100.  Provision is also made
that the company will have to
. ar their own  eoxpense and to
fhe set m of the Werer and Sewerage
Bos=yd, :id  pipes to protect the water-
ins ¢f the Water zud Sewerage Board.
vides that the traction may be by
power, electrical power, or other
cr. s the Bill contains a plan showing

her on the matter, and I have
{lcasure, therefore, in nioving-—
*“That the Bill be now read a second

GLEDSON (Jpewieh): 1 am rather
sed at the Nationalist party supporting
a Bill which contains a provision for ** Under
and For a considerable time past
c+11 objecting to * Liberty Fairs”
= Under and over.”

The SPEAKER: Order!

Ay, GLEDSON: A certain number of
rouds will be crossed br the proposed tram-
lines, and, while the Commissioner for Rail-
wavs i3 given certain control, I cannot see
that theve is any provision in respect to
control br the local authority., The local
suthority is responsible for the upkeep of the
vgads, and all the Bill says is that, as far as
pessible, the council is given authority. The
vads arc crossed five times, and, as the
loral authorizy is responsible for accidents
securying on those rvoads, the hon. member
for Toarabul ought to sce whether some pro-
isi uct be made to give the local autho-
or to see that the public are protected
ing=. 'Therc is another matter
X 4 like some informution about. I
ferstand from the hon. wmember that works
¢ 15 be erected on the compan®’s property,
and shat crude oil is to be brought here and
otined and made into oils suitable for com-
ercial purpeses. I would like to ask the
mewbsr, if the Government agree to
Bill. whether the company, in the evens
being obtained at Roma, will take the
e oil and refine it for the Government at
onable cost. If works are to be erected

f the o1l that we rxpect to find in our
1f the Government are protected
in that matter, I do not see any objection to

pat and passed.

CorMIrTEE.
T Kirwan, Brisbane,

Tlauzes I to 3 and the preamble put and
g8},

in the chair.)

pas

The House resumed.

The CHairMaN rteported the Bill without
amendment.

The third rcading of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

The House adjonroed at 9.40 p.m.

Mr. Gledsen.]





