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252 Questions.

THURSDAY, 26 JULY, 1923.

The Seeaxer (Hon. W. Bertram, Mcree)
took the chair at 3.30 p.m.

QUESTIONS.

BoARDS FOR REVALUATION OF SOLDIER
SETILEMENTS.

Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon) asked the
Secretary for Public Lands—

1 Have any boards yet been con-
stituted for the purpose of revaluation of
soldier settlements?

“2, It so, what persons have been
appdinted, what are their qualifications,
and what interests do they represent,
respectively ?

“3. If no boards are yet constituted,
what qualifications and "represeniations
18 it intended to include in such boards?
4. Will such boards deal with revalua-
tion of land as well as improvements ?

5. Will such boards be asked to make
suitable recommendations in ca where
it is found that it is impessible for
soldier settlers to make a living on {heir
holdings ?

6. When will such boards be likely to
commence revaluation operations?’’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANLY
(Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns) replicd—

“1 to 8. The personnel of the board
has not yet bren finalised. Tt will con-
sist of departmental officers from Lands
Department, Works Department, and
State Advances Corporation.

“4. No. ITis funciions will be to
revalue all improvements affected by loan
money.

. '“8. No. This matter is already receiv-
ing attention and will require an entirely
different investigation.

“ 6. Immediately.”

DramaxtiNg HOSPITAL AND (COMMON WEALTH
BENEVOLENT ALLOWANCE.

Mr. KING (Zogan) asked the Horme Secc-

retary—

“ 1. Has he recently received a petition
from the inmates of Diamantina Hospital
asking that such hospital be declared an
Institution whereby the inmates will be
entitled to receive the benevoleng allow-
ance of 2s. a week allowed by the Com-
monwealth Government to such institu-
tions?

“2. If so, will he say if the Govern-

ment intend to grant the prayer of such
petition ?”’

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Stop-
ford, Mount Morgan) replied—

“1. Yes.

‘2. The Government has no power to
grant the prayep of the petition. Repre-
sentations have, from time to time, been
made to the Commonwealth Government
to grant the allowance, bui, so far, with-
out result. Representations have again
been made to that Government.”

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questions.

CATTLE AND SHEEF RATLWAY TRUCKS IN TUSE IN

1514 anD 1923.
Mr. MORGAN (Murilla) asked the Secre-

tary for Railways—

“1. What is the number of cattle
wagons available for use in the Southern,
Central, and Northern railway systems,
respectively |

“2. What is the number of sheep
trucks available for use in the Southern,
Ceniral, and Northern railway systems,
respectively ?

¢ 3. How many sheap and cattle trucks,
respectively, were available for use in the
abovenamed system in the year 19147 7

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYY

(Hon. J. Larcombe, Keppel) replied—

1 to 8.
’ , 01d
: ‘Wagons
_ 1914, | 1923. | Rebuilt
i I . or Re-
| ‘ ‘ placed.
I | — _
CATTLE TRUCKS.
Southern and Central, 435 | 084 39
Divisions : o
Great Northern Railway 189~ 310 | 9
Cairns Railway Lo 3L 4z ..
Cooktown Railway .. 1 1
Normanton Railway .. ‘ 2| 2
Total | 6581 939 43
SHEEP VANS,
Southern and Centrall 409 ‘ 412 1 33
Divisions i
Great Northern Railway 54 54
Cairns Railway .. 2 4
Total .. | 465 | 470 33

It is impossible to give separate figures
for the Southern and Central Divisions, as
the rolling-stock runs in both divisions.”

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AcT AMENDMENT BILL

AND CoOUNCIL OF AGRICULTURE.
Mr. CLAYTON (Wile Bay) asked the Sec-

retary for Agriculture and Stock—

““In the event of clause & of the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act Amendment Bill
being carried, will he, as Chairman of
the Council of Agriculture, representing
the District Councils and ILocal Pro-
ducers’ Associations of the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Organisation, undertake to oppose
personally or by his representative any
claim made on behalf of persons employed
on dairy farms, fruit farms, or agricul-
tural farms for an award altering their
present wages, hours of work, or con-
ditions of employment, until the Council
of Agriculturc has been able to materially
improve the state of prosperity of the
average farmer cngaged in such indus-
tries in Queensland to an extent sufficient
to warrant any such award Dbeing
made? ”’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTURE

AND STOCK (Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham)
replied—

“The policy of this Government to
improve the conditions of everyone
engaged in rural industries, no matter
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in what capacity, is well known and
appreciated by all fair-minded people,
as is also their adherence to the prin-
ciple of arbitration in preference to
direct action. The hon. gentleman’s lack
of knowledge of economic laws is respon-
sible for his fear of albltlatlon in this
regard.”

Joxas NEILSEN MILK PASTEURISER AND
STERILISER.
Mr. KIRWAN (Brisbane) asked the Secre-
tary for Agriculture and Stock—

““1. In view of the necessity of making
a success of the scheme for the distribu-
tion of pure milk to consumers generally,
has his attention heen called to the Jonas
Neilsen Milk Pasteuriser and Sieriliser
now In use in portions of Great Britain,
also Canada, South Africa, and the
United States?

2. As the Coastal Farmers’ Socicty of
Sydney are reported by cable in the Mel-
bourne ¢ Age’ recently as having secured
the sole rights for the use of this irven-
tion in New South Wales, will he causce
inquiries to be made as to whether the
claims advanced for this method of treat-
ment of milk, which enables it to be
kept pure md wholesome for several
months, and, if necessary, sent anv dis-
tance withbut losing its freshness or
nutritive properties, are correct?

“3. Will he refer the matter
Council of Agriculture for full
and investigation?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
AND STOCK replied—

“1. Yes.

“2. Yes.

8. Yes, but as the inquiry is of a
scientific nature, investigations are being
carried out by officers of the Department
of Agriculture and Stock.”

to the
lnqun‘y

Nrucoriations witTHE COMMONWEALTH (GQVERXN-
MENT IN BE ADVANCES TO SOLDIER SETTLERS.
Mr. KERR (Enoggera) asked the Promier—

‘1. Have any recent negotiations tuken
place or has any agreement been arrived
at with the Commonwealth in connection
with financial concessions relating to the
loan money advanced or to be advanced
to soldicr settlers?

2. If so, what are the concessions, and
how will they affect the settlers?”

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore,
Clillagoe) replied—

““1 and 2. The financial arrangements
connected with soldier land settlement
were discussed at the recent Premiers’
Conference. The printed report of the
Conference proceedings will I hope be
available at an early date, and copies
will be dlatubuted amongst hon. mem-
bers.”

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL
AND COUNCIL OF AGRICULTURE.
Mr. COSTELLO, without notice, asked the
Secretary for Agriculture and Stock—
“Was the Industrial Arbitration Act
Amendment Bill, now before this House,
brought forward for discussion at the

last meeting of the Council of Agricul-
ture ?”’

{26 Jony.]
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
AND STOCK zeplied—
“ It was not brought forward for dlS-
cussion, nor put on the business paper.’
. Mr. CosTELLO : It was not allowed.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS AMEND-
MENT BILL.
INITIATION.

Hox. F. T. BRENNAN (Toowoomba): I

beg to move—
* Y That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itse){ into a Commitiee
of the Whole to consider of the desirabie-
ness of infroducing a Bill to amend the
Loca! Authorities Acts 1902-1922, in cer-
tain particulars, and to repeal the Undue
Subdivision of Land Prevention Act of
1835, and for other consequential pur-
pose&."
Question put and passed.

FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.
INITIATION.
Hox. F. T. BRENNAN (Toowsomba): I
beg to move—

*“ That the House will, at its next
sitting, reselve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the

Fire Bllgdd(‘\ —\0t of 1920 in certain
particulars.”

Question put end passed.

ESTABLISHMENT OF CO-OPERATIVE

PRODUCE AGENCIES BY PRIMARY
PRODUCERE.

Mr. CORSER (Buractt): 1 beg to move—
¢ That, in order to assurc to primary
producers the possibility of controlling
the marketing of their “produce, leglsld-
tive provision be made and loan moneys
be made available for the estabhshment

of co-operative produce agencics, to be
controlled by the primary producers
themselves through "a properly con-

stituted thlm iomre clected by subscribing
sharcholders.

This is a most important motion, and deals
with a most important factor in our agricul-
tural life. The keys to success in the agri-
cultural industry are profit and reward for
the people engaged therein. We must bring
that about by the stabilisation of our markets,
which can only be done by the people engaged
and interested in agricultural pursuits. We
must have direct communiecation between the
producer and the consumer; we must do
something by co-operative means which will
bring the arm of the produccr’s distribution
nearer to the table of the consumer; and,
when we have shortened the distance between
them, we shall have a far better opportunity
of giving to the primary producers the full
reward for the commodities which we expect
them to grow. Nothing would arouse more
interest on the part of the producer than a
system of true cc-operative markets, because
they would give him the opportumtv to take
and to hold something in his own interests,
and help him to realise that part of his
desire which he expected would be gratified
when he first heard the Premier’s promise

Mr. Corser.]
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at Laidley in outlining his new Primary
Producers’ Organisation scheme, )
Mr. Prssp: What do you think about the

sugar agreement?

Mr. CORSER: The hon. membker is not
going to draw me off the track.

My, Prase: That is a form of co-operative
marketing,

Mr. CORSER: I am going to deal with
this question in a broad way. I am not going
to_take one agriculiural industry, but agri-
cultural industries as a whole. and the hon.
member’s reference to sugar, wheat, butter,
or anything eclse doea not Louch \\hat Jis in
my mind, masmuch as I have in view a big
en-operative movement embracing more than
merely one product. Rural life must be satis-
fying to the people who are engaged therein,
and, unless we make it satisfving, we cannot
expect a continuation of produciion which
must bring about a system of distribution. We
cannot expect any nation to endure, let alone
build up, if we have not got that satisfaction
in our rural eommunity. If we have not got
that, we are not going to develop our dormant
lands and our dormant wealth. There are
three factors in bringing about that satisfac-
tion—three essentials which might be termed
the tripod—being the foundauon of the future
of the rural industry in » State like Quenns-
land. Two of these cssentials are production
and distribution. 1 think it will be admitted
that the third leg of that tripod is the most
iroportant, and that is a veward for thrift.
Ii we do not get rewarded for the work that
is put in on the farm, then we are not going
to have further development. If we are
not going to give the farmer some profit,
we are not going to give him anything
that will make it possibic for him to make
his home life comfortable. That must be the
basis of sucoessful agrienlture in the future.
If we cannot have a successful. happy, and
comfcrtabis bome with suceessful. happy,
and comfortable surroundings for the farmer,
then we are not going to Jov\mp our agris
cultural Tuduster agninst the comforts of the

citv, bersuse the voung sons and daunslters
of the f2rmer will lock for something more
COTLEES than the home ¢ that has not
beon comfartable.  In order fo establish a
basi> of sue we must enable home life
to be wmade ecomiorviable and enable the

former to secure ne profit for his labour.
To brirg ebout thar reward and thei profit,
the most advanced ‘gncumual countrics
wave goue in for co-operative enterprises, and
have given to the primavy producer the con-
trol of his pradu aid the control in the
marketing of hlodml» in crder to bring
nenrer to the producer’s mavket the table of
the consumer, #o that hc will receive the full
veward of his industry,

My, Prasp: Y our Federal Government say,
¢ No interference,

Mr, CORSBER : The hoz. gentleman would

incorfere in all cases “helc he thought one
was making an appeal for the man on the

I have cndeavoured to point out that the
essence of the future success of the agricul-
tural industry is comfortable home life. There
i* no man in polisics, whether it be the Pre-
mier or any Minister or any ]oaqer of political
thought, particularly of rural thought, who
will deny that, if we do not make that home
life comfortable, we are not going to do the
best for the industry in the future. If the
home is not comfortable, our young pecile

[Mr. Corser.

[ASSEMBLY.)
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wiil pass on. If the calling is not satisfving,
our farmer to-day will pass off the land. If
tho calling is not remunerative, he will not

acdvise others in our commumh to settle on
the land. If we do not make the conditions
in the industry satisfying to our own farmers,
tiren we should not call others from the other
sitle of the globe to come over and setile on
iiic land. To malke this production of value
to the man who produces, we must have occa-
sicn, as other countries have donc and for
which my motion provides, to adopt ‘he co-
cperative system, which will give to the
preducer a full return for his labour.

Mr. Cowuixs: Explain your scheme.

Mr. CORSER : I will certainly explain my
scheme, I thank the hon. member for
Bowen for the interest he is displaying;
but, before I explain my scheme, I might
he forgiven if I explain my reason for
legmg the scheme forward—(Hﬂar hear!)
—and my richt to bring it forward. I

received a letter addressed to me by a gentle-
man who the majority of hon. members in
this

House claim is right in all that he,
; This 1s the letter, addressgad to me
b no less a person than the Premier of this
State—not the letter rcad out by the hon
member for Albert last night—

“With effective  organisation you
farmers now have in xour own hands
the mesns to solve vour own agricultural
problems. You will initiate your own
proposals for co-operative handling,
marketing, and manufacture.”

Mr. CORSER: I have done that to-day.
OrpostTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. CORSER: But he says something
more,

My, Dasu: Will you swear to his hand-
writing ?

Me. CORSER : It might be a ¢ fake.” He
also Q;n" {o me—
‘You bave the driving force to insure
Hwn carvying through of all such pro-
pesals,””
Mr. Brree: He made a mistake.

r. CORSER : He is your leader and your

1 ior.
Mvr. Bruce: It is the first mistake he has
made,
Mr. CORSTR : The letter further =ays—
“The  CQueensland  CGovernment has

given an arscurance to the Council of
Agriculture that it will finance all sound
undertakings put forward in the interests
of agriculture in this State ”

T ask that the mouney be provided for the
catablishment of co-operative enterprise in
tie marketing of the farmers’ produce; and
by the letter addressed to me by the Premier
I have the right to initiate, and I am initiat-
ing, this scheme on behalf of the farmer—a
proposal which 1 am sorry has not been
initiated by the Premier himself or his
Government, as they have initiated most of
the suggesiions that have come forward

through the Chuncil of Agriculture. Up to
the present fime  that Council has not

brought about a pennyworth of difference in
the cost of marketing or confrol of primarg
produce.  Until it docs that, how is it
possible for us to reap a reward, or receive
any benefit from the Council, which the
Auvstralian Workers” Union has teld us has
coit thousands of pounds to build up?

Mr. Prase: Who is responsible for that?
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2ir. CORSLER: The chairman is respon-  concern, but covers the different scasonal
sible, and, in answer to the hon. member for  conditions that may oxist, adjusting markets,
Heibert, let me say that till very rccently sumlll\,, and demands, through one organ-

the Council of Agriculture was absolutelv
controlled by a (/ounul which was nomi-
nated by the Government. Then they blame
some of us because nothing of any great
matevial value has come from that Council.
r\ropo%ing @ means by which the
- producer will get some direct benefit
$ .nol‘nng which we trust will be possible,
¢nd which we know will be beneficial to
every man and woman who struggles in the

bush.  As the mpre%entatn e of the great
Burnett disirict, where there is so mu('h
land—5,000 farms are to be opened

Government \"1tbm a couple of years
T wwant to say thet, if we ave to open
lands, there must be, as a natural
further production. What are we
going to do with the productlon from the
tarms in existence to-day, and from those
5010 farms also, if we cannot evolve any
L vter scheme of marketing and distributing
productst T think hon. members will
: that it Is a matter requiring serious
copsideration; and that they should not call
upen p“ople to go in for further production
unm«-. they provide means of distribution and
handling of their products, and an assurance
2gu izt glutted markets, and more comforts
i1 th> home life, which, I think, will accrue
from such a ’chune as I propose.
1 ked just what proposals I have to
m'n'“ to create co-operative markets for our
+7  When the State Produce Agency

th 1\\“

1l\‘\LUl

Bih i being passed in 1917, the then
Seerrt for 4ouculturo c,patlatod upon
the benefits which would reeult from organ-
isatic He said it was gonm to bring the
preiducer and consumer closer to ecach othor
It hes vot done so. He said it was golng to
wipe out all the middleman’s profits, and
he drvew an ugly picture regarding them.
What has 1t done?  The State Produce

Ageney has acted more as a mlddlomnn than
private concern. It has failed in all
seconplishiments which the Minister
would follow in its wake. It has
not  won the  confidence of producers.
Further, the Minister, in introducing the
ne. stated that the Government would
:blish a cannery and pulping works to
with pineapples; yet we find in the
to-day, and during the last two or
three weeks, what trouble our pinegrowers
have experienced. The works have not ful-
filled what was expected of them. Why?
Begnuse the whole system has heern under
the control of the State instead of the pro-
duccrs,  The control of the industry should
he in the hands of the producers, who will
opcrate In the best interests of the man who
has to produce. Those best interests are not
to try to secure cxorbitant profits, but to
brinz about a readjustment of markets. Let
me izention the benefit derived by other
countrics through co-operative markets. The
results of tie co-operative marketing of pro-
ducts are known throughout all the “educated
countries of the \\orld, they are controlled
absolntely by the producer. with no political
interference or control. These organisations
have provided for the stabilisation of
markets by uniform methods, which secure
uniform distribution through the whole
countey, part of which might be in a state
of drought and part enjoying a season of
plenty. The co-operation of growers brings
about a co-operation covering a very wide
area of the State, and is not a little local

isert channel. The scheme has created satis-
faction and has accomplished confidence in
asrn(*ulture in the countries where it exists.

It has alzo provided an education to the
vourg poop]e, not only in learning itself,
bur i making them conversant with the

conditions, in learning the points of trade,
and in making them acquainted with the
factors governing the sale of products
throughout the world. It makes that infor-
mation available to all interested, thereby
n:oking  agricultural life more inter resting,
and giving a greater competence to those
expaocting something from it. By organisa-

fion qumt giutted markets  co-operation
has made possible the wiping away of

depressions owing to Jocal conditions,
has prevented excessive cost of production,
with the result that in all countrics of the
world where co-operative marketing on the
part of the farmers has besn eslablished the
farmer has rcccived more for his produect,
and the consumer has 1)31(1 lows for his fcod.
‘g-opcration has cnabled the farmcr to sell
his product to the consumer at a cheaper
price, and to take to himself the whole of
the  profit. (‘o-operation onablos bettor
organisation to insure against loss, and lends
to an 1;1‘310\ ement in transporg (’onultlo%
ich in itself i+ an insurance possible to

H'm farmer under no other system. IIon.
moembers on the other :ide must agree with
the z)d\'antagos of co-operation. Let me

appeal to Government members not to allow
rigid party politics to prevent Quecnsland
from securing the advantages of co-opera-
tion, which has built up not “only the Uhnited
States but also Denmark and other countries
that have gone in for co-operation.

Corrans: I will hand you a copy of
our platform.

Mr., CORSFR: The hon. member’s plat-
form iz the socialisation of industry. whilst
ours is the control of industry by the
primary producer under a co- operatl\’c Sy
tem of the marketing and distribution of
his products in the interests of the producer

and in the interdsts of the consumer, who
will receive his food at a fair price.
The SgcreTary For Pusric Works: You

iple of Tom Mann.

Mr. CORSER: That is more than I can
say of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. ¥irwax: That is what vour friend
Bebbington advocated in Rosewood.

Mr. CORSER: If hon. members opposite
agrec with these prineiples, they have only
to vote for the motion. If I have got so
ciese to their ideals as they wish to make
out, let them support this motion, and let
themn by their votes give the farmers the
al to initiate this co-operative

The Secrerary ror Prsric Works: Let it
go to a vete and see.

Mr. CORSER:
it go to a vote,
vote: but hon,
going to ‘“gag’”’

are a dis

We are prepared to let
and I hope it will go to a
members opposits arce nob
members on this side by
that kind of talk. The producer should con-
trol the business end of his calling. Aus-
tralia is foo far behind in co-operative enter-
prise. Of the ccuntries that have gone so
far ahead in co-operative enterprise, prob-
ably the most up to date is America; but let
us see what has been done in England and

Mr. Corser.;
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Scotland. Half the populations of those two
countries buy their food through co-operative
markets, while we here have not got one
co-operative market. I do not ask for a
monopoly. I ask for the establishment of a
co-operative ':elhng agency, so that we can
show the people of Queensland and of Aus-
tralia what is possible; and we are prepared
to depend for the future expansion of
co-operative marketing on the results that
we can show once we get a foundation.
Once we can show the people the fairness
resulting from co-operative marketing, we
shall win through.

In America years ago, when co-operative
handling was first established, failure after
fatlure took place. They first ‘of all handled
the product of each individual under his

particular ‘brand. After finding

[4 pm.] markets and getting experience

—which is all available for
the (Governments of Australia to-day—they
found it essential not only to combine the
co-operative concerns in a co-operative asso-
ciation, but also to combine the co-operative
01gam=amon' then in existence, so that,
instcad of having eight or ten co-operative
aszociations Opudhng in one area, there
chould be one management in the interests

of all those engaged in the industry.

Mr. Prase: Doos the leader of the Oppo-
sition agree with those ideas?

Mr. CORSER: ITe does.

Mr. Prast: He does not.

Mr. CORSER: Denmark may be called

the home of co-operative production, distribuv
wlon, financing, and education. The people of
Doenmark may be particularly °L11tablo for the
system of co-opevation, but we have there
the home of co-operation, and the results
are available to anyone who will study
thee rural conditions of Denmark. Years
zgo 1in France the co-operative system
made possible the payment by France of the
£200,000,000 indemnity to Germany. The
co-operative system was then established
amongst the farmors, who raised the money
and wiped the indemnity off the slate.
Befere the late war Germany was one of the
foremost co-operative countries in Kurope.
Their agricultural system was controlled by
co-operative societies., There were thousands
of co-operative societics in Germany, and the
enemies of Germany had to admit that their
work was astounding and much to their
credit. We have done nothing up to the
present time, New Zcaland has established
co-operative markets, co-operative export,
and co-operative handling on the other side.
If we in Queensland are given a co-operative
market, we shall before long go ahead by
the expericnce which the farmers will get.
No State of the Commonwealth is further
advanced than Queensiand in the co-operative
manufacture of cream and butter. We are
further ahead than any other State of the
Commonwealth, and most of our butter is
co-operatively handled. I hold that by the
establishment of this system in Queensland
we would soon combine the whole of our
co-operative interests under one management,
handling not only all our products here and
feeding the people of Queensland, but con-
trolling production in Australia, as well as
controlling our own markets in Australia,
and also 1n Britain and elsewhere.

A GovrenventT MeMBER : Why did you not
do it during the last thirty years?

[y, Corser,
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Myr. CORSER: I am not responsible for
what happened in what are called the dark
ages. I am giving something concrete to the
House in the shape of a definite motion,
which I challenge hon. members opposite to
support. In America they have not omly the
co-operative handling of ordinary agricul-
tural products, but a great part of their
cotton crop has been co-operatively handled
in regard to growing and marketing. That
has taken place in North and South Carolina,
Texas, and other States. I might mention
that last week we got into communication
with the members of the Federal Government
and the Federal member for Wide Bay and
secured the withdrawal from Australia of
New Zealand buvtter which did not come up
to the proper standard. After years of work,
we find that in America there are no less
than from 12,000 to 25,000 co-operative dis-
tributing compauies, which are managed by
salaried full-time managers, who are special-
ists in their business. They first started on
the smallest lines, as individual businesses
co-operatively controlled in each little dis-
trict, but they have #o advanced that they
are now combined in one organisation, which
contxo]; tho whole of the crops in a certain
area.  Taking the (anterbury Co-operative
letrlblltloh Society alone, that organisation
in 1920 handled 2,900,000 barrels and received
2,900 dollars per 1,000 barrels, as against
310,000 barrels for which they recoived 1.300
dollars per 1,000 barrels in a glutted period
in 1914. I want to show bx that that they
have not only kept up the tremondous amount
of production, but they have shown the pro-
ducer the advisability of growing only the
best crop, which received a bigger price on
the market because it was very good and well
handled and distributed. They have edu-
cated the people by spending thousands of
pounds vearly on advertising. They do not,
like us, spend a few pounds in advertizing
a fow ﬂuplw pincapples; but thousands of
pounds are spent every year in advertising
the best possible ways of distributing the
fruits, with the result that, if a blg glut
occurred to- day, like there was in 1914, when
it was so disastrous. the conditions are such
that a market would be found for any sur-
plus crop. That crop would not be of inferior
quality, but of superior quality. When we
consider the advantages which result from
co-operation in connection with agricultural
industries, I think, if we want to keep our
young people on the land, we shall have to
go in further for improving the quality.
Industrial unions consider the conditions
which their members waut to work under,
and Parliament makes those conditions pos-
sible by passing industrial legislation which
will bring about what is desired and, no
doubt, required. The farmers will have the
means of getting better conditions once there
is given to them the possibility of handling
and marketing the products which they grow.

Hon. members on the other side have asked
me what action I have taken in the past to
sccure the co-operative market for which 1
am moving lo-day. At my instigation resolu-
tions were passed in this House in 1916, 1917,
and 1918, asking the Government for assist-
ance in that direction. Now for something
more concrote something which [ proposed
before the Premicr’s agricultural scheme was
propounded in 1921. On the 12th July, 1921,
1 wrote to the president of the Quoensla,nd
Trarmers’ Union—the only industrial organisa-
tion of farmers at that time, now absorbed
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in the organisation of the Council of Agricul-
ture—and made cortain proposals. Leb us
put party polities on one side, and I ask hon.
members to say whether they think this
fctter was dictated by political spleen or was
Liroad and constructive. I said—

“ We are sorely in need of a powerful
central body to advanc«f\ the co-operative
aspirations of all primary producers.
The Queensland Farmers’ Union, as con-
stitutad, is powerless to act in that
ca,pa(‘i!,y. If a particular district urges
the establishment of a certain co-

operative concern, be it for maize or
milk products, ete., the Queensland
Farmers’ Union is in no position to

advise or foster the desire of those pro-
(h‘(?"‘la—(}ﬂll!'lot assist by ﬁndnc‘e direct,
or nurse to a burcessful conclusion their
proposal.  Certainly in certain areas,
where business knowledge and capital are
available, small concerns are started
sometimes., but there are great possibili-
ties ahesd, and progress to-day is ham-
pered, no doubt, by obstacles such as
were m't by the Murarrie Co-operative
Bacon Company through the early
stages of their brave Qtrugglu, and is
being met to-day by the Co-operative
Canmng Association of Stanthorpe {ruit-
growers and others,

“ These difficulties should be alleviated,
and can be alleviated by the establish-
meut of one great organisstion, able to
finance, direct, and control. This could
eventually mean the unity of all great
co-cperative aspirations, their own over-
sca transport and outside markets for

products, raw and manufaotmed Itisa
direer and special business, and should
not be hampered by any political
opinions, The organisation  would
include well-wishers of co-operation—
those prepsred to back their opinion.
My suggestion then would be to
entrust  to co-operationists the indus-

trial movement. To me, Sir, this presents
great possibilities. The whole State pre-
sents a field for organisation. Assistance
by Crown advances to such industrial co-
operation is essential. This will be forth-
coming, because ‘if you interest the
producer industrially you enlighten him
politically. I therefore respectfully
submit for veur consideration the sug-
gestion : —

“ That the Queensland Farmers’
TUnion constitution could be amended,
dissociating it from all political bodies
—becoming non-political; that it register
as a Queensland Farmers’ Co-operative
Union, and seek to amalgamate all
genuine industrial co-operative aspira-
tions and available capital, I further
suggest : That such organisation could
educate all primary producers to the
advantage of co-operation, could advise
and gude their co-operative ambitions,
and the establishment of such instiiutions
as are determined by their directorate,
composed of men covering a wide area
of the State, assisted by such advisory
district council as could be decided upen,
and clected by the individual members,
who would be permanent members, being
shareholders in the great co-operative
institution.”

That letter was written before the Premier’s
scheme was published. It provided for more
than his scheme. His scheme provides for
an excellent organisation. My scheme pro-

1928—s
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vided for an industrial organisation on the
co-operative lines essential to the success of
agriculture in Queensland. One final sen-
tence I will read—
“ What is said of the Queensland
Farmers’ Union is just as apphcabln to
the United Graziers’ Association.’

How true that statement is to-day—

“'Che latter in particular must vealise
the want of co-operative handling, direc-
tion, and control, for in this lie their
future hopes and present need Then
they, too, must separate their industrial
orgamsatlon from politics and the
People’s Political Union.”

That was my suggestion in 1921, udvooatmg
ihe very punmples wrapped up in the motion
I have the pleasure of moving to-day, and I
hope that confidence will be given to our
rrimary  producers by the adoption of a
co-operative system which will give them
control of their own destinies. How rmuch
depends on confidence, on happiness, and a
botter life! Nor would it cost the State any-
thing. since wo are only asking for a loan of
a small amount to enable these things to be
successfully started. We do not want 2
monopoly.  We want to sccure a place for
co-operative enterprise in the markets of the

State, so that we may be able to show the
primary producers the advantages of it. We
can educate them to the necossity for it and
the benefits of a system which is not known
in Qucensland to-day; we can also educate
the people of the city. A knowledge of that
system, put into practice and controlled by
the farmers themselves, will mean its dop~
tion throughout Australia and the e\fonsmn
of such wspirations to the markets of the
werld, amongst {ellow farmers and preducers
everswhere, not to the disadvantage of the
consumer but to the advantage of the nin
who must live and prosper if we are gois

ta make our State progress, if we are govry
to build up an Empire, and make usc of tha
greatness which we trust is ours; with which
raturc undoubtedly has endm\c 1 us, and which
we alone can develop. 1 ~mcelelv hope thst
tis Government will support the motion
make a fund for this purpose available,
and so promote the desires of the producers,
and assist the only business method of carry-
ing on the future agricultural development of
Gueensland.

Mr. NOTT (Stanlcy): 1 formally second
the motion moved by the hon. member for
Burnett, and I compliment him upon pro-
posing one of such importance and upon the
manner in which he has handled it. 1 hope
—from observations which I heard on the
Government side while the hon. member was
speaking—that we shall have sympathetic
support for its passage.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS :
vate for it, all ypight.

Mr. NOTT: I regret that it is nccessary
to ask for Government aid in the establish-
ment  of co-operative concerns, I am
sincerely sorry—especially since we know how
hard pressed they are for markets—that the
primary producers have not been sufficiently
solid, or perhaps have not been brought into
the channel where they could provldo by
their own means for the cstablishment of
these co- operatwo associations for marketing
purposes.  Seaing that the co-operative butter
factories and cheese factories which have
been establjshed in Queensland with the
as:istance chtained through the Government

Mr. Nott.]

We will
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have been so very successful in developing

those industries, 1 think it would be very
wise if <omothmg could be done to extend
co-operation to greater spheres than has

been ag(omplhhed up to the present time.
There was an Act passed some time ago
making provision for advances to ao‘ftlols
which, "1 thought, would have as great offect
in the developmant of Queensland as the
Co-operative Agricultural Production Act.
Unfortunately, that Act does not seem to
have had the same value in developing
Queensland as the Co-operative Agricultural
Production Act. A number of advocates of
co-operation scem to advocate co-operation
with the idea of scotching or killing the
middiemen, or proprictary concerns, as
though ther were a number of scorpions or
adders: but it would be disastrous to wipe
the middlemen or proprietary concerns out
of existence. They are absolutely necessary
to keep up the efficiency of the co-operative

companies, because, 1f the proprictary
interests were vnped out and the co-opera-
tive companies had no opposition, it would
rot be very long before they would fall to
wnfathomable depths of me[ﬁmencv Various
marketing methods have been trlcd to pre-
vent what are considered excessive profits
being made by the middleman or the distri-
Lutor, but up to the present they have not
been very successful. There have been
many nr)oh formed and many bodies con-
stituted in an endeavour to deal with the
narketing of products, but most of them

have failed. On that point I would like to
quote an opinion expressed with regard to
the United States of America—

“THE PASSING OF THE MARKETING
EXPERTS.

“The United States are beginning to
wonder where they are drifting with
fancy theories of teaching the farmer to
sell  his produce. One  scheme  after
another is noisily proclaimed, only to be
abandoned after a short trial. Two
yea were  spent in  organising the
Burean of Markets; this has cost the
country many millions and has reached
1o marked degree of sucress,  Marketing
experts sprang up like mushrooms, and
':ter a bllof existence passed from sight.
Lana(m is in the inittal -tage of just
such a combination. Already more is
being e\p(\ndod than the necessity de-
mand, and it is suggested that a lesson
should be learned from the error that
the TUnited States has fallen into of
taking up many fanciful ideas of market-
ing, and let business continue along the
old proven channels that have been
successful in the past, both for the farmer
'\nJ the buyer.—Montreal ‘ Trade Bulle-
tin,” 2nd Februarr.”

It seems to me that the only system that is
going to be at all successful in adequately
marketing our products is the proprietary
system and the co-operative system working
together. The Tooley-strect nierchants hme
ddmmod on more than one ocession that the
giving of information demanded by a number
of co-operative companles (‘ontm]hng pro-
ducts in London is a feature that has
appeared on the horizon of late and which
they must take cognisance of. They have
admitted that ‘rh(‘v muxt give this informa-
tion, and must show further consideration to
the cooperative companies which are watch-
ing and controlling the sale of their own
produce. I wish to show the effcct of a
co-operative company dealing with the sale

[Mr. Nott.
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of its own proeduce at a time when prices
were very low. This co-operative company
put its own produce on the London market,
and, it it had been d'pendent on the Tooley~
\tmot merchants or other merchants, no

doubt that produce would have remained
there for a long time. The company w anted
the money very badly at the time and that
spurred 1t on to see if it could improve

things., This shows exactly what was done—

“The position at the present time was
that the whole output of New Zicaland
was 1)1‘&0t1c‘111v concentrated in  one
market, namely, London. The company
thought the time had come to develop
alternative markets, so as to ease London
when that market was over-supplied. If
alternative markets could be developed
to casc the strain upon London in the
peal months of production, a very bene-

ficin]l  effect would result. Early in
December the company, after consulta-
tion with I.ondon, sold approximately

120.000 boxes of butter to New York, and
within ten days of the time the price
of butter in London increased by 2d. per
lb., this being largely due to the know-
lodgo sccured by the London merchants
that this huge total of butter had been
diverted from the London market. ‘We
are not satisfied with the dispasal of
hutter to America,” said Mr. Goodfellow.
It was largely sold to speculative buyers,

but a 1orrmn1ng had been made. The
cultivation of this market would
undoubtedly result in an Increased

demand.”

Since then the company has sold a consider-
able amount of butter in that particular
market. There is one pleasing feature with
regard to the Press reports. That butter was

sent all the way frows New Zealand to
America and sold in competition with the
butter pioduced in America. A number of

the American journals stated that Awmerica
should appoint au expert to go over to New
Zealand nud ascertain how butter was manu-
factured in that Dominion. This butter, not-
withstanding its long storage and the long
journey it was sent, was superior to butter
that was made in Amevica and sold in New
York. When small consignments of this
butter were sort. the New Zealand people
were told by the merchants in Amervica,
“You have no chance of nottinrr on this
market. We have our own supplies to draw
from.” That butter was of such excellent
quality that they were able to sell 120 boxes,
and probably up to now they have been able
to sell 200,009 boxcs in {he same market.
I consider that the present co-operative com-
penies in Oncomland have not done all they
chould havo done in regard to research work.

They lag sadly behind in that respect. I
suppese one reason they lag behind in
rescarch work is simply because thes have

had monev
Censequently,
on any

advanced by the Government.
when they wanted information
subject, they used to
[4.30 p.m.] approach the Government and

azk for it. T suppose, since the
Government supplied them with the money
and exports. they expected that they should
also be able to supply them with all the
necessary information that they snbsequently”
required. In consequence, I thirk they have
neglected the work of rescarch. and at the
same time have ecome to the conclusion that
their business lies in the dirvection of estab-
lishing a co-operative factory in a certain
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locality, manufacture the bufter, put it on
ihe market, and leave all subsequent action
to other peopie. I hope that, if this motion
is passed, it will pot be long before those
co-onerative companies will become bond fide
co-operative concerns and take control of the
marketing of the produce. Instead of depend-
ing on the Government, it would be prefer-
able if these companics cngaged their own
highly paid experts, whe would be able to
deal with every phase of the industry and
make recommendations for the establishmoent
of the nccessary branches connected with it.
If that was done, the people of Queensland
would know more about milk powders, casein,
and various other produsts manufzctured
from the primary products in other States
and countries at the present time. In regard
to that phase of the question it would not
be out of place, as it might be inforwation
to some people, to mention that parts of
motor cars, cigarette holders, and umbrella
handles  are  manufactured from casein,
which, in turn, is manufactured from the
milk.  Billiard balls are also manufactured

frow ¢ssein, and great use is made of this
product in the manufacture of paints. Thore

35 a very good demand at the present tiae in
Noew Zealand for casein for the manufactuie
of those beautiful eretonne dresses which vou
sce the ladies wearing in Brisbane at the
present time. I do not think it is necessary
for me to take up any great amount of ime
in the discussion of this matter, becuuse
every mceimber of the House must recognise
that it is particularly desirable that some-
thing should be done to assist the primary
producor in every way possible; and onc of
those wavs is certalnly in the direction of
giving him the opportunity of controlling
some of those products that alreadr go
through other channels mn finding their way
from the producer to the consumer. I would
like to quote a little table froin the < Agri-
cuitural Journal” to show what the producer
gets for the articles he produces, and what
it costs to place them in the hands of the
cousumner.  The figures relate to the United
Kingdowm. [n the case of Lread the farmer
got= &5 per cent. of 1ts cost, wherecas the
miller, the kaker, and the transporter get
65 per cent.  Again, in conunection with meat,
the grower vreceives 40 per cent. of the
total cost—if you take the meats grown in
Queensland I do not think this percentage
would represent his quota—and the various
distributors get 60 per cent.  With regard
to the price paid for milk, the producer gets
47 per cent. and the distributors get 53 per
cent. v one must adwmit that the ssme
big margins must prevail in Quesnsland,
otherwize wo would not have the proprictary
concerns.  Why not let co-operative com-
panies participate in those margins? 1
should be very sorry to think that the
trblishmoent  of  co-operative  companies
would mean the extinction of proprietary
concerns, because In their management thes
must have the proprictary concerns in com-
petition with them to atltain that cfficiency
which they should possess. This factor smust
also operate as far as produetion is cou-
cerned, as in both cases efficiency must pre-
vail in order that the farmer may reap the
full reward of his labours. i

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): I would like
to congratulate the hon. member for Burnett
upon having brought forward this motion.
It tends to show the keen interest that homn.
member has in the interests of the primary

[26 Jury.]
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producer whom he represents so ably in this
House.

OpposiTiox MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr., CLAYTON: The Country party has
placed co-operation in the forefront oi their
programms, in striking contrast to the
socialisation of industry advoeated by Go-
vernment members. What we aim at 1s that
the farmer should control his own industry,
and that hec should be the master of that
industry. That control must be through
co-operation. I would impress on the Go-
vernment the necessity of (inancing the man
on the land, and putting him 1n such & posi-
tion as will enable him to embark on
co-operative enterprise, and thus reap the
full reward for his labour. {Hlear, hear!)
It is useless. the Government giving that
support unless the farmers realize the neces-
sity of co-operating. A certain amount of
responsibility must be placed on the pro-
ducer, so that he can be educsted as to the
necessity of co-operating in cverr channel
that is possible 1n ovder to place his pro-
duce not only on the market Lut in the
han of the consumer. That is what we
aiur at. We have instances where that has
bern carried into effect in our butter and
b=con factories. Cur dairy factories are not
a'together controlled and maraged Ty the
primary producers or suppliers, a»’ in some
instancos we have  dry sharcholders as
members of those companies. I am sure,
though. that the ““dx shareholder will
be pleased to get out if he is poid a fair
thing for his interests. and thus hand the
concern over to the primary producer or

thoze contributing to that factory. (Hear,
hesr ) That =1l cnable the supplier to
control that factory. The Xlurar Cro-

cperative Bacon Factory is a concern which
is purely co-operative. Tt iz a factory which
the farmers are proud of, and the Govern-
moeuit can take a lesson from that factory as
an example of what true co-operation means.
Thare is no doubt that that fastory has done
a great deal to bring about co-operation
amongst the farmers, because it has suppl}od
them iwith the proof that they are getting
evorvthing they produce in connecticn with
what they supply to that factory. We con
cider that the primary producer want: more
ormation coucerning markets, and we
jould endeavour to give him more informa-
tion. Many of the farmers in outside block
receive information regsrding rainfall. whiecl
is of assistance, but we should look afte
the sclling end of the business. TUnfortu-
nately many farmers at the presont time ave
at the mercy of the speculator. We want t¢
cut out that sort of thing as much e
possibly can, and arrange for the farmer to
cupply  his  produce through co-operative
channels which will ke conducted by farmers
themselves.

5

The law of supply and demand is a good
one, and is applicable to farm produen; but
once thet produee leaves the farm the farmer
has nothing to do with the control of the
market for it. Ie is deprived of the benefit
he would veenive if he had more information
as to the state of the market. If this infor-
mation is supplied to him, he could then
reculate the competing channels. T have
supplied goods to agenis, and have not got
a fair veturn. I simply hod to take what
the agent would give me, and in = shprt
time 1 found that that person was turning
that produce over and making a great deal

Mr. Clayton.]
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more from it than the original producer. I
want to sce the Government tackle this sort
of thing. so that the farmer shall get a fair
return for the many hours that he puts into
his business.

The Department of Agriculture in the
United States established what is known as a
Market News Reporting Service. This was
started in a small way, and has proved of
great benofit to the primary producers, as it
cnables the man on the land to get informa-
tion as to the state of the market. Our
Department of Agriculture should move in »
similar direction. They should have market
reperts sent oub to the country centres—
where many of the farmers do not get papers
or perhaps get only one paper a week—shew-
ing the state of the market and whether
there is a glut, especially in conncetion with
perishable artieles.  That information would
be posted up in the different countrr dis-
tricts, and the farmer would know the right
time to bring in his produce to sell to the
Lest advantage. This matter opens up a very
hig question, and one requiring sevious con-
sideration by all sections in Queensland. T
again congratulate the hon. member for
Burnett on briuging forward the motion..

Me. DEACON (Cunningham): It is a plea-
aire to support a motion like thiz, and I
urge hon, members to put it through as
cuickly as pos:ible. There is a strong neces-
sity for sreating big co-operative concerns
13 control the markets. The present situstion
is difforent from what it has been in the past,
tie general increase in the price of cvery-
thing naturally increasing the cost of pro-
duction. The [armer necessarily requives a
return for his preduce,
ie way to bring this about

wrol the markest and got an
sdequate price for what he sells. The present
method has served its turn, and possibly has
Leen very good all round.  No doubt, praduce
mierchani= consider the interests of the scller
a< much as those of the consumer, but some
of them have a teadeney to gamble.

A GoverxMENT MEMBER: What are you
rcing to do with the produce merchant?

Mr. DEACON: He will find a different
sphere  altogether, probably in the retail
irade. There was pever yet any trade that
conld not find something else to do. Perhaps
the introduction of this system will not be
vopular—mnothing  is  popular that means
making other people pay—Dbut I am sure that
hon. members are quite sympathetic. We
aro all willing to agree to anything until it
touches cur pockets, and this scheme, of
conrse, like » lot of other things—for instance,
on: measure now before the House—is going
to touch the pockets of many of the people
in the Siate. and it will not be popular on
that account. I suppose this scheme will
no: be very much more popular when it comes
to a higher price having to be paid by the
consuier Naturally 1t goes against the
grain to have to pay a high price for any
geods produced locally. The consumers will
never understand that it is their own actio™s
that have made this necessary and thai, for
thair own sake, supplies must be kept up,
and they cannot expect supplies to be kept up
uniess the business pays. As a result of a
large co-operative concern controlling the
mutckeil. 1t may be necessary to sell goods
cverseas at a lower price than that charged
locally. It may be nccessary to charge a
higher price locally to make up for losses
All these things naturally follow. Whether

[Mr. Clayton.
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voo sit on this side of the House or on the
other side, we are all striving to give every-
body a fair deal. Fverybody must get a
fair deal, and the producer generally cannot
go on bearing the increased burden for every-
thing without getbing his share back; and 1
do not see any way in which he can get that
unless he receives the loan of a large sum of
maoney to enable him to establish co-operative
marketing. I commend the motion to Go-
vernment members. If their own poliey 1s to
be effective, then they mmust be prepared to
asls their supporters to sacrifice somecthing
to meet the situation. I recommend this
motion to their attention, and sincerels hope
it will have their earnest support.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): Many startling
things happen in Parliament from time to
time, and one of the most startling happened
this afternoon when the hon. member for
Burnett got up and moved a motion which
is practically in accord with a resolution
moved at the Emu Park Convention and
which was adopted by the Labour party. It
shows that our propaganda is very effective
«n far as hon. members opposite are con-
cernesd.  Tet me read very slowly the motion
moved by the hon. member for Burnett. It
says—

“That, in order to assure to primary
producers the possibility of controlling
the marketing of their produce, legisla-
tive provizion be made and loan moneys
be made available for the establishment
of co-operative produce agencies, to be
controlled by the primary producers
themsclves through a properly consti-
tuted dircetorate elected by subscribing

I

=

s avalh AT avs
anarensiters.

Now let us read the Labour party’s platform
under the head of “Agriculture”—

“A rural credit scheme {o finance
groups of farmers for co-operative cnter-
prises connected with production, distri-
bution, or marketing of farm products.”

You can sce there is a similarity between the
motion moved by the hon. member for
Burnett and one of the planks of the Labour
party’s platform. The hon. member for
Jurvett, in his motion, says—

“Provision be made and loan moneys
be made available for the establishment
of co-operative produce agencies.”

The Labour platformn, as ons realises, goes a
long way further, because it says—
“A rural credit schome to finance
groups of farmers for co-operative enter-
prises.”’

Euterprises in general, outside of produce
agencles, am surprised at hon. members
opposite not knowing the Labour party’s
platform, and I am surprised to hear that
ther are in accord with what was carried at
the Emu Park Convention. I do not know
how that section of the Opposition which is
alled the United party is going 1o vote for
the motion. Then we go further in our

“Organization of primary producers
for their protection against middlemen,
private financial institutions, or other
exploiting agencies.”

I listened very carcfully to the hon, member
for Stanley, and when we got ¢ Hansard’’
T think we shall find that in the early part
of his speech he made refercnce to middle-
men fully half a dozen times. Then we have



Establishment of Co-operative

the speech of the hon. member for Wide Bay,
and he likewise made repeated references to
middlemen. Our platform makes provision
for the protection of the producers against
exploitation by these middlemen, and not
only by middlemen, but by ‘ private finan-
cial  institutions, or other exploiting
agencies.” 1t goes a long way further than
the motion. Then, coming to the question
of co-operation—the hon. member for Burnett
wants a little instruction on co-operation—
we go a little further and say—
“ State or co-operative cold
flour mills, and granaries’”’—
A fiour mill was opened at South Brisbane
this morning by the hon. member for
Wynnum,

stores,

Mr. Kerr: What about co-operative cotton
ginneries ?

Mr. COLLINS: Our platform says—

“ State or co-operative cold stores,
flour mills and granaries, ~sugar-mills
and refineries, agricultural implement

works, fertiliser and arsenic manufac-
tories, cotton ginuing, fruit preserving,
bacon curing, butter and cheese manu-
facture, and generally for the processing,
retail and wholesale marketing, and dis-
tribution of produce.”

That covers the propesal of the hon. member
for Burnett. 'There is no need to waste the
tinie of the House in discussing this motion,
because it s practically on all fours with
the Labour party’s platform, and I intend,
when I #it down, to hand the hon. membor
for Burnctt a copy of the Labour party’s
platform so that he will be more conversamt
with what our platform rcally contains. 1
do not intend to delay the Ilouse. I got up
to remind hon. niembers opposite that we
have an agricultural policy which aims at
the  stopping  of the exploitation of the
faymers by middlemen and other agencies
as well.

Mr. EDWARDS (VYanango):I have much
pleasure in rising to support the motion
moved by the hon. member for Burnett.
Whether it be in the Labour party’s plat-
form or net ls immaterial. If we can help
the Labour party fo bring into being a
scheme of rural credits whereby co-opera-
tion  will Dbe established in the country
districts of Quecnsland to enable the farmers
to have coutrol of the marketing of their
produce under a true co-operative system
without Government interference at all, then
I am sure members of the Country party
will give them every assistance. The point
at which weo shall differ with the suggestions
put forward by the Emu Park Convention is
m regard to Government control. I have

never *yet seen one thing which

[2 p.m.] the Government have established

in the interests of the primary
producers but what has been subject to
Government control in some shape or form,
‘which has practically ruined the true spirit
of co-operation in the matter. This motion
deals  with one of the most important
matters that can be discussed by hon. mem-
bers. We have experienced a difficulty in
Queensland in handling our primary pro-
ducts; and, while various organisations have
from time to time sprung up and attempted
to bring about a true spirit of co-operation
in that direction, they have. to a large
extent, been failures. I am in accord with
hon. members opposite if they are in earnest
in their desire to assist the primary pro-
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ducers of the State in establishing what is
known to us who have been talking about
the matter for the last twenty years as the
true spirit of co-operation. That is the
system of co-operation at the present time
working in Denmark, New Zealand, and
other parts of the world, without Govern-
ment interference in any shape or form. All
that the hon. member for Burnett is asking
the Government to do is to give financial
assistance to the people through co-operative
agencies, and bring about the establishment
of co-operative organisations in the State.
This is a Government function. If we are
going to organise the producers, it will be
of no avail unless we assist them financially
to get their products {o the consumers in
the best possible way. It is not only a matter
of getting the products to the consumers in
our own country, but of the difficulty of
sending them to people in other parts of the
world. At the present time there is estab-
lished in Australia what is known as the
Federal Co-operative Wholesale Agency,
which combines all the cooperative distri-
buting companies of any size in Australia,
and that organisation has established a floor
in London. So far as I am aware, we have
only one distributing agescy in Queensland
in which the shareholders are the primary
producers. It seems to me that some means
might be adopted in connection with .the
local organisations establisked in the country
districts by which the greater part of our
primary products could be handled on the
tloor in  ILondon through co-operative
channels. It mar be possible, after full
information is obtained from other parts of
the world, to ecstablish distributing centres
through which the consumer can be brought
into closer contact with the primary pro-
ducer than he is at the present time.

My, CorLrixs: We previde for all that in
our platform.

Mr. EDWARDS: T am pleased to hear
the hon. member say that; but, unfortu-
natelz, it is not going to help the producers.
aving it in the platiorm is onc thing;
but bringing it into practice is another. The
Country party are here to assist in estab-
lishing a 1irue co-operative principle, to
enable the producers to get their products
direct to the consumer. The consumers
should also be brought into contact with the
producers through co-operative organisations,
without Government interference. If hon.
members opposite had dealt with the different
industries in which the producers are engaged
to-day in na true co-operative spirit, they
would be in a very much better position
than they are at the present time.

We are also in great difficulty in Queens-
land and Australia at the present in regard
to transport arrangements. We have diffi-
culty in handling our products between the
country districts and the cities, and between
our cities and other parts of Australia. If
the Government were to take this matter
sincerely to heart, and not merely place it
in their platform but put it into practice, it
would enable the producers to do better
than they have done in the past. If the
Government are going to make money avail-
able to assist the primary producers in this
direction, they will get all the assistance
that we can possibly give them.

Mr. Coruixs: Do you not realise that we
have sufficient numbers over here to- carry
oul our platform?

Mr. Edwards.)
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Mr. BDWARDS: I quite admit that, but,
although the Government were in office for
six years before the Country party came
into being, they have never taken any notice
of the primary producers until now.

Mr. Corrixs: It weould not do for you to
tell the Bowen people that. We have looked
after the fruitgrowars’ intercsts.

Mr. EDWARDS: No one knows better
than the hon. member for Bowen that
although 88 per cent. of our butter was
turned out by co-operative factories, he, with
the assistance of his Government, stepped in
and seized that butter, and lowered the price
to 138s. per cwt., In consequence of which
therc was a loss of not les than £300,000.
I hepe that the Covernment will bring in
the necessary legislation this session, and
that the moueyv required will be made avail-
able so that co-operative agencies may be
esinblished, by which we can eliminate the
waste which 13 going on as between produc-
tion and consumption in this State.

COrposirioy MEedMpras : Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon., W. N. Gillics, Facham): I suprose it
goes without saving that on Thursday after-
ncons private members should be allowed to
do a little bit of propaganda; but it is
passing strange that a motion of this kind
should be tabled, in view of the fact that
the Council of Agriculture ever since its
inception kas been busy upon schemes -to
agsist co-operative companies. Last year I
placed before that Council a measure which
vas passed 1n 1921 in South Africa—one of
the most comprehensive co-operative Acts,
I think. which the statute-beok in
any part of the \mrld, end on that material
i stance of other information
very busy preparing a scheme.
Moreover, it is mentioned in the Gove 10}
Specch that a Bill will be brought in to
malke better provision for co-operative c¢om-
panies, But, of course, it is not surpr
that members on the other side of the House,
associated with middlemen who are bitterly
opposcd  to eo-operation, should submit a
motion of this kind on private members dav.

The moyver pointed to the great strides
which ke said had been made in America
in co-operation, and the hon. member for
Stanley, who scconded the motion, was not
too lkeen upon absolute co-operation, boecs
he wanted private enterprise to stand by
and compete with co-operation in order to
Lkeep the latter rizht up to the collar. If I
know anything about co-opevation, whether
it be compulsory or voluntary, it mecans that
all the p1oﬂuwr~‘ in the industry concerned
shall come into line and supplr the whole of
their raw produst to the co-operative con-
cern.  1low then iz it possible for true co-
operation to exist in this State if private
enterprise is to compete w ith it?

To show the inaccuracy of the statement
that America is leading the way in co-opera-
tion, I want to quote from a fow statements
showmf* the actual position there. I have
before me a statement made by Mr. J. H.
Hay, Deputy Commissioner of the Depart-
ment  of  Agriculture for the State of
Minnesota, written from the State capital,
St. Paul, to the editor of our * Agricaltural
Journal” on the 2ud November, 1822—

“Mr. Randolph Bedford, of the
Queensland Parliament of the Common-
wealth of Australia, appeared before an
agricultural commitiee of the United

{Mr. Edwards.
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States Congress at Washington, D.C.,
U.8.,, on 22nd March, 1922, e pre-
sented the conditions cbtaining in Aus-
tralia with reference to the marketing of
various agricultural commodities in your
country.

“ By rcason of the scope of his dis-
cussion, he apparently had not time to
enter into all the detuils of the move-
nment and financing of your grain crops.

71 am writing you in order to recerve,
if possible, through your courtesy, any
literature or bulletins of any kind which
your (fovernment issues relative to this
subject.  You have appsrently elimin-
ated from -your marketing processes all
grain gambling and the activities of
certain individuals engaged in the grain
business in ihe United States known as
‘ middlemen.”

That gentleman points to Queensland as
having cut out the middleman, so far as
wheat is concerned, yet the hon. mem-

ber for Burnett points to America as furnish-
ing an example of co-operaticn which we
should follow I might well go further
aud show that true co-operation means better
wages. There is no doubt in the world about
that, because, if the farmers cut out middle-
men like some of our friends opposite, and
get all the profits of cheir industry, and if
they come directly in contact with the con-
sumer, they natum]lv can pay better wages
to the nien who assist them to feuee rhcu
land, to build their dams, and to grow and
harvest their crops. Only where true co-
operation exists ave high wages paid.

Now, I have another extract which I wish
to read. Mr. Ben. . Marsh, secretary of
the American TFarviers’ National (ouncil,
wrote, as reporied in the ¢ Producers’
Review™ of 10th Juno 1823, under the head-
ing, ¢ “ ages Low, Farmers Poor’—

“ Farmers are always poorest when
they pay the lowest wages. In 1919, the
Burcau of the Census reports, the value
of all farm crops was £2,950,000.000.
while the expenditure for labour, value
of rent, and board furnished amountsed
to £270.000,0C0.”

I want our low-wage advocates on the other
side to take particular notics of this state-
ment—

*“ In other words, the total farm expen-
diture for labour in 1918, when the
farmers were prosperous, with th& high-
wage scale. was only a little over § per
cent. of the value of farm products that
7(‘(11‘

Mr. Morcax: Do high wages incrcase the
price for raw products?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
They cnable the farmer to get from the con-
sumer a better price.  Generally speaking,
they make for presperity. No industry cver
suffered from paying high wages; if the
labour was cfficient, they never harmed it.
If the hon. member wants to make a fortuno
in a low-wage country, let him go to India.
I think I might be permitted to emphasise
this point in view of the discussion which
we have had in this Chamber for the last
two or three days. Let me tell hon. members
that, if the whole of the butter produced in
Australia had been sold in Australia, the
farmers would have got £125,000 more than
they got by cxporting it to a low-wage
country—Great Britain—where the Govern-
ment of the day broke faith with the
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farmers and went back on their
of a certain price for a nuinber
with the result that the
labourers in Great Britain had to be
reduced.  There is no better argument in
favour of geod wages than that very fact.

Mr. MorgaN: Then your argument is In
favour of decreased preduction.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

My argument is in favour of incrcased pro-

guarantce
of years,
wages of farm

duction, There is no such thing as over-
production. Under-consumption is brought
about by low wages. IHow can any intelli-

gent man talk about over- production when
millions of human beings in this world arc
sturving? I say that under-production is
bronght about because the pmchaqnw price
which the people can afford will not enable
them to buy the article produced. Hon.
menibers onposite are the low-wage party.
Their political cconomy is so deficient that
they cunnot conceive of any way of assisting
the faviner other than by advocating low
wages and dear land.

Mr. Epwarns: You kunow that that iz not
true.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I say that the average farmer now is <o
intelligent that he can seec that, if wages
cuerally are low, the prices of his comimno-
dities must be reduced in conscquence.
Generally he has reason to complain of his
own paxmcnt, but he recognises that his
must not be the only industry paying low
wages, and that by coming into line he is
going to provide a better and a higher
market, and becoma a WOre PreFperous man.
With regard to progress in Ameuca that we
hear so much about, I think it is a very
important fact, and one which should be
remembered and emphasised, that in 1919,
of the total value of the farm DlOdHCta
produced in America, the value of the wage:
paid for labour 1eplei°nt0d only 9 pel
cent. I want to know where the other
91 per cent. goes. This is all an argu-
ment for co-operation. If true co-operation
existed in all the States of America, as

the hon. member for Burnett inferred,
more than 9 per cent. would have gous
to the workers, and the farmers would

have received more than they got. I could
give sorre figures from the same authority
showi that the farmer l“'((‘l\(_, only abous
45 per ‘cent. of the total value of most of his
products—that is, of the price which the
consumer has to pay. ILet the workers and
the farmers unite and demand the full reward
of their labour.

The =whole policy of the Labour party, as
the hon. member for Bowen pointed out, is in
its platform, and is to bring the prOdUCQl and
the consumer together. The highest form of
flattery is initation, and hon. mo"nbels who
now get up and say that they believe in the
policy of the Labour party should have taken
up that attitude years ago. Instead of fight-
ing the Labour party with regard to their
agricultural policy, hon. members opposite
should have endeavoured to make the condi-
tions of the man on the land much better.
What was the attitude of the leader of the
Country party last session when I endeav-
oured to place on the statute-book a piece of
legislation which now is an object-lesson_to
the whole world? It is a piece of legislation
which organises the farmers of Queensland
into one solid national organisation. What
did the lcader of the Opposition say? IHe
said the Bill was a first instalment of Soviet-
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ism. Later on he said it was taken from the
Country party platform. Later on he
declared it to be a bunch of carrots held out
to the farmers. Later on he said that Mr.
Bebbington advocated the same policy years
ago. One would have imagined that a leader
ot a great partv, as has been pointed out by
the * Producers’ Review” time and again,
would have forgotten his hatred of the
Labour party and said, “ This is a scﬂeme
that is going to benefit the whole of the
farmers of Queensland. It is a statesman-
like scheme brought forward by the Theodore
Government, a: d we are going to get right
in bon,nd it ana give it our undivided sup-
port.””  What Jdid they do? They not only
criticised 1t; but, like the hon. member for

Nanzmgo, they went about the country. and,
while not saying it publicly, said privately

thdt it was only a scheme to hoodwink the
farmers and get their votes, and they advised
the furmers, if they got into the scheme,
to get into it for political purposss only, as
it was only a scheme to get their votes.

My, Epwarps: Thot is not true.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
The hon. member for Nanango, who claims
to q rak on behalf of the fanne and who
claims to be a farmer himself, and who, I
understand, is a very bad farmer—

Mr. CorsEr: That is not true.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE::
Should have aszerted his manhcod and said,
“This 1z a good scheme, and I will sup-
port it, and I will ask all my farming friends
to support it, because it is a good scheme for
the farmer,” and a good thing for Queens-
land.

Oprpositiox MEMBERS interjecting,

The SECRAETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
It is only when an animal is hurt that he
squeals. I am hurting hon. members oppo-
site. I rose for that purpose this afternoon.
I rose for the purpose of showing their
hypoerisy and want of sincerity on behalf
of their so-called friends, the farmers.

Mr. Conser: What about your insincority
in giving land to scldicri on perpetual lease-
hold terure?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
All that is now suggested is in the Labour
party's platform. The Government took a
big step forward last year. The Council
of Agriculture has been busy on the scheme
for some months, The Bill is included in the
Governor’s Speech, and has been drafted to
be placed on the statute-book, which Bill
deals with the matter we are discussing this
afternoon. It is only natural for hon. mem-
bers opposite to take advantage of the Stand-
ing Ovders and get up on Thursday afternoon
and blow off hot air in this way. We know,
with regard to co-operation, that the Labour
Government of Queensland lead the way
throughout the length and breadth of Aus-
tralia, because we are the only State giving
the farmer power to form a pool. The hon.
member for Bulimba and the hon. member
for Warwick do not believe in the pooling
system; they are not concerned about the
uheatgxower getting a decent price for his
wheat; they are dead against the pooling
system, and they cannot stand it. In Victoria
w little while ago the Victorian onlon-growers
had a deputatxon to the Minister for Agrlcul
turc. The report of that deputation states—

“ A deputation of Viclorian onion-
growers last week urged the Governinent
to form a compulsory pool to take over

Hon. W. N. Gillies |
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the unsold balance of the crop. The
growers said the cost of production was
£6 per ton, including labour, and many
of them wore receiving only £2 5s. per
ton. It was suggested that the pool
should fix the selling price at £7 per ton.
growers to be allowed £3 at once and

£4 held in hand f{for expenses and
reserves,’’
Just listen to what the Minister said in

reply. He is very different from the Minis-
ter in Queensland—

“ A pool was out of the question, as i+
was against the policy of the Government
ment.”’ .

Mr. Eopwarps: Did they ever seize the
{armers’ crops in Victoria?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE .
The pooling system is against the poliev of
tire Tories, whether they sit in thiz Houso
or in Victoria. I say without fear of contra-
diction that, without the pooling system
co-operation is not complete, Some farmers
woild not come in until they were compelled
to do so. They would be like the ‘‘scab”
workers who stand outside the wunion, and
say, “I can get a job; I can get a decent
wage; I am not going to tiec myself up
to a union.” They are prepared to take
all the benefit, but they are not prepared
to join an organisation, whether it be a
union or a co-operative organisation, and
take the risk or odium of helping to
m=ke it a success. When it is a success
they will take all the benefits and probably
refer to it as ““ our co-operative company.’’
The time has arrived when compulsion should
be applied in necessary casas with proper
safsguards,

. CorseR: Are you poing to support the
tion ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
It was because it was nccessary that I
brought in the Bill last vear providing that
compulsion cculd be applied by the co-oper-
tive organisations with regard to the various
marketing schemes. I have various testi-
monials which I can read with regard to
what wo are doing. At Byron Bay a few
days ago, Mr. Smith, in dealing with the
question of bananas, is reported to have
said—

‘““Afr. Sieith outlined the Queensiand
proposals.  During his address he said
that. although =ome peceple may not
agree with the polities of the present
Government in Queensland, he thought
all would admit that the Qucensiand
Government were doing all they could to
place primary producers of that Btato
i a better position. He believed the
market for bananas could be extended if
organised.”

m

That is an excellent testimonial coming from
a gentleman who docs believe in the l.abour
party. There are many other testimonials
ceming from various parts of the world—
scme from South Africa, some from Victoris,
some from New Zealand, and some from
America—all inquiring what the Labour Go-
wrmment of Queeonsland are doing to crganise
the farmers and encourage co-operation in the
Qtute. Some of these testimonials are very
complimentary. There js no occasion for me
to take up the time of the House gettling
them into ‘‘ Hansard” this afternoon, It is
well known that the eyes of the world to-day
are on the policy of the Queensiand Govern-
meih in their efforts, both voluntary and

[Hon. W. N. Glllies.
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compulsory, to bring about co-operation and
to place the farmers on a better footing.

A Bill is now being drafted to malke true
co-operation possible. It will afford any
group of producers an opportunity either to
market, to manufacture, to sell, or to buy
their requirements. It will be possible for
them to group together and be financed so
that they can be assisted in buying whole-
sale their fertilisers, their seed, their farming
tools, ete. The position of the farmer to-day
is that he has to scll wholesale and buy
retail. The Government say that the position
should be reversed and that the farmer shall
come in direct contact with the consumer,
and s:1l retail and buy wholesale. He will
sell the produce of the farm retail to the
consumer through his own organisation,
and he will cut out the middleman altogether.
e will be able to buy his fertilis farm
nrachinery. seed, and other requirements
wholesale instead of retail as at present. 1t
is the policy of this party to bring the con-
samer and the producer necarer to one
another, and that can only be done by co-
operation. The Bill will provide that farmers
14y come together and form a soclety with
or without capital. It will not be compul-
sors for them to raise any capital by shares
for the purpose of buying, selling, or manu-
facturing any farm products in Queensland.
When that Bill reaches this Chamber even
the Opposition, who cannot see anything good
in anything introduced by a Labour Govern-
ment, will racognise that it is one of the most
comprehensive and up-to-date co-opiration
Biils that has ever been introduced in ang
Parliament in the world. Therefore, this
aitempt this afternoon to make a little bit of
political capital by anticipating someothing
which the Government arc about to do is
alt hot air.

GoversseEsT MreMBERS : IHear, hear!

Mr. LOGAXN (Lockyer): T have very much
pleasure in supporting this worthy motion
of the hon. member for Burnett. It is rather
interesting to mote the exception that the
(tovernment are taking to the motion.

OpPOSITION MEMBERS :

Mr. LOGAN: I do not intend to speak
long, sc that the members on the opposite
side may be given an opportunity to vote on
the motion. The Secretary for Agriculture
has described the motion as hot air so far as
the Country party is concerned. I wish to
vefute that, and say that it has been the aim

of the Country party, asz long as

[6.30 p.m.] it has been in existence, to bring

about a system of co-opcration
such as is outlined in the motion. T am sure
that, if a reasonable chance is given to the
Country party, they will at all times endea-
vour to practise what they preach. I am
also pleased at the jnformation given by the
hon. member for Bowen, that the recent
convention of the Labour party at Emu
Park adopted a similar principle.

Mr. Coutixs: We had that principle in
our platform long before that.

Mr. LOGAN : The matter has been fairly
well ventilated this afternoon, and I believe
that, when the hon. member for Burnett
introduced this motion and outlined his
scheme, he did so in all sincerity and not
for political propaganda.

OppostrioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. Kirwan: Political kite-flying, that is
all 1t is.

Hear, hear!
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Mr. LOGAN: The sole purpose of the
motion is to place the primarv producer on
a better footing than he is to-day.

Mr. Corser: It is something ccncrete,

Mr. LOGAN: I congratulate the hon.
member for Burnett on propounding a scheme
with a view to bringing about a solution of
the troubles of the primary producers, as
their position has been very serious for some
time past.

The SEcrETARY ror PUBLIC WORKS:
do you propose tc finance the scheme?

Mr. LOGAN: By giving the co-operative
companies a fair chance and placing them
on a fairly sound financial footing, the time
will come when they will be able to control,
not only the marketing but the transport of
their products overseas.. I trust that the
Government will take up this scheme in the
true spirit they should and support the
motion. At any rate, we hope the Govern-
ment will stick to thelr guns and support
the measure.

Mr. MORGAN (Murille): 1 listened with
very much interest to the many erratic state-
ments and flow of hot air which came from
the Seeretary for Agriculture in connection
with this matter When we are all unani-
mously of the opinion that co-operation is
the best thing that could possibly happen in
the interests of the producer, why all this
heat? Why not get together with a view to
carrying it into cffect? We have been doing
nothing but ‘talking, and what is the result?
The farmer during the whole of the period
has been struggling, and is now down and
out.  The Secretary for Agriculture made
«ome  reference  to  Victoriuns who are
members of this Assembly.

Mr. CarTER: You ran
Rtato.

Mr. MORGAN: There are a great number
of Victorians who are cccupying mos! impor-
tant positions both inside and outside this
Touse.

Mr, CarTER: Who “left their country for
thelr country’s good.”

Mr. MORGAN: They are to be congratu-
lated on the fact that they are here for the
bencfit of Quecnsland, to try and develop
Queensland with a view to making it the
important State that Victoria is t{o-day—the
most important State in  Australia. The
Secretary for Agriculture also referred to
the farmers of Victoria, and I would like to
remind him that, if he looks at the statistics,
he will find that instead of 1) per cent. of
the favmers there paving income tax, as in
thiz State, a big proportion of them can
afford and do pay income tax. My idea of
the prosperity of any industry, whether it is
business, farming, or otherwise, is that it is
indicated bv the amount of income tax paid
by that industry. The Secretary for Agri-
culture, by claiming what he has dene for
Queensland, only goes to show, from an
agricultural point of view, that the little
“ cabbage patch” in the southern portion of
Australia is the home, at any rate, of the
prosperous farmer. I hope and trust I shall
live to sec the time when the farmers of
Queensland will be able to live in the same
measure of comfort and under the same con-
ditions as obtain in Victoria to-day. When
that is achieved, we shall be able to claim
as legislators that we have done something
besides talk for the benefit of the man on
the land. The Secretary for Agriculture
also said that, had we disposed of our butter

How

away from your
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in Australia, instcad of oversca, we would
have been better off to the extent of £125,000.
That argument is only effective if we pro-
duce no more butter than is required for local
consumption. 'The facts are that we produce
more buiter than is consumed locally, and
our price is governed by the overseas parity.
The hon. gentleman’s argument is purely
aud simply in the direction of impressing on
the farmers that they should not over-
preduce, and by so doing make the industry
pay. Why is it that a number of our indus-
tries, such as sugar and dried fruit, are
prosperous to-day? It is because they ave
protected. We do mot produce any more
than is required for local production, and
protection is given to those industries against
the impoertation of those produets from cheap-
labour eountries overseas. Does the Secretary
for Agriculture protect us in regard to butter
and cheese? Noj; because he knows that
our markets for these products are regulated
by the prices prevailing in other parts of
the world. That reminds me that the hon.
gentleman has become famous for his remark
that the farmer should produce for use and
tiot for profit.

An Orpostrion MEMBER :
scores of times.

The SECRETARY
not use the word *“{armer.”

Mr. MORGAN : He may not have used the
word “ farmer,” but he said that producers
ought to produce for use and not for profit.
What was the object of the hon. gentleman
in saying that they should preduce for use
and not for profit?

The Srecrorary For PusLic
use, and not to look at.

Mr. MORGAN: Doecs he mean that the
farmers should producs for the city people
while they—— .

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I hope
the hon. member will address his remarks to
the Chair.

Mr. MORGAN: I am replying to the
Secretary for Agriculture. He certaizly did
not keep to the question before the House.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MORGAN: I am one of those who,
for many years, have had the opinion that
we are living in the age of co-operation.
Until we are able to climinate the excessive
profils made by the handlers of produce,
agriculture will never be successful. Take,
for instance, the man with a barrow in the
street. That barrow may cost him  £5.
With his Jabour he hawks the fruit in the
street, and, although the fruit is much
cheaper than it is sold in the shops, he makes
more profit at the end of the week thau the
man who preduces the fruit. With an out-
lay of £5 or £6 he makes more profit than
the farmer who has a plant running into
£1,500 to £2,000. That is the system that
we are working under to-day. Is it right?

Take the cattle industry. To-day we have
State hutchers and private butchers paying,
say, ldd. per lb. for meat in carcass form
landed in the shop, and they retail this
meat at 44d. and 5d. per lb. The butcher,
who only handles the meat for twenty-four
hours or so, makes 3d. and 4d. per 1b. on it
over the counter, while the grazicer or farmer
who has handled the beast for three v:ars
gots only 1id. per lb. That is the system
that we want to break down if the producer
is to come into his own. Huge profits are
being made by people who do not produce.

Mr. Morgan.]

He has s=aid that

FOR AGRICULTURE: 1 did

Woris: For
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The whole trouble to-day is that the
retailer is the man who is making the profit,
and some of his profits he is expending in
building up the city of Brisbane. We sce
buildings going up all over Brisbane, and
we are told that Quecnsland is prosperous.
On the other hand, every day the Depart-
ment of Agriculture is receiving sheaves of
applications from poor unfortunate farmers
asking for 18s. per weck {or themselves, and
something for their children, ¢o that they
can provide the necessaries of life. I feel
sure that the Sccretary for Agriculture is
surprised to know the large number of people
from the different agricultural districts that
are making applications for relief. Yet the
Premier and Ministers sitting on the Trea-
sury bench are endecavouring by talk to show
us that they are doing something for the
agriculturists. I would like to knuw shat!
So far we can see no sign oi the prosperity
that they were going to give to the man
cuitivating the land. TUnfortunately, there
has been a great deal of talk, but nothing
done in the way of Improving existing con-
ditions.

I believe wholly and solely in co-operation.
I bolieve that the man who produces and
does the work should get the profit. Until
we have in force a system allowing the man
who grows the produce to trace and control
it from the time it leaves his farm until it
reaches the consumer, the producer is not
going to get what he is honestly entitled to,
and the comsumer is not going to get what
he is cntitled to. The producer should get
full value for his products, and the con-
sumer should gel those products as cheaply

as possible.  That is the policy of the
Country party.

The SECREzsRY FOR AGRICULTTRE: Produce
for use.

Mr. MORGAX: Unfortunately, while the

present Government profess that that is also
their policy. lind there are now more
combines formed for the purposze of keeping
up prices than was ever previously the case.
We find that every business has its combine,
To deal with these combines we have a price
fixer, whose awards mav be brought into
force at any moment, but it seems as though
it is only in regard to one industry that he
ever takes action. We are being exploited
by combines, and the prices we have to pay
for all we require are excessive. The price
fixer is kept there for the purpose of stop-
ping a rise in the price of butter the moment
it reaches a certain level; but what is he
doing with regard to other trades and indus-
tries? We need protection in regard to the
necessitics of existence. We want to prevent”
the fsrmer being exploited in the matter of
his implements, his saddlery, his harness,
his furniture, and the hundred and one
things that are necessifties to him. The price
fixer appears to be hidden away in obwcurity,
and we do not sce him; he allows us to be
exploited daily, and continually has his eyes
fixed upon the price of some commodity that
the poor unfortunate farmer produces.

That does not prove that the Government
are doing their duty with respect to these
particular matters, The producers arc ask-
ing that hon. members opposite, who have
the power, should protect them still further,
and I do hope that the Secretary for Agri-
eulture will see that some benefit will accrue
in connection with this particular discussion,
and that it will not be merely a waste of
tsime on the part of the legislature of this
tate.

IMr. Morgan.

wo
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Mr. ¥. A. COOPER (Bremer): 1 could
very heartily support this motion if it were
differently worded. 1t would be more in
conformity with the co-operative ideals of
certain mewmbers of this Chamber if it were
worded to this effect—

“That, in order to assurc to primary
producers the possibility of controlling
the marketing of their produce, iegisla-
tive provision be made and loan moners
be made available for the establishment

of co-operative produce agencies, con-
trolled by the users of the agencies
through a properly constituted direc-

torate elected by the users.”
The motion, as submitted by the hon. mem-
ber for Burnett, provides—

“ For the establishment of co-operative
produce agencies, to be controlled by the
primary producers themselves through a
properly constituted directorate clected
by subscribing sharcholders.”

Now, those sharcholders are pcople who
have invested money in the concern, and
they would see that they received a return
for the money they invested.

Unfortunately, the motion has been most
loosely drawn up in a way which is an
absolute endorsement of the policy of the
middleman and of the produce agent.

My, Corser: The agencies will be con-
trolled by the primary producers themselves,
“through a properly coustituted dircetorate
clected by subscribing shareholders.”

Mr. F. A. COOPLR : Tt is all very fine to say
that this co-operative society would be con-
irolled by the primary producers themselves,
but it cannot be so controlled unless they
are contributing shareholders and get upon
the directorate. That unfortunate everlast-
inz desire on the part of the farmer to get
centrol of the produce agencies has led the
hon. member for Burnetl into making that
most ridiculous addition to his motion—that
thoy should be controlled by a properly con-
stituted directorate elected by subscribing
shareholders. There is nothing of a co-
operative nature in thst whatever, and con-
sequently the motion is of such a ridiculous
nature that I cannot see how members of the
Country party who profess to believe in
co-operation can vote for it. I was interested
in the remarks of the Secretary for Agricul-
ture, and in some of the remarks of members
of the Country party, as to how far Govern-
ment should help them in the matter of this
co-operative enterprise. The hon. member
for Burnett pointed out that American
farmers are in a particularly good situation
brought about by their own co-operative
offorts, As a matter of fact, no such thing
is the case. The American farmer to-day
and the Canadian farmer to-day owes his
position to the assistance given to him by
the Governments of the various States in
America and in Canada. These facts are
widely acknowledged. They acknowledge
that they must have governimental assistance,
and, so far as I have read, that assistance is
granted upon the very lines of the Primary
Producers’ Organisation, as laid down in the
Act introduced by the Secretary for Agri
culture last year.

Mr. VowLes: Which came from California.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: It does not matter

where it came from. The hen. member for
Dalby now finds that the scheme was stolen
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from California. Mr. Bebbington said last
vear that it was stolen from his bag. It
will be interesting to know hosw the Country
party got this scheme into Mr. Bebbington’s
bag if it was originally stolen from Cali-
fornia. Were they the stealers? I  am
surprised that the hon. member for Dalby
should attempt to get ancther string to his
bow in that matter. He said it was a bunch
of carrots and various other things, but now
ho says 1t was stolen from California.

Mr. Vowres: I said you were the donkev.

Mr. F. A. COOPER: That may be so, but
I am not the particular donkey that was
depicted by Harry Julius during the election.
{Government laughter.) I takc this oppor-
tunity of congratulating Mr. Harry Julius
on hizs work, and I trust the hon. mer ber
for Dalby did not have to sit too long (Loud
laughter.,) Let us get away from these
asinine jokes and get down to the business
of the resolution. I hold in my hand the
“ Outlcok™ of quite a recent date, and it
may be of interest to members of the
Country party to know that the editor very
frequently deals with the aspect of agricul-
ture in America, though probably they do
not read it. In the “ Outlook™ of 9th May,

1922, in an article entitled “ The Rise of
Canadian Farmers to Political Power” the
ditor sagys—

“Wm. R. DMotherwell, Dominion

Minister of Agriculture, has bren the
leader in the farmers’ fight for recog-
nition. He stands behind the movement
bodr and soul. He has been a farmer
all his life. He homesteaded in Saskat-
chewan in 1852, ¥le uscd oxen on his
farm the first ten years, and for more
than five years did not own a binder.
His original hoine was a log cabin, and
it served the purpose for the first fiftecn
years. ¢ One thing.” said Mr. Motherwell
recently, *stands out significantly in the
story of the movement that has given
the farmer a nevw position in the political
and economic life of the nation. That
is the steadfast help given coutinually
by the (Canadian Government. By just
laws, direct financial aid, agricultural
colleges, and campaigns .of education the
Government has helped the farmer to
help himself.”

I know of no better campaign of educat.on
conducted anywhere to help the good object
than that campaign on behalf of the Primary
Producers’ Organisation.

Mr. CorsEr: What about letting us have
a division on the motion?

Mr. F. A. COOPER: There is no need to
have a division. I am going to move an
amendment to make it a decent motion, and
then we will not need a division.

Mr. KEBR: ‘Nhy defeat it in that way?

My, F. A, COOPER: In the * Outlook”
of 2nd May, 1923, there is a very intercsting
article cntitled  The Farmer’s Background”
by Dr. A. C. True, who, as everybody knows,
is  Director of State Relations Service,
United States Department of Agriculture.
It is a very interesting article upon the
development of schemes for the marketing
of farmers’ produce, and I commend the
article to members of the Country party.
1f the hon. member for Burnett read the
“ Qutlook,” he would know he was on very

" deal to as
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unsafe grounds in wording his motion as he
has worded it. This article says—

“ Last June 25000 farming people,
brought in chiefly by 7,000 automobiles,
came to De Kalb, lilinois, to celcbrate
the tenth anniversary of the establish-
ment of the Farm Burcau in  that
country.”

I would like members of the Opposision to
note that there were 25,000 farming people
brought in chiefly by 7,000 automobiles.”
The artiele continues— .

“The principal epeakers on  this
occasion were the Governor of Minnesota,
the Dean of the College of Agriculture
of the University of Illinois, an:l the
president of the American Farm Burcau
Federation. These men were representa-
tives of three great forces—namely,
Government (acting in United States
through both Stzte and Federal agencies)
education, and organisation.”

We have it borne in upon us that the most
important need in connection with the better-
ment of the farmer’s condition is cducation
and organisation, and there has been nothing

i

better for the farmer in any part of the
world in the matter of organisation and
education than the Act passed by this

Government during the last Parliament—the
Primavy Producers’ Organisation Act. The
article geoes on to say—
© To-day these forcez ave behind the
American farmer in new ways, and are
supporting him in increasing micasure in
his efforts Lo raise his standard of living
and achieve suceess in his business and
his home and community life.”
Once more I want to draw the attention of
the House to the fact that this article points
out that the most imiportant thing in Ameri-
can farm life to-day is the Government
asvistance vendered in the matter of educa-
tion and organisation.
A7 poa., the House, in accordance with
issional Order, procecded with Goverament
iness.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay): As a member
of the Conntry party, T support the prin-
ciple of arbitration, and [ am sure that hon.
gmembers on this side join with me in making
“that statement. Arbitration has done a great
- many of the industries in which
awards have been made, when the industries
have been able 1o pay the wages fixed by
the awards. Many industries have been in
a position %o pass on the cost of the awards
to the general public. I am very pleased
ihat the Minister thought fit to give full
information concerning this measure to the
House, hut I regret that he did not give that
information to the electors of Queensiand
betore the clections. I contend that, if the
Minister had made the same speech from the
different platforms on which he spoke during
the election, the positien of affairs weuld
have been very different in the House to-day.

The Secrerary ror Preric Works: I did
make spesches on several occasions during the
eliction campaign in which I said that the
principle of arbitration would be extended
to the fullust extent.

My, CLAYTON: The Minister may have
miade that speech, and he may have known

Mr. Clayton.]




268 Industrial Arbitration

where to make i, (Opposition laughter.)
When the Premier was speaking at Kingaroy
during the clections, he was aske:l whether
L2 was going to allow the rural workers to
come under the Arbitration Court, and it
will be found that there is a striking con-
trast between what the hon. gentleman said
and what the Secrctary for Public Works
has told wus. When asked at Kingaroy
whether he was going to bring in legislation
w allow the rural industries to come under
the arbitration award, the Premier said—

“ My friend is asking this question,
not for the purpese of information, but
is only {rying to embarrass me. But I
have been too long in the political game
to be embarrassed by a noodle. The
Labour party believes in arbitration, but
it does not apply the awards to the yural
or any other industries. It is the Arbi-
tration Court that makes the awards.”

There w2 have an instance of the Premicr
sidestepping the question. e said thai the
Government did not spply these awards, but
he did not say that they would not apply
theme After-gulling the farmers by telling
them that the Government did not apply the:
awards, on the first opporiunity he has the
Premier deceives the farmers by bringing in
this legislation compelling them to come
wnder the award of the Arbitration Court.
If the industry in which the rural woikers
are engaged cxn meet the conditions of the
award which the judges fix, it will be all
right; but, if the industry cannct par the
weges lald down, there can be no prosperity
in the industry. You must include dairying
in the rural industrics, and how on carth
can a dairy farmer pay a decent wage to his
employees. when it is proved by the Price
Fixing Commissioner that the averag: cost
of production of butter in Queensland is

~
{

d. per ib., and, as a matter of fact. while
wae are in the midst of a serious drought, the
farmers are compelled to produce butter at
ix. 3d. per Ib.?
How are we going to pay decent wages to
the men cngaged in these industries unless
the Government can bring about a stabilisa-
{ion of prices, for instance, in the industry
which T have quoted? I sincerely hope that
the Government will bring about a stabilisa-
- tion of prices so that the farmers can afford
to pay the wage that may be awarded; but
I venture to say that, had not the controlling
Government of Queensland--not the men in
thie  Chamber, but the men at the Emu
Park Convention—insisted upon the intro-
duction of this legislation, it would never
have been brought forward. It is the
extreme scction of the other side who have
forced the Government to bring it before
the House, and it is commonly known that
the Sscretary for Public Works is the leader
of the cxtreme element in that party Had
it been left to the Premier, I believe it
would not have been introduced.

The SEcrRETARY FOR PubLic WorkS: That
was the most successful Convention I ever
atiended.

Mr. CLAYTON: T venture to say that, if
this measure finds its way on fo the statute-
book—of whick I have not the slightest
doubt, because I do not anticipate that the
Alinister will accept the amendments which
will come from this side

The SecrErsRY toR PUBLic WORKS: Every
reasonable amendment intended to assist the
purpose of the Bill will be accepted.

[Mr. Clayton.
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3r. CLAYTON: The hon. gentleman has
told us that on other occasions, but, unfor-
tunately, he does not know what reasonable
amendments are. (Opposition laughter.) 1
sincerely hope that, if this measure is placed
on the statute-beok, since we shall be at the
merey of the judge, every consideration will
be given by him to the men engaged in rural
industries, so that hardship will not be
inflicted upon them. Before he takes his
place on the beneh to comsider this import-
ant question, he should, in the interests
of the primary producers of Queensland, go
out into some of the dairying or other dis-
tricts—where the truth exists—and obscrve
their conditions.

Will the Secretary for Agriculture deny
that the Council of Agriculture brought this
matter up at their last meeting, and that
one of the Government nominees asked them
to withdraw it because they were placing the
Minister in an invidious position?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Who was
the spy ?

Mr, CLAYTON: I have the Minister’s
admission that they did bring it forward
and impresced on the Minister the neces-
sity, iun the interests of the agricultural
districts, for its.withdrawal. It has not been
withdravn, and I would like to ask the
Alinister whether, if so requested by the
Locsl Producers’ Associations through the
District Councils and the Council of Agri-
culture, he will defend the farmers in the
Arbitration Court when a claim is put in.
1 do not know whether the Minister will be
agrecable to do that, but I can assure him
that, if he does not, he will go a long way
towards upsetting the organisation which the
(overnnient have set up. I am absolutely
certain that the Local Producers’ Associations
will bring pressure io bear on the Council

of Agriculture to fight the eclaim. The
Council of Agriculture are there to look
after the interests of the primary pro-

ducers, and, therefore, it is their duty to
Lrotect them in the court, The Government
have sent their represcntatives on previous
occasions to fight clzims which have been
put kefore the court. For instance, they had
a representative of the Railway Department
there to prevent the railway cmpioyees from
gotting the wage which they claimed, If
they do that, then it is the duty of the
Ceurcil of Agriculture. through the Minister,
who 1s the chairman, to defend them when
s claim is made. Before the Council has
had an opportunity of being of any material
benefit to the primary producers, we have
the extreme element of the party opposite
forcing the Government to bring In a mea-
surc undoing a lot of good work that has
been done. Last vear £25.000 was placed on
the Istimates for the initial cost of this
Council. I am sorry that a measure of this
kind should be introduced before the Council
of Agriculture has got properly under way.
When the Government are endeavouring to
inflict this hardship upon the primary pro-
ducers, do they realise that Queensland is
now suffering from the effccts of one of the
worst droughts she has ever experienced?
How are you going to force men to pay any
wages at all in those districts where the
drought has been experienced?

The SecrETARY FOR PusLic WORKS:
do not want them to pay any wagos.

“Mr. CLAYTON: 1 want men to employ
labour and pay decent wages; but many of
these men have no income at all. I can

You
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tako the Minister to places in my electorate
where they have only had 10 inches of rain
during the last twelve months, and, instead
of people deriving any income from their
dairy herds, they are driving them awaz to
relief country and attending to them there,
walting every day for it to rain. These
people are not in receipt of any income at
all; their sole object at the present time is
to keep their herds alive. How on earth
are you going to fix the hours for the men
cmployed by the owners of those herds to
keep the herds alive? The Minister knows
perfectly well that many of the farmers in
Queensland to-day are applving for relief.

The SrORETARY ¥OR PUBLIC WORKS: Those
persons who are applying for relief are not
employing any labour.

Mr. CLAYTON: The people who are
applying for relief have to take their herds
away in order that they may be kept alive so
that at a later date they can resume their
farming operations. FHave the rural workers
asked for this award, or is it the Australian
Workers’ Union organisers who are bringing
them under the operations of the court? Is
it not a fact that the Australian Workers’
Union are anxious to get mors funds, and,
by bringing in these people, they will bLe
able to compel them to join their organisa-
tion #nd pay Z0s. for a ticket and 10s.
towards the cstablishment of the chain of
Labour dailies. I venture to say that, if
this measure is placed on the statute-book,
iucreased unemployment will be the result.
1f the Government are going to stabilise the
dairy industry or any other industry, then
those engaged in the industry will be pre-
pared to pay a decent wage; but, if the
Government are geing to force these men off
the farms, then more unemployment will be
created. If this measure becomes law and
the men have to join the Australian Workors’
Union, will the farmer be compelled to go
to the Labour Burcau to engage labour?
That is the case with regard to all other
industries to-day. It is an appalling sight
to «ce men hanging about in the city of
Maryborcugh waiting for employment. You
can go to the Court House at about 10 o’ clock
in the morning and see about fifty men sitting
about in the gutter waiting for an oppor-
tunity to get work, and at 10 o'clock a man
comes out and puts up one job on the black-
beard.

They all scan that board, and after that
man is telected they turn around, procure
relief, and go back to where they came from.
You are compelling those men to stuy there

in the hope of getting work from the
Bureau.

A farmer in my electorate recently
wrote to me concerning a young man who
had been employed on his farm. He said—
‘A few lines asking you to do me a
favour, if at all possible. The construc-
tion works at the Gunalda Railway
Station ”’—— :

At Gunalda thev were doing some railway

construction—
‘are just about to commence. I have a
voung fellow living with me. Fle has
been with me for about seven vears. He
has no home, and times are bad on the
farms just now on account of the dry
spell.  We have no work for him, and
work is scarce. Ile was working at Gun-
diah sawmill, but that has gone away
now. Do you think you could exert your

influence and procure work for him at -

Gunalda? He was twenty-one years of

[26 JuLy.]
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age last October. It would oblige us all
very much. He did not register on the
Labour Bureau——

I wish you to notice this—
““ as he cannot afford to stay in town and
go up every day and ask for work.”

In reply to that letter I wrote—
. “Your letter of 20th instant to hand,
in which you ask me to exert my
influence in securing employment for Lir.
—-—-at the construction work at Guanalda.
This morning 1 interviewed the local

labour agent in connection with the
matter, and was informed that if My,
was to Dbe successful in =ccuring

work as desired he would have 1o go to
Maryborough or Gympie and register at
the Labour Burcau, and also visit the
Bureau at the end of each fortnight so
as to renew his registration. When he
ascertained he was ncar the head of the
list he would require to perconally call
szt the Bureau each day at 10 a.m. to
get his turn for emplovment. My, ——
would also require a union ticket, costing
£2, before he could start work on the
line. I regret that under the cireum-
stances T ecannot assist as I should very
much like to, kuowing wmyself, as a
farmer, the effect the dry weather is
heving on our finances.”

There i= an ipstance of a young man on a
irm wanting to secure employment. He
states that he has 1o money, yet he is forced
to go down to Maryborough, stay out there
with the others lined up every day, and
foreed to seek rations. If you arve going to
force these men off the farms into the cities,
you will bring about a more scrious stata of
affairs than exists at the present time. I
sincer2ly hope that the Minister, before this
amending Bill is placed on the statute-book,
will give the matter very serious corsidera-
tion.  We ou tiiis side of the IHouse feel very
keenly at the present time for the farmers.
It the QGovernment can procure for the
farmers a living wsge—because =t the pro-
sent  time  there hardly a farmer in
Queensland, couridering the hours he works,
who makes the minimum wage of the awards
at present in operation—then we are pre-
pared 1o allow the Government to take us
to the Arbitration Court.

Mr. Cornixs: You will allow us?

dr. CLAYTON: The Government are
starting at the wrong end. They should first
put the farmer in a good financial position,
and then take hin to the court and ask for
such a wagoe as he is able to pay. I also
hope that the Minister will accept amend-
ments from this side of the House when the
Bill is in Committee.

Mr. DUNSTAN (Gympie): Time and again
it has been urged both inside and outside of
this House that better relations should exist
hetween capital and labour. That ery has
heen made almost a political slogan by hon.
members opposite, by their party, and by
their Press. But with them, as with the
cmploying class that they seem to represent.
that ery has merely been an empty political
asseveration. One way that was open to
achieve those better relations they have
never followed, and that was to anticipate in
some degree hy their own free will and
effort the benefits and improvements in
industrial conditions that have been wrested
from the employers by the workers, by sheer
fighting, by industrial organisation, built up

Mr. Dunstan.]
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by the painful process of hardship, strugale,
and self-sacrifice, and by the foree of law
given its impetus by Labour legislation.
Time and again it has also been shown that
every move towards an ilmprovement in
industzial conditions in this State has been
not only met by the opposition and hostility
of the anti- Ldbom party, but has been
accompanied in every instance by disnml
forcbodings of ruin and disaster that would
be accomplished in this State.

Hon, W. H. BarNEs: That is not a correct
statement,

Mr. Kirwax: It is perfectly correct.

Mr. DUNSTAN: Unfortunately it is a
fruet that in no case have these industriz
improvements and benefits been given by the
criployers of their own free will and effori.
'lbo edifice of Labour reform in thiz State

ras been built up slowly, persistently, and
painfully by the kaus themselves,  We
]\“\e found that in every case of Labour
reform those dismal forebodings have been
manifest.  In every case where ILabour,
her through its purhamontmy party or
through its industrial organisation, has sought
tc make some progress in the betterment of
custrial conditions in this State. that his-
tery has been marked by the dismal wallmq
of Tuin by political Jeremiahs and the run-
uirg through the land of false prophets, who
have foretold disaster to trade, to the com-
runity, and to the State. In the case of the

abolition of black labour in the sugar rnttu

try, the application of better indusirial con-
ditions to that industry, the application of
the c1qui -hour day to gcnoml trade. the early
clesing laws, and the establishment of &
S fuldcu half holiday—in every casc these
-ements were accompanici
1nedlctlous and wails of woo
Put in ne case werve these falwe prophacu:.
fulfilled. In_ every case, by our industrial
struggles and parl'amenuuv jegislation and
the organizations that the worke: emsclves
have sot up, we have not only a\hicw d thoge
reforms Dbut have proved the wisdom of
Lobour legislation, and have Qh\'mn that. by
prozress along true industrial lines and the
britermont of the conditions of the workers,
thore has always been manifest a comcmant
increase in the prosperity of the people of
this Stat

I» no casc where there has been an award
have ruin and disaster followed. On the
contrary, every award that hes been estab-
lished in this State has been acumlpﬂnod by
greater prosperity, increased production, ard
the development of trade and comiuerce;
and, what 1s more beneficial to us ax a com-
rmmlt“ better and happier conditions in the

lives and  ev ery-day conditions of the
workers.  These are things which wo as a
Labour party stand for to-day, and here,

where we are striving for an improvement of
the industrial conditions of the man on the
isnd and farm hands, as represented in this
Bali, we arc met by the same old dismal pre-
ciction that ruin and disaster will fellow
to those on the land in this State. 1 do
nat belleve that these predictions will be
fulfitled; but, seeing that the State by its
socialistic assistance has given immeasurable
benefits to the men engaged in all the rural
industries, I do contend that it is up to
us to sve that some measure of benefit is
also given to those wage-carners who help
be landed industries to reach that degree of

prosperity which we all desire. During this
debate hon. members opposite have: been
making specches as though they wer: deal-

[Mr. Dunstan.
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g with an actual claim before the Arbitra-
tion Court. All those speeches would have
bren more appropriate if they were n e
by the wepresentatives of the tarmers and
ﬂ”noulturlsfs when a log is placed before the
Arbitration Court for cousideration. The
f(umob to-day have a compcient and wwell

>aperienced body of men in the Coureil of
\{ riculture, who, I am quite sure. ¢an ade-
uately 1eprcsent their side of the case in
any application that comes before the Arbi-
tration Court. Not only has this proposal
met with the hostility of hou. members
opposite, but 1t has been made manifest
that, while professing their approval of
the  principle  of arbitration, they are
practically contending that the Arbitra-
tion Court is a one-sided, prejudiced, and
incompetent body; that it is prepaved to
ruin an industry in ‘order to placate the indus-
trialists of this community. I contend that
f"dt Is not true in any respect. Seceing that
he Government have given very gle"t asyist-
arece to the men on the land bv all forms of
soelalistic assistance—in rebatss of taxetion,
in decrease of freights, in aphl ying to the
indusiries on the land all the &ntn‘rageu
ard activities of the experts in the different
departments, in giving to the Council of
Sgriculture a grant of £50,000 to enable the
rmers o organise themselv it is only a
fair thing that the industrialists engaged in
these landed industries should also be given
a chancs to go before the court and urge
their case where the employers themselves
will have an equal say. We have the signi-
fizant fact that in regard to the organisation
of agriculture under the Council of Agricul-
tere as citablished in Qucensland tc-day,
the Government have given a sum of £59.000
to cnable the farmers to organise them 3,
and I contend that there is no instance
ere 111(\ industrialists of any community
or soctlon in this State have ever raceived
such assistance to cnable them to organise
in their own sphere.  All industrial organisa-
tions in the Statc of Queensland have been
built up by a painful proe and by priva-
tion offen accompanied by hardship to women
end children. and T say it is a fuir thing,
ccing that the unions have in no way com-

1’,am<u of this assistance being given to the
agricniturists of Queensland, that ths farm
liands and wage-carners in the landed iodus-
iries generally shonld have an opportunity
to take thair case before the court and have
it adjudicated upon by a competent and

i unal. That is only a fair thing,

the speeches designed to show the
tmpoverished condition of “the landed indus-
tvies are beside the quesiion, They would be
mwore properly made before the Arbitration

Court when a dalm is being made. I am
sutisfied that, when that does take place,

there will come out of the argumeni more
benefits and more advantages in the way of
stabilising industry than have beocn accom-
lished by all the arguments and speeches
of hon. members in this Chamber. During
ihe cleetion campaign in all the country
centres of my electorate I had no hesitation
whatever in dealing with this matter. I
found that the farmers were deeply interested
in the question of bringing rural workers
under the jurisdiction of the Arbitration
Court. and in every case I was able to show
thiat from the very day a Labour Govern-
ment had conrroHed the destinies of Quecns-
land they had given practical assistance
towards the organisation of farmers, who had
received financial backing from the Govern-
ment and all the assistance of the expeits of
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this State, and, therefore, they were justi-
fied in assuming that the Government would
deal fairly with the farmers in a Bill
such as this. We want a fair thing for the
fasmers and for the farm hands as well.
Weo can correetly deseribe the farmer of this

State as the backbone of the country, and
we contend that, if weo assist the kbone
of the country, we szhould also assist the

hands,

There is another important principle in
this Bill, and that is in connection with
the apprenticeship question. I can speak
from experience in my own trade of
printing. The time has come when some
concerted and wise effort should be made to
improve the eonditions of apprenticeship.

It has been done in zome degree
[7.20 p.m.] already. The progress has been.

slow, but therc is greater need
for improvement in the future. In connce-
tion with apprentices generally, there are
many fuctors to be considered, which alto-
gother make the problem a very difficult one.
I do not hold with the contention of some
getianen, including the President of the
Arbitration Court, that technical education
can only be regarded as complementary to
work<hop practice. It would be more true to
sav that technical education should be com-
plemceatary to experience in the workshop.
In th» printing trade, the apprentice in my
time vwent to work at a starting wage of 5s.
per ok, Ile worked from fifty-six to sixty
hours per week. and it was nobody’s concern
to see that he was traived in order to become
a compceient journcyman at the compfetion
of his term of appresticsship. In facr, the
form of indenture in my time was in itself
a weird aud wonderful document. It read
something like this—

%o, the employers, hereby agree to
ndenture the said employee for a term of
vears, ond to teach him the whole
art and mystery of printing ; and the said
cmployee zhall in all ways comport him-

Af as a dutiful and faithful servant;
alebouses aund taverns he shall not fre-
quent; matrimony he shall not contract;
t dice and tables he shall not play;
all the behests and commands of his
employers he shall dutifully obey; and
in all vespects he shall carry out the
av ful commands of his employers; and
iu all respects & faithful and obedient

servant.”’

I have heard a good deal about the atmos-
phere of the workshop, but, as far as my
expericnce goes, it 1s an atmosphere in which
the apprentice is looked upon as a cheap form
of labour, or as a general rouseabout, with
whose training ncbody has any concern. It
seeins to me that, in order to carry out (o
the full extent our desire in regard to
apprentices, we must have an adequate sys-
tem of technical instruction, and 1 contend
that, with a properly equipped technical
schcol, expertly staffed, -more apprentices
could be turned out in a few years more
compeient in every respect than can be turned
out under the general form of apprentice-
ship operating i our workshops to-day.
calso suggest that, with the increase of the
school age to sixteen vears, the last two years
should be devote] to technical education, and
students should be able voluntarily to apply
themselves to a particular vocation, those last
two years being counted as part of their
apprenticeship term. The question arises as
to whether we really want or require appren-
tices. Under present circumstances, many
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employers do not have apprentices at all
because they do not like the responsibility
of carrying out the training of apprentices
for a term of six vears. On the other hand,
the unions hold the view very largely, and
rightly so, that an extra number of these
appreitices are largely looked upon as cheap
labour, about whose training the employers
are never concerncd. I contend that, to get
adequate training in conncction with cur
vocational industries in Quecnsland, we mus#
have a proper and fully cquipped sisiem of
technical education, o that our apprentices
at the end of their term, which, 1 believe,
mar be shortened, may become competent
journcymen, and be able to carry out their
duties to the credit of their trade and for the
bonefit and welfare of the industries of this
Stata,
GCoVvERNMENT MeuBers : ITear, hear!

r. LOGAN (ZLockyer): As the represcnta-
tive of a purely rural distriet, I would be
wanting in myv duty if I did not enter an
cmphatic protest against the provisions of
this Bill being extended to the primary
industries. fought the clection largely om
this issue. At almost every place I spoke I
pointed out that the Government, owing to
the resolution »assed at the Emu Park Con-
vention, intended to introduce this measure
if yoturned to power, and I was returned by
an incrcased majority. I gained about 500
Labour wvotes cwing to the fact that the
Government ingended to introduce legislation
of this kind. (Government dissent.) I am
safe in saying that at least 85 per cent. of
the electors in my constituency desire me to
enter an emphatic protest against legislation
such as this. I have not had much to do with
Arbitration Courts. To hear some hon.
members opposite speak of their dealings with
the Arbitration Court for a number ot years,
vou would think they kn all about the
rural industries. I would like to invite a
fow of them to go out into a constituency
like mine, and undertake the management
of a farm there ard ses how they would get
on under ihe proposed conditions. Some of
the members of the Government have had
the opportunity of visiting the drought-
stricken areas in the Lockyer electorate, and
it must have been quite clear to them that
in many cases there is no chance whatever of
the farmers in those devastated areas receiv-
ing any income at all for at least twelve
months. ITow is it possible for farmers who
are not receiving anr incorue at all to pay the
incrcasad wage which will be fixed by the
Arbitration Court? The farmers cndeavour
to kerp their emplovees in work in sea=on
and out of scason, and they strain a poing
to do that: but, under thiz Bill, the Govern-
moent, instead of improving the conditions of
the farm emplovees, are going considerably
to incrcaze the number of unemplored and
sersd more men to the ecities. The Covern-
ment are not going to do the rural industry
any zood by this amending Bill. According
to the Governor’s Speech, it is proposed in
the near future to inirodure a scheme for
the conscervation of fodder. It seems to me
that, if we go in for the conservation of
fodder. we shall have to increase the area
under production, whick will mean that we
shall require more men on the land. If the
farmers are not in a position to pay the
increased wage required, I fail to see how
we are going to increase the area under
praduction and to make provision for the
conservation of fodder. I realise that that
scheme is one of great importance, and I

Mr. Logan.]
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hope that, when the matter comes before the
Chamber, every hon. member will do every-
thing possible to relieve distress in time of
drought. But the point I stress is that this
Bitl will not do anything to assist in the
conservation of fodder, as 1t will not increase
the area under production.

I have conversed on this matter with
various Labour supporters in my district,
and I have found out that they did not know
ors even believe that this important amend-
ment was going to be brought forward, and
iin some cases the farmers themselves have
told me that they did not belicve that the
Premier would allow such a proposal to go
through. We are quite positive that it is
going to do injury to rural industries, and
the only way in which it can be made success-
ful, in my opinion, is by first of all increas-
ing the price of the product of the farm.
When that is done, there is a possibility of
extending the benefits of the Act to the rural
industries successfully. They will have to
be subsidisad or stabilised in some way or
other before they can pay the award rate of
wages. At the present time—it must be
known to every hon. member oppusite—many
farmers are not making anything at ali; and
vet we are to have an Arbitration Court
award for them to observe, despite the fact
that in many instances they have thres or
four sons of their own of mature age who
should be getting the basic wage before the
privilege is extended to employees. Know-
g the requirements of the mau on the land,
having been associated all my life with the
various orcupations on the land, I know
perfectly well that this is going to impose
a very great hardship on the farmer, and,
as I have-said, I fear that it will create
more unemployment.” Whilst I do not doubt
that every hon. member on the other side
wishes to sce the working man put in » better
position, I do honestly doubt the possibility
of its being done under present conditions
so far as dairying and general farming are
concerned. I am carrying on dairying my-
self, and T know perfectly well that it is
not paying; I would rather be out of the
industry than in it. What applies to me
must apply to hundreds of others also. At
the top end of my electorate stock are dying
of drought, butter-making is at a standstill,
and the farmers have to make application
for assistance from the Government. That
being so, how is it possible for them to pay
increased wages? It is particularly difficult
in a lucerne district such as mine, because
we know that with good rainfalls the prices
which are obtained for your commodity do
not pay for its production. Still the farmer
has to pay labour and maintain his stock,
and if by this amendment you are going to
regulate the hours and increase the wages of
the men whom those farmers have to pay, I
for my part tell you that I cannot see how
it is going to be done. During the election
campaign I put the Government policy as
fairly as possible before the electors, so that
they would know what they might expect,
knowing full well that the Labour candidate
was not going to place anything like that
before them, because he knew it would not
be palatable. The result, as I have already
said, was that I got increased votes.

Another phase of this question with which
I would like to deal is the fact that it has
struck me ay rather strange that the appren-
ticeship question should be dealt with in the
same measure. On the one side we have a
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proposal to improve conditions so far as the
employees are concerned, and on the other
hand we have occasion to enter a protest
against the extension of the Act for the
farming industries. I am glad to think that
the Government are going to make some
effort to improve conditions of apprentice-
ship. During the election I stressed ths
necessity for it very much. I said that it
was a pity that we had net more of our
Queensland lads apprenticed to skilled trades,
so that they would be qualified to take the
places of our artisaus as they became vacant.
It is quite clear that the artisans are dying
out infinitely more quickly than we are pro-
viding young ones to take their places, and
I have said that I thought it a pity that we
had to go overseas to fill places which our
own boys should take. For that reason. I
welcome the. possibility of improving the
conditions of apprentices. I assume that it
is the intention of the Government that those
conditions shall be improved, and that more
boys will be trainel to fill journeymen’s
pusitions in skilled trades. It is regrettable
to think that in times past, owing largely
to the operation: of various awards, many
hoys and girls who have been.carning good
wages In their teens have been dismissed so
soon as they rcached maturity and vounger
ones have beem put in their places. Had
they been apprenticed to skilled trades, con-
ditions would have been different.

I should like to say a little with reference
to the different rates of pay which would
obtain in farming operations. In mixed
farming this is particularly the case. Most
of the farmers have their gas engines and so
forth for chaffeutting and similar operations.
The men who work them presumably wiil
command a higher ratc of pay for a day on
which they run them, although ther may
have been employed at that work for only
a few minutes. They may have been
cmployed for the rest of the time at carting
pumpkins or something of that kind. And,
speaking of pumpkins, I may say that the.
farmers in my electorate know how to handle
pumpkins, and it is likely that, when the
organisers begin to go around, they may have
a very lively time.

The SecrETARY FOR PTBLIC WoRKS: I would
not pursue that line of argument if I ‘were
vou.

Mr. LOGAN: I do not intend to do so;
but I would not like to be the organiser all
the same., 'This is a matter, in all serious-
nes:, that will not be received with approba-
tion in my constituency. I am voicing the
opinion of a farming constituency, and I
believe that opinion holds good with regard
to all agricultural electorates. 1 do not
want to be obstinate, but T have endea-
voured to put the case from my point of
view and from the point of view of my con-
stituents. I hope that the Minister will give
consideration to the amendments that will
be proposed from this side.

The Srererary ror Pusric Works: I will
accept every reasonable amendment that is
designed to improve the Bill.

Mr. LOGAN: If that is so, then the hon.
gentleman will receive a good many reason-
able amendments from this side, and I sin-
cerely hope that he will accept them.

Mr. FERRICKS (Sowth Brisbane): The
speeches that have been délivered by hon.
members on this side in support of arbitra-
tion would. in my opinion, convince any
unbiased listener of the merits of that
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principle to the extent that I feel that it is
uot nccessary—if one were able—to improve
upon or supplement the arguments advanced
in those speeches.  Conscquently, it is my
intention in the brief references that I shall
make to dcal with some of the outstanding
features of the Bill proper, and to express
some opinions and sentiments which so far
have not been touched upon.

Tirst let me deal with the question of
apprentices. The hon. member for Lockyer
has reiterated the statement that has been
made for many years past, to the effect that
the Arbitration Court awards have been
vesponsible for the lessening of the number
of apprentices who are indentured to trades.
He stated that when the wages of the
apprentices rcse to a certain amount the
employers in a great many instances dis-
pensed with their services and put on appren-
tices at a lower rate of pay in their places.
That complaint is made, and has been made,
against the system of arbitration and the
operation of the Arbitration Court. I would
remind those who take up that view that
long before there were Arbitration Courts
in any of the States, and long before there
were any industrial tribunals of any char-
acter at all, that same pernicious system
operated in the employment of apprentices,
not only in this State but in crsery State
throughout the Commonwealth, and narticn-
larly in the differant centre: of population.
Hon. members must remember the days when
girls were apprenticed to dressmaking. They
had to serve a probationary period of six
months without any payment at all, and for
the second six months their wages amounted
to 2s. 6d. per week, and continued to inerease
by 2s. 6d. ver week for every six months of
service.  When their payment reached about
12s. 6d. or 1Bs. per week their services were
dispensed with, and their places were filled
by abnprentices at nothing a weck. That
happened before there were any Wages
Boards, Arbitration Courts, or any other
industrial tribunals. It has been stated also
that the restrictions Imposed through the
instrumentality of the Apprenticeship Com-
mitten and the Arbitration Court rulings,
restricting the number of apprentices which
could be employed in proportion to the
number of adu!t employees in the trades,
had a detrimental effect. That argument
was blown sky-high by a pronouncement
recently remorted in the Press as having
emanated from the president of the Arbitra-
tien Ceurt, Mr. Justice McCawley, showing
that the employers in the various trades had
not only been prevented from putting on a
oertain number of apprentices, but that they
had rot employed the apprentices up to the
number that they were allowed to employ,
and that some had emploved no apprentices
at all.  The president of the Employers’
Federation, Mr. Campbell, rushed into print
to apologise for the employers’ laxity in that
regard, or erdeavoured in some way to
explain it away. The lack of skilled trades-
men has not bheen caunsed through ang fault
of the Arhitration Court, or of the Anpren-
ticeship Committee, or of any industrial
restriction whsatever.  The cemnlovers have
not been availine themselves of the number
which they might have emploved in their
endeavour to turn out skilled tradesmen for
the future.

Some years ago I brought down the wrath
of a couple of hon. gentlemen opposite by a
statement I made with regard to the low rate
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of wages which in those days were paid to
apprentices. The apprentice to whom I was
referring had been employed by a firm, and
when I made that statement I was forced to
mention the name of Walkers Limited, in
Maryborough—not that Walkers Limited
were auy different from any other large
employing industry. They in those days
did what any other employing body did.
They paid a very low rate of wages to their
apprentices, and I brought down upon my
innocent head the wrath of the then hon.
member for Maryborough—Mr. Corser, now
member of the Houge of Representatives for
Wide Bay—and Mr. Booker, who was then
the member for the State clectorate of Wide
Bay. I explained the situation then, and I
repeat it now, because it illustrates the
reason for the shortage of skilled tradesmen
operating not only here but throughout Aus-
tralia, and, as we learn from a sub-leader
in the ¢ Courier’’ this morning, throughout
the world. The illustration I mentioned was
this: There was an apprenticed blacksmith
employed at Walkers Limited, e is a
relation of mine, and I know the whole cir-
cumstances of the case. Ie was a very apt
apprentice, so much so that at the age of
about eighteen he was given a firc as a black-
smith, and he was given two strikers to
assist him at the fire. The wages for
strikers in Walkers Limited in those days
was 8s. a dav. and each of the two strikers
received for lhs week’s work £2 8s., or a
sum of £4 16s. between them. The appren-
ticed blacksmith-—my relation—for his week’s
work received 17s. 6d.

Mr. Locax: e had the benefit of learn-
ing his trade.

Mr. FERRICKS: That is a very pertinent
intericetion. He had the benefit of learning
the trade. but he was only able to do that
by the sacrifice of his parents keeping him
there when his own wages were not sufficient
to keep him. Hc thought so much about
the trade that, when he got throuch his
apprenticeship he never went back to it. He
had such a gruelling at blacksmithing and
the rate of wages that he recrived, that he
took on furnacing, as he said it was easier
work.

Industries are reaping the reward of their
past niggardly action in the scarcity of zkilled
artisans at the present time. It was only
children of the well-to-do who could learn
engineering and the allied trades, as they,
could afford to keep their boys until they

recached the age of twenty-one
[8 p.m.] ycars, when they were out of
their  apprenticeship.  If  the

parents wer: not able to do that, they had
to make sacrifices to the detriment of them-
selves and the other members of the family.
t is not expected that such a sacrifice should
be made by the parents and their families.
I krow it is true that Walkers Limited
have turned out some of the best apprentices,
who have developed inte the best tradesmen
that have been turned ocut by any engineecr-
ing firm in the Commonwealth. Tt is a fact,
too, that thew also hold many important posi-
tions, but they have been able to learn
their trade by virtue of the fact that they
were more favourably situated through the
standing or position of their parents than
many others were When we realise that
employers are doing the very same thing
now in regard to dispensing with the
services of those youths whose wages reach

Myr. Ferricks.]
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the scale of 17s. 6d. or £1 a week, then we
can leok forward to no improvement in that
regard.,

Mr. Ebwarps: That cannot be done with
a]’>prcntfv(‘~'\ rrow,

Mr. FERRICKS: No; but in cases, if
they stop at the trade, they turn them out
as labourers. There are hundreds of hoys in
Queensland who started to learn a trade,

not indentured in the strict letter of the
law, and who have been turned out as
labourcrs, T will go a bit further than the

hon. member for Gympie in his statement
in regard to technical education. I am not
going to follow the statements in the news-
pipers, or of people who profess to be
authorities on this subject, because 1 believe
in technical education to the extent and on
the lines on which it is operating here; but
it should be capable of doing much more than
operating as a complement to the practical
work in the shops. In our Technical College
we spend ahout 80 per cent. more than 1is
spent on the Workmen’s - College in Mel-
bourne, where virtually tradesmen are
turned out. With the extensions of the
systern here, much more can be done than
is claimed by many people v.ho spcak on this
subject.

Another matter with which the Bill deals
is the givicg the right to domestic workers
to approach the Arbitration Court. That is
another subject upon which some years ago
I met with a little criticiem for referring
to rome people, well situatid people from a
worldly sense, living in fashionable suburbs
and homes, who erploved their domestic
werkers at all hours of the day and night,
and who paid them as low as 5:. a week by
not calling them domestic secrvants or
domest’c workers but “lady helps.”” They
were allowed to sit at the toble with the
family. but their drudgery started after all
the visitors left at night. They did that
for the privilege of rnot being called a
domestic worker, but a lady help.

A GOVERNMENT MeMBER: A jackeroo is on
the same plane.

Mr. FERRICKS: Constant housework is
a drudgery, but it is a grester drudgery to
the domestic worker, becausc the housewife
naturally has a home interest in her duties
which could not be expected of any emploved

domestic worker or anv lady help. We hear
a great deal about the dearth of domestic
workers. and  about e¢irls not entering

domestic servien, and that employers cannot
get them. I say the people who want
domestic servants and houschold assistants
and canrot get them have no onc to blame
but themselves.

GOVERNMENT Muyprrs : Hear, hear!

Mr. FERRICKS: That is because of the
mavner thevy treated those pirls when they
could get them in plenty. Again, thev are
reaping their reward. Is it any wonder
that the girls prefer to enter factories,
where their wages, hours, and conditions are
regulated ?

(OVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear. hear!

Mr. FERRICKS: If the people who are
making these complaints will readily get
behind the Government in their endeavour to
securc better conditions and rates of pay
for domestic workers. that will solve the
shortage in domestic labour, and that very
quickly:

The main discussion of this Bill has sur-
rounded the provision designed to enable
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rural workers to get access to the Arbitration
Court. The hon. member for Albert, when
speaking last night, vather spoiled what,
in my opinion, was for the hon. member
a trpically moderate speech, by at the end
of 1t attacking this side of the House with
the allegation that speakers from this side
of the House had libelled the farming
industry. Tf there had been any reflection
cast on the farmer or the farming com-
munity, I would refer to the speeches made
by the hon. members of the Country party.
One foilowing the other uttered jin all
seriousness the statement that the farming
industry was in such a precarious condition
m Gueensland

Mr. Epwarps : That is true.

Mr. FILRRICKS : That the farmers could
not afford to pay a fair rate of wages to
those they emploved. The hon. member now
interjects that that is true.

Mr. Dasn: A Jeremiah.

Mr. FERRICKS: They also
others would not employ labour,
could not afford to pay them.

Mr. Epwarps : Absolutely true.

Mr. FERRICKS: Is it any wonder that
we have cabled reports of statements appear-
ing in the London Press to the cffect that
newcomers to Australia from Great Britain
are sent into desert country to undertake
drudgery and slaving and undergo the
misery, while the farmers are leaving their |
farms and flocking into the cities, The hon.
members cpposite one after another have
been making the statement that farmers are
being driven off their farms——

Mr. Epwarps: That is true.

Mr. FERRICKS: And will be driven off
their farms,

Mr. Epwarps: While the Labour Govern-
ment are there.

M1, FERRICKS: The Tondon papers, as
a result, are seeking io obtain for emigrants
a fair chance when they come here. 'fher
arc passing theve false statements on, and
will continue to do so while such false
utteranccs are made by the men who profess
to sit in this Chamber in the interests of the
farming community.

Mr. Eowarps: It is true.

Mr. FERRICKS: If they go on saying
it 35 true that the farmers cannot pay wages.
and that they arc beirg driven off the farms,
then I hope, in the name of consistency, that
not one of them will dare mention in this
Chamber the question of immigration and
land scttlement, because thes are saying that
Iand settlement in Queensland is a failure.

Mr. Epwarps: But you know you sold
that plank.

Mr. FERRICXS: I am not going to
endorse that false and rash statement, but if
they persist in that utterance then they
should say no morc about immigration and
further land scttlement in Quecnsland. Are
they going to blame the men who arce
engaged in rural work for the drought?
They are blaming the Government ‘or the
drought, but that is no remson why they
should penalise the men who work on their
farms. The burden of their argument is
that the farmer cannot pay Arbitration
Court wages because there is a drought pre-
vailing. It is not the question of wages

said that
as they
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that troubles the agricultural industry; it is

- the question of the drought. That is the
serious problem to be scrlou&]v tackled. Tt
can,be counteracted in some degree by the
conservation of water and by the conserva-
tion of fodder; but the men who are on
wages in the rural industries should not have
to bear the brunt of the drought by being
refused access to the Arbitration Court.

[ do not think hon. members opposxtc are
volcing the sentiments of the farming
industry or the farmers in this State when
they give utterance to the contentions they
have made on this subjcct. I believe the
farmers who employ labour are willing to
pay the labour they employ a fair vate of
wages.

Mr. ¥Fry: They have got to pay.

Mr. FERRICKS: We hear a great deal,
too, from speakers on the other side regard-
ing the attitude of members of this party
towards the agricultural industry. During
the past three yecars that I have been a
member of this Assembly there has been
quite a lot of rural legislation put on the
statute-book by this Government. In fact,
most of the legislation put into effect in the
last Parlianent was in the interests of the
farming comivunity. I made a point of
asking on two or threc occasions in the last
Parhament if hon. members elected to this
House from oountxy conztitucncies meant to
continue on the lines they were then going,
saying that the Government had done noth-
ing for the farming industry.

Mr. Epwarns: That is truc.

Mr. FERRICKS: I protested against that
statement being made last scssion by the
hon. member and bz the late hon. member
for Drayton, Mr. Bebbingtcen, who so often
repeated that false statement. Tet me tell

the hon. gentleman how the reiteration of
that statement is inelined to affect one—I

am speaking for myself. Ewver since I have

been in pubiic life I have advocated the
interests of the farmer and the worker,
because I realise—i{ hon. members opposlfc

have not yet realised it—that the farmer is
also a worker, and the sooner the farmers
in the hon. member’s district rcalise that
fact, and join with the worker against their
conunon cnemy, the sooner thvy “will be in
the position that the canc farmers are in.

During the fourteen years I have been in
public life there is not one word that can
be dug up in any © Hansard > where I have
cast a reflection upon the farming industry
or upon the men emnloyed in Imh‘nn(r their
interests.  IEven in the last campaign, in a
citv electorate largely composed of indus-
trial workers, in dealing with the cost of
living, I wmade the statsment that I was
not an advocate of bedrock prices for primary
products, because I realised that if primary
products were sold at glut prices the people
who were producing them were being
sweated. At one time you could get milk at
4d. a quart—I know that because T used to
sell it—and even as low as 3d. a quart. I
knew then that the people who were engaged
in dairying were beicg absolutely sweated,
and in looking for ecity votes T was fair
enough to place before them the proposition
that it was better in the interests of the con-
sumers to heve a standardised price for pro-
ducts rather than famine prices at one time
and glut prices at another time.

When I hear hon. members opposite men-
tion London parity, it occurs to me that the
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Sceretary for Agriculture pointed out here
in the last Parliament that at one time
Queensland cheese and butter were bringing
a lower price in London than consumers in
Brisbane were paying for them. When 1 hear
these repeated statements that the Govern-
ment have done nothing after all our cfforts
during the past three years—and I do say that
the amount of agricultural legislation during
the last three years has placed the workers in
the city in a sccondary position—I realise
that this State must be developed, and that
the agricultural and farming industries mus$
be legitimately legislated for. But when we
have bricks hurled at us—and we have had
three years of it—it does not tend to increase
onc's enthusinsm in advocating to such a
degree as I have done the interests of the
primary producer. However, I do not think
hon. members cpposite voice the sentiments
of their electorates when they come into this
Chamber and, after three .years, start a
fourth year saying that the Government
have donc nothing for the farming industry.

Mr. Epwarns: Tell us what they have

done.
Mr., FERRICKS: The hon. member for
Cunningham, in the eundcavour to draw tue

distinction between the gencral agricultural

industry throughout Qu(enilanu at the pre-

sent time and the sugar industry operating
under the Arbitration Court award, and the
prices of their respective ]noducta attempted
to buttress his argument by saying that the
sugar industry had been assisted by being
given cheap coloured labour, an import duty,
a market for the product, a=d the benefit of
millions of State moncy put into State sugar-
mills. I would remind the hon. gentlenan
and those who think with him that in 1909
there was a duty on sugar—which has
recently been increased—and there was a
market for sugar. The regulation of the
conditions of the workers in the sugar
irdu-try had its genesis in 1808. In 1908
they had had State money expended in
the ercction of State sugar-mills, but at
that time pcople who thought with the
hon. gentleman, and who think with him
sow, maintained that all the sugar indus-
try could afford to pay the men work-
ing in the industry then, despite all these
advautages, was the sum of 3s. 9d. a day for
a ten-hour day, or 4hd. an hour. That is
only a few years ago. In 1910 that was the
issne at the Federal electiens, and the party

opposite howled that the sugar industry
weould be ruined if more than 4)d. an hour
were paid to the men engaged in it. But the

Labour party went on with their policy, and
in spite of the opposition of many of the
sugar representatives in this Chamber, they
gave the sugar farmers the benefit of the

(‘ane Prices Boards, and they raised the
wages of the inen through the nstru-
mentality of the Arbitration Court, ana it

was only when the wages went up in the
sugar industry that any prosperity began
to acerue to the farmers who produced the
cane.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS :

Mr. FERRICKS: The same thing will
apply to the agricultural industry generally.
1t they pay a decent rate of wages, payable
prices will be obtained, because they are
obtained as a natural coroll lary to the
increased cost of production of any com-
modity, Ilon. members opposite say that
the Government have done nothing for the

Mr. Ferricks.]

Hear, hear!
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agricultural industrv. Are the pools which
have been brought into existence by legis-
lation of no advantdgo to the falmmg
industry ?

Mr. CosTELLO: Not so far.

Mr. FERRICKS: I know they have,
because I live in Brisbane, and I know that,
as soon as a pool is formed to stabilise a
particular commodity, the price of that com-
modity goes up, and the consumer has to pay
more for it. And that is why I say that,
even when I went before my clecrors, 1
did not advocate bedrock prices for primary
products, but at the same time I am not
going to advocate sky high prices or unduly
high prices for any commniodity. Why do
hon. members opposite talk  about poois
being of no advantage? I will take tue
electorate of the hon. member for Carnarvon
as an example of the advantage which is
expected to accrue from a pool. This is a
very significant little ‘thing. [ remember
members of the Brisbane Fruit Growers’
Association going up to Stanthorpe to meet
the tomato-growers and discuss the matter
of the then pm]vctod tomato pool, and, as
reported in the ** Courier™ of 27th l\ovumber.
1922, Mr. Wilmington, one of the visitors,
was asked—

‘ Whether the pool could control the’

supply of tomatoss to the Brishane
market from early in January to the
middle of April.”

He said—
“Yes; the pool would practically
dominate the market during the period
stated.”

Which meant, of course, that the tomatoes
for that pcuod——whuh 1 presume is the
period of production in the Stanthorpe dis-
trict—would be sent down in  reguiated
quantitics  to stabilise the price and to
improve the price the grower would receive.
The result has been the same following on
the formation of any pool.

Hon. W. il. BarxEs: It certainly was not
so with the tomato.

Mr. FERRICKS: Hon. members opposite
talk about round-table conferences being
preferable to Arbitration Court procecdings.
1 was interested in the speech of the hon.
mewmber for Albert last night, when he men-
tioned the formation of wages boards, and
proudly said that he had fathered that legis-
lation. I remember distinetiy that the hon.
member for Albert did o, and I kunow fur-
ther that in 1907 and LSO* when there were
two elections following closciy one on the
other, the question of thu extension of wages
boards to rulal industries was made the isue
at both these clections. I know because 1 was
in the election in 1908 contesting the seat in
the agricultural district at puwont held by
my colleague, Mr. Collins, and I know that
the issue was whether the ruval workers
should be brought under the operations of
the wages hoard system, and every anti-
Labour candidate in Quo(‘nsland, aud parti-
cularly in the country districts, denounced
with ‘the utmost vehemence at their com-
mand the iuiguitous proposal that the
workers in the rural indu-tries should be
brought under the wages board system.
There can be no got‘rmg away {rom that,
because it is well known that they fourfht
the proposal tooth and nail as being cal»
culated to ruin the farming industry, and
now they stand up 1n this Chambor and

[Mr. Ferricks.
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advocate a reversion to the systom of wages
beards or round-table confercnces. If those
gentlemen are the friends of the farmers,
then it will be a question of the farmers
being saved from their friends, if they are
going to continue for another threc years to
inflict upon this House the rash assertions
they are continuously making about the
“ hard-upness’” of the Qucensland farmers
and the hopelessness of any man going on

to the land and making a living. I sav they
ave libelling Quecnsland—not intentionally

I know—but none the less surely they are
libelling Queensland just as scriously as the
notorious. delegation libelled Qucensland. Do
these hon. gent]emen realise to the full that
they hold a very resnonsible position as
members of Pavliament, and that their rash
statemerts made in this Chamber do not end
here? The worst feature of the whole
defamation is that the morning Press star
their wild statements about the precarisus
po-ition of the agricultural industry; and
1t is wired South, and from South it is wired
abroad and appears in the London Press—
not their statements, of course, but deduc-
tions from them. If the London papers com-
ment adverselr on the position of Queensland
in relation to the farming industry, the
* Courier” and the ¢ Mail” very unpatrioti-
calls copy the deviiish accusations which are
made against this State under flaring heaa-
lincs. It is a great shame that such defama-
tion and libel of this State should continue
just because a Labour Government happen
to be in power.

Mr. RyaN: They ought to be deported.
Mr. EpwarDps: The truth should be told.

Myr. FERRICKS: I would suggest that
hon. members opposite should have a little
bit of common sense and tell the truth.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. FERRICKS: We are told that dire
results will accerue if this legislation should
come into effect, I would remnind hon.
members that, while the Arbiiration Court
has done a great deal of gcod, it has cer-
tainly never erred on the side of lemency
towards the men in ‘any industry. The court
coos to the utimost limits permitted by the
Yt to find out the ability of an industry to
pay the wages before awarding them. Thar
1s the systemn of arbitration, and not only the
Queensland court but all Arbitration Conris
have proceeded on those lines. If there is a
foophole at all, if the case against a mere
existence wage is not overwhelming, then the
employers as a geueral rule have not a great
deal to fear from the operations of the
Arbitration Court.

Hon. W. H. Barxes: Is that not a lib=2]
on the Arbitration Court?

Mr., FERRICKS: It is just showing that
the interests of hon. members opposite have
been looked after pretty well by Arbitraticn
Courts, judging by past expericnce. 1 can

only say that this provision has be'n too
long delayed, and, instead of showing
opposition to it and cavilling at it, hon

members should get behind it and endeavour
to raise up their industries to the level of
other industrics that exist in Queensland.
GOVERNMENT MeMBERS: Hear, hear!
Mr. WARREN (Murrumba): I feel that it
is incumbent upon any man who represents

a prlmaw ploducmg constituency to state
his views on this important measure. The
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last spcaker mad: a very impressive and, to

a greal extent, a very fair speech.
{8.30 p.m.] I have no doubt as to his sym-

pathy with the primary producer.
If there is one man on the Government side
to-day who has consistently shown his sym-
pathy for the primary producer, it is the
hon. member for South Brisbane; but, at
the same 1ime, he did not =ax one word to
demonstrate how this proposal can be applied
to the primary producer.

Mr. Ferricks : Give the primary industries
a chance,

Mr. WARREN : The hon. member has not
shown how these peoor unfortunate people are
going to pay thic wage.

A GOVERNMENF MEMBER: Why weep?

Mr. WARREN: It is the duty of those
who are sent herc 1o protect the interests of
the primary producer to speak the truth
to-night.  Very little has been said which
would convince any rcasonable maa that this
measure has been brought forward in the
interests of the primary produccr, or tha' he
will be able in any way to meet the obiiga-
tions which will be imposed upon him under
the measure. We have to go g little farther
back than when this Bill was introduced.
We know that, when the Primary Producers’
Organisaion scheme was put into operation,
the workers made a certain demand on those
in authority, in these terms., ** You put £1
in the producer’s pocket, but vou have to
take £2 out of it.” The (Government are
demanding something more than they pu in.
1 want to ask hon. members aopposite if theyr
have done anything substantial for the pro-
ducer. We have never scen it vet. The hon.
member for Nanango asked what the Govern-
ment have done for the producer.

An  OrrosiTiON They
buiter.

Mr. WARREN : They have not done much
more than stcal his butter. No hon. member
opposite has made any definite statement as
to what the Government have done for ihe
producer, I wish to read an article from the
official organ of the Labour party, the
¢ Producers Review.” That journal admits
that the wheat industry has been scientifically
organised by the Wheat Board. The mem-
bers of the board happen to be fairly good
organisers, and have organised the industry
on a gocd basis. The ¢ Producers’ Review™
goes on to say-—

. ““What of the Council of Agriculture
in the betterment of agriculture? Since
that Council has been functioning, where
has it increased by one penny the re urns
received by the farmer for his produce?
Can anwone give cvvidence of one scheme
put forth by the Council to solve present-
day marketing difficulties? Does the
Council recalise that Queensland farmers
depend primarily upon the Queensland
and Australian markets?

“The ‘Review’ believes that the
Council was instituted to lift agricultural
pursuits out of the chaos into which they
have fallen. Nobody realizes better than
Mr. Theodore the need for an economic
reorganisation of agriculture. It’s a pity
his driving force could not be infused
into the Council.”

The Government are certainly responsible
for the Council of Agriculture.
Mr. GLEDsON: Who elected the Council ?

MEMBER : stole his
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Mr. WARREN : I will come to that shortly.
In the first place, we objected to the method
of nomination. The method was absolutely
wrong {rom beginning to end.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WARREN: I knew that you would
call me to order, Mr. Speaker, but I wanted
to show that, while the Governmeni are tak-
ing something out of. the producers’ poclkets,
they are holding out that they have done
something for these men. I want to show
that even that claim is not truc, and that
there has been nothing done for the primary
producer. With the cxception of the sugar
industry, eoverything §s m a chaotic con-
dition. and we are in no way better than we
were Lhree vears ago. If the industry is only
paying a cor ain amount, how is it possible
to take more cut of the indusiry than it is
producing? We know that the severe
drought and the bad organization of the pro-
ducers to-day arc responsible for the weakness
of the Council of Agricul ure. It is no use,
to use a vulgarism, © pulling our own leg,”
and sayving that the Council is doing a loi
of good. The Secretary for Agriculture only
takes mnotice of the Council of Agriculture
when it suits bim—when they bring some-
thing forward which he thinks is going to
benefit  the Governmeut’s  scheme. The
Govérnment do not follow the Council of
Agricu'ture implicitly. Is it a fair thing to
put before the House a scheme which is so
important to the producers and which will
have such far-reaching effects, which. when
brought before the Couneil of Agricalture,
they were not allowed to discuss? 1f it wai
vight to bring this measure before the House,
it was also right 1hat the Council of Agri-
culture should have had some voice in the
matter. How are the farmers going to
defend their case in the Arbitration Court
when the Couneil of Agriculture, which has
been in existence for a considerable time, is
not able to do anything, and, according to
the Government's organ, it has done nothing ¥
1f the Council hss done nothing for the
producer hitherto, how can we expcct 1t 1o
defend the interests of the producer in the
future? I do not want to run down the
Council of Agriculture, but I am sorry to
say that I apree with the ¢ Producers’
Review.” The farmers in my electorate, who
are not able to make a living. have to come
and ask for assistance from the Government,
although they are s nated in the glorious
country of the North Coast line. That being
the case, I say that the Council of Agricul-
ture is not fulfilling its functions. 1 want
10 hear some argument from the other side, so
that we can go and ‘tell our constituents.
“ Tt is quite all right; you will be on the
right track, and the Government are going
to see that vour butter and bananas are
kept at the right price.”

Mr. CartER: What has that to do with this
Bill?

Mr. WARREN: We want to see where we
are going to get the money from to pay the
increased wages. If it is impossible to gei
the money, what is the use of putting these
men under a scheme which will put them in
a worse posifion than they are in at the
present time? I believe that the hon. membes
for South Brisbane did feel the sympathy he
expressed, and that he realises the disadvan-
tages from which the man on the land suffers.

Mr. Ferricxs: Everyone on  this side
realises that, but you on that side are not
giving us much encouragement.

Mr. Warren.]
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Mr. WARREN: I believe that the hon.
member felt cverything he said about the
people whom he termed the scrvant girl
class. 1 believe that there are thinus in
this Bl which cmbody necessary reforms,
and the hon. member for South Brisbane
showed conclusively where there were wrongs
and how they could be remedied: but even
his logical reazon did not wive us any pre-
seription for taking Dblood out of a stone.
The greater part of the primary produce
I do not refer to the woo!l and sugar growoers
—are living on the bread and butter line.
It has been said that ther do not need to
#mploy men. I do not believe that that
would be a good thing for the State. I
believe that the employing farmer is doing
niore for the State than any other class. It
is not the one-horse farm” which is doing
most to increase primary production. I do
not say for a moment, and { hope nobody on
this sids has wmade the statement, that the
farmer’s employee has been getting sufficient
out of his work. 1 do not think for a
monient that he has,

Mr. FrrrIcKs: Do you think he has been
sweated?

My, WARRUEN: I do not think he has.
I think that the man who has been sweated
is the farmer. I do not think eny intelligent
man would come into this Chamber and say.
or suggest. that the farmers are a sweating
class of people.

Mre. CarTER: You want them to be.

Mr. WARREN: Of all the farmers 1
know, none works bis men as hard as he
works himsolf.

Mr. Ferricrs: Nobody expeets his man
1w work as hard as he works.

Mr. WARREN: T quite agree that he
shonld not want his man to work as hard
as he works himself. T do not believe that,
if wo buy a man’s labour, we buy his blood ;
but T do say that by this Bill uot only are
the Government going fo retard production,
but they are also going to injure the
worker in the rural districts as well as
raise the price of the primary products. that
is, unless they find some meins of equalising
matters.  Unless they do that the farmers
cannot make their farms pay. It is no use
saying that the extra money has got to
cowe from the farmers. They bave not got
it. The people who are going to pay are
the workers and the consumers. Take the
milk industry. At present people in DBris-
bane are paying more than thev should pay
for milk. = We would like to see it sold for
at least 2d. a quart less than it is to-day:
but at the same time we must not forget that
no dairyman in the Brisbane district is
making any money out of selling milk. He
may do fo when there is some grass feed,
but otherwise he is losing considerably on
every cow he is feeding. We must agrec that
there must be some point at which arbitra-
tion must begin and some point at which
it must end. I have never heard anvbody on
this side of the House say that he docs not
agree with arbitration.  We must admit
that it is a thousand times better than
direet action.

Mr. Pesse: You believe in it for the other
fellow, but not for your own industry.

Mr. WARREN: We want to solve the
problem as much as anvbody, but arc we to
zolve it by applying arbitration to the rural
worker?  To my mind, not only are we
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doing a wrong to the industry and to the
consumer, bhut we arce also doing a wrong
to the worker. The hon. member for South
Brisbane said that we should not ask people
to come to this State if we say that the pro-
ducer cannot make a living. We may be
quite correct in making that statement. In
foct, the income tax veturns and everything
else point to the truth of what we are say-
ing. At the same time, we believe that the
systom of buying and selling which he
adopts has a good deal to do with the posi-
tion of the producer. We know that in
some cases it s the effect of over-production.
Take fruit for instance. We are over-
pioducing in certain lines, but in no case
can we say ihat we are on commereial lines,
except in respect of wool and sugar. But
I do not suppose it matters what we say—the
nandate has gore forth, and this has got
to come. 1 want, however, to enter my pro-
test—there is no Jeremiah business about it
---that the {overnment in this proposal are
not doing the best for Queensland or for the
worker.

Mr. BRUCE (Kenncdy): While I was
listening to the speeches of hon. members of
the Opposition last night, it struck me that
these amendments should be discussed calmly
and dispassionately. The representative of
ihe “Courier” must be susceptible of trans-
mission of thousht, because those words were
used at the head of a leader this morning.
Whilst T & that these amendments should
be dealt with calmly and dispassionately, I
do not guarantee that in replying to the
wembers  of the Opposition themselves 1
~hall remain calm and dispassionate.

What is the issue? The amendments are
designed to extend the provisions of the
Industrinl Arbitration Act to the workers in
rural industries. That brings three classes
of people within the ambit of the discussion
-—the workers in the rural industries, the
farmers for whom they work, and some gentle-
men whom the members of the Opposition
have hardly mentioncd—the middlemen who
handle the products of the farmer. The crux
of the whole position was well put forward
by members opposite when they were sup-
porting the motion of the hon. member for
Burnett this afternoon durincg the time
allotted to private members’ business. They
laid bare the position that the middleman
was the man who was crucifying the farmer;
ut, whilst they have been discussing these
amendments in the Industrial Arbitration
Act, T have not heard one member ewxcept
the last speaker rvefer to that phase of the
tjuestion.

1t is strange, if Opposition members are
rerfeetly honest, that they should leave thats
Ihase of the position out of the arguiment
when it is a question of extending the opera-
icns of the Arbitration Court to the rural

workers,  Kvery Opposition member has
said that he believes in arbitration. We

«i1l accept that statement as being correct.
If they believe in arbitration as a principle,
they cannot belicve in its application to onc
suction of workers or one section of industries
and not to another section of workers or
another scetion of industries,

Mr. KerR: What about the public servants
recelving more than £300 a year?

Mr. BRUCE : Where we have large bodies
of men weil organised in key industries,
where they organise their economic force and
bring a great deal of pressure to bear as to
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what shall be their rate of pay and condifions
of work, the employing class and those who
vepresent the large aggregations of capital
are cerbainly in favour of arbitration; but
when they get workers who, through the
scattexed nature of the mdustry in which
they work, are not organised, then the
I8! lplowng class and those who control large
aggrogations of capital are not in favour of
arbitration. 1f you believe in arbitration
¥ou must belicve in arbitration as a prin-
aiple, and this Bill is only mecant to extend
arbitration to the rural workers of this State.
We know perfectiy well that in manv cases
the farmers are not doing well and are not
very well off 1 yet in other cases they are well
off. What are you desirous of proteciing the
former from? If hon. members oppoesite are
«esirous of protesting the farmer and of
leoking aftee his interests, they shonld try
and prevent him from being driven amongst
ihe wage-carners.  That is the fear of the
farmer. 1 know hundreds of farmers per-
1llv. We know they do not wani te be
driven into the ranks of the wagi-earners,
tx(\,'mqo no matter how bad a farmer’s con-
ditions may be, still the conditions and rates
of pay of wage-carners are such that every
man who powibly cen will keep away from

the possibilities of being drawn into the con-
ditions that so oxist with regard to wage-
carners,  The Labour party, while they

l.pplemaru the position of the farmers, are
here, first of all, to represent the wage-
carners, who ave the most oppressed body in
the community to-day.

The farmer of to-day fears that he will be
<driven off his land into the ranks of the
wage-carners, and he is quite corrcet in that
fear. The farmer may have been a wage-
earner previous to going on ithe land, and,
knowing those conditions, he dreads bCing
driven back there again. We, as a Labour
vurty, belicve 1n the extension of arbitraticn
to the rural workers, and we believe that, per
wmedium of the Punmry Producers’ O1gam-
sniion Act, the pllmdxv producers will get
a hetter reward for what they produce. I do
not say shat that Act will be working per-
feotly within a few weeks or a few months.
Last mght the hon, member for Murilla
uuoted the farmers’ income tax returns in an
erdeavour to show the meagre incoms made
by the farmers, but he did not gnote the
ircome tax returns of the millers. He could
liave obtained those figures from the hon.
member for Warwick, who sits on the same
side of the House, showing what income was
derived from the products of the primary
peoducers, and what income tax 1s paid on
a1 income derived from that source. That
is the crux of the position. We kuow per-
fectly well that huge businesses which have
argregated thousands of pounds of capital
e extended their operations by exploiting
Hon. members opposite say

ki
the producers.
that they have no objection to the Primary

Producers’ Organisation Act, provided tlmt
it is \VL,O].V administered. That Act is
iniended to do away with that class of people
who cxploit the primary producers. Ninety
per cent. of the people of the world. or of
Gueensland as a section of the world, are
workers Ly brain or by hand. They arz the
consumers, the other 10 per cent. praciically
ariount to nothing. If you pay those workers
a decent and fair rate of wages, then their
rurchasing capacity is increased, and they
are able to purchase—or at least [ hope they
«ill be able to purchase—the products of
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the primary producers, and the middleman
can then decide which side he will take if
we can eliminate him—whether he is going
to be a farmer or a wage-earner. I have
been in contact with farming conditions for
a great portion of my life and I have also
boaen amongst the workers for fifteen years.
I know xhat, while & man may not be sho“-
ing a great profit on a farm, he has still got
p,od food and clothes. He follows a healnhv
oceupation, and, if he is successful at alt, he
ma.kes a great deal more than any wage-

‘rner can possibly hope or expect to make.
'\ e know perfectly well that it is a better
place to bring up a family than perhaps to
lie shifting from one mine to another, or
frum one sugar-mill to another, earning a
living as wage-carners have to do.

Mr. BMorcan: They have plenty
air,

Mr. BRUCE: I believe that the hon.
member for Muriila is a farmer because he
ctz full of that fresh air and lels it go in
is Chamber. (Laughter.) During the last
vears 1 have scen the finest type of rural
workers that vou could possibly desire to
meot—men to whom we now desire to extend
th benefits of arbitration—who wanted work
and were waiking about the country 1n search
of employment.

Mr. ROBERTS

Mr. BRUCE: All that unemploymoent is
due to fhg fact that during the war we did
over-produce and filled the factories of the
rest of the world with the produce of Queens-
Jand and other dominions. The rates of
payment of the people in those older coun-
trigs of the world are such to-day that they
cannot nurchase some of the commodities
ich Australia, America, Canada, avd South
Africa produce. There is no doubt that the
fermer has suffered, but the workers have
suffered alse. Why cannot hon. mombers
opposite see both sides of the argument?
While they have clearlv pointed out to this
onse the distress of the farmer, they have
noever pomt(‘d to the conditions of the wage-
cerner, Why can they not extend some

-ypathy to him, and weigh all these things
in the balance, 1nd if thev belicve arbitra-
iion 13 gdod in mmmple they can then sup-
port the proposition to apply arbitration to
the rural workers? TLast night the hon.
member for Murilla said that he bolieved in
arbitration. A: a matter of fact, the only
two references to direct actionp came from
the other side.

Mr, COSTELLO :
action over there.

Mr. BRUCE : The hon. member for Lock-
vor said that, if arbitration was applied to
the rural industries, the union organiser
would be dealt with when he went round.

An Orposition Meumser: He did not say
that.

Mr. BRUCE: The hon. member for Lock-
vor said that if the Arbitration Court was
o\\‘endod to rural workers the organisers
coming around there would be dealt “with.

Mr. Locax: I did not say that.

Mr. BRUCE: That is a threat of direct
action. I havc been organising in an
honorary and official capacity for the past
ten or twelve years, and I have never yet
met a farmer or a mineowner $o unreason-
able as to threaten direct action. So far

Mr. Bruce.]

of fresh

: They are doing that to-day.

o

There is a lot of direct
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as the farmers are concerned in the district
in whick I was organising, 1 found them
mostly open to reason and discussion on any
point. I admit that you would find a few
of them who would say they would resort
0 dl}'a%cz action; but, so long as a man
was in fair condition, and weighed about
12 stone, he had nothing to fear from any
_ direct action. The hon member for
[8 pm.] Murilla is theoretically an advo-
cate of direct action. I have read
“ Hansard ” for quite a number of years,
and I have found that he'is in the habit of
throwing fistic challonges across the floor of
this House. I have found, too, as I said,
that he was only a theorctical direct
actionist, because when anyone showed a
disposition to aceept any of those challenges,
he <id not go on with the work. ‘The
interests that the hon. members composing
the Opposition represent are desirous of
keeping the farmer in such a condition that
they can cxploit him for their benelit. You
keep a cow, and vou feed it and look after
it well in order to get beuelits from it.

The SPEAKER: Order!
ber must address the Chair.

Mr. BRUCE: Being @ new member, per-
haps I have transgressed. but T will recover
from_the sethack and take up the thread of
my discourse.

The hon. mem-

In referring to the question of who gets
the pro ts from the privmary producer, I
would like to quete at this ‘tuge from the
“ Queenstand Agricultural Journal 7—

“8Sir Charler  Ficlding, the late
Director-General of Foed pProduction in
the Tnited Kingdom. also shows the
part of the price paid by the house-
hoider which 15 obtained by the tarmer,
who has twelve monihs’ work with his
animals, till they are it for slaughter or
to milk, and the part which finds its way
into other pockets, viz. :—

Farmer gets of the price paid for
bread 35 per cent.

Farmer gets of the price paid for
meat 40 per cent.”’

Mr. CosteLLo: We do noi get that here.
Mr. BRUCE: The quotation goes on—
‘“Tarmer gets of the price paid for
milk 47 per cout.
Miller, baker, and transporter get of
bread price 65 per cent.
Butcher and allies get of meat price
60 per cent.
Milk combine and transporter get of
mik price 53 per cent.

The  foregoing, though perhaps not
eetirely applicable to Queensland con-
ditions, provides ample food for thought
by those who might posscss a lingering
douht as to the wuceessity of complete
organisation in  our own agricultural
industry.”
Mr. Moore: Does he give the percentage
that cach gets?

Mr. BRUCE: They are details which the
hon. member might look up to-morrow—I
have a much more important matter to deal
with. The hon. member for Albert, in his
amusing and interesting speech last night,
concluded with a somewhat theatrical dis-

[Mr. Bruce.
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play of assumed anger against those people
who had slandered the primary producers.
If we did not know the hon. member for
Albert, if we had not been sitting in this
House and known that no memnber on this
side had slandered the primary producer. we
would, perhaps, have been quite impressed
by his eloquence, The people, however, by
reference to  Hansard,” can see that we
have in no way slandered the primary pro-
dacer. The hon. member for Albert, with
his magnificent voice and fine appearance.
would, if he had not taken to farming and
become a prosperovs farmer and a more or
Jess successful politician, have made a mag-
nificent actor T could see him taking the
place  of  Oscar Asche in  **Cairo.”
{(Laughter.)  That is what struck me whcp
I saw the finish of that magnificent specech
last night.

Mr. Epwirps: What about the hon. mem-
ber for DBrisbane taking that part?

Mr. BRUCE: Before closing T would like
to quote a little bit of poctrs that is to the
point in regard to this particular matter.
Tt is the milk in the cocoanut, or the trouble
of the primary producer to-day. It is headed
¢ Useful Employment ”—

“ There were two jovial farmers,
Who farmed a piece of land:
When the skylark rose
They donned their hose.
And took their spade in hand.

There was a wealthy landlord,
A man of noble birth;
And fifty per cent
He took in rent
From the produce of the earth.”

Mr. RoBERTS: That is what your Goveru-
ment do.
Mr. BRUCE:—

‘ Thase farmers twain between them
Grew wheat enough for four;
And ¢ two sacks he,
And one ecach we!
Was how they shared their store.

One sack sufficed each farmer,
Well used to frugal fare;
But the lord waxed fat,
And, in spite of that,
Might not consume his share.

Then spake that noble landlord.
¢ My capital is large,

And I'll spend a hunk

On a menial flunk
To flunky at my charge.’

And then he took one farmer
From the soil both tilled so well,
And bade him sprawl
In his master’s hall,
And answer to the bell.

Meanwhile the lusty landlord,
By llodge’s work exists;
And loves to sing
‘ God Save the King
And the great economists.” ”’

Well might he say ‘“ And save the great
economists,” who sit opposite, hour after
hour, opposing the provisions of this simple
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amending Bill being extonded to the workers
of the rural industries without one thought
of the workers or thought that those workers
get married as well as the farmers, and have
children as well as the farmers,

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. BRUCE: They also have to keep
them in something like decency in accord-
ance with the conditions existing in Queens-
land. The electorate of humo(lv 1s largely
made up of the farming community.

Mr. KirwaN: ‘‘ Dinkum *’ farmers.

Mr. BRUCE: They have told me, man
after man, that they were quite contented
to pay the rates of wages ther were doing
at the present time, and even a little more
had they reccived a continuation of the
suoar agreement that had previously existed.
When the hon. member for Murilla said that
the sugar industry was a pam)’)crod industry,
he showed his colossal ignorance of the
industry, or he was giving powder and shot
to Mrs. Glencross and his National Federal
party in tho South. The sugar industry is
not a pampered industry. Dmmg the war,
when sugar was costing 1s. 1d. per lb. in
America and 1s. 2d. per ib. in Great Britain,
the consumers of Australia recelved the pro-
duct of the sugar farmer at 6d. per 1b., and
the confectiorery and jam manufacturers
received 1t at approximately 24d. per lb.
Had the sugar-growers formed a pool
similm‘ly to the woolgrowers., £2.000,000
would have been returned to the
producers in Queensland in exces: of what
they received. Insteud of that, that money
went fo the Southern States, and the jam
manufacturers of Tasmania and the confec-
ticnery manufacturers of Tasmania and Vie-
toria veaped the products of the sugar-growers
of Queensland. That is why this State does
not prosper as it should; and it is due to the
oppositton of the Federal Parliament. When
they got the price for the sugar that they
did got, they could pay decent wages to
their workers. and this could be <done in
any other industry that was properly man-
aged. taking the products from the primary
producer direct to the consumer and eutting
cut the middleman.

Quite apart from the fact that we ave in
opposite  part and that publicly hon.
members opposite may resent a little of the
criticism, 1 trust that they will consider this
matter and extend some sympathy to the
workers. who are the same flesh and blood
as the farmers, and that they will adopt
the Labour party’s attitude and represent
both parties, as we do.

Mr. TAYT.OR (Wirdsor): The hon. mem-
ber who has just resumcd his scat thought
that we should discuss this question in a
very cuol, calm, and dispassionate manner,
but he worked himself up into a white heat
—the bon. member for Albert was not in it
with him. He lashed out at the middleman
and the exploiter and a lot of taradiddle
that was no argument at all—there was no
argument in his remarks to-night.

Mr. Bruce: I brought the exploiter to his
feet.

Mr. TAYLOR: 1 would rather be a
middleman than a tail-end man—that 1s
what a lot of the mcmbers on the other side
are. I certainly give some scrvice to the
farmers in any business connections that
I have with them.

[26 Jury.]
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The hon. member for Kennedy has a lot
to learn before he can speak with any confi-
dence with rogard to the middleman. Talking
of the middicman and agriculture generally,
I would like to tell the hon. member this
for his information: We have in the city of
Brisbane a State Produce Agency. It has
been operating now for three or four years.
The consignments of the farmers would not
keep that Agency open for twenty-four hours,
and it is on account of the goods it purchases
in and out of Q@ucensland that it has been
able to continue its operations. That is a
fact, and I challenge contradiction. Since
that Agency started, I belicve at least six
more produce firms ‘have started operations
in the city of Brisbane.

The Secrerary ror Pusric Works: Do you
want to see it closed?

Mr. TAYLOR: No, I do not lose any
slecp over the State "Produce Agency. It
docs not affect me one bit. If these so-called
exploiters and middlemen are doing such
an immense amount of injury to the primary
producers of this country, how is it that the
State Produce Agency would have to shut
up to-morrow if it had to depend on consign-
ments? ] say we are mnot robbing the
primary produccrs. We are carrying on as
honest and legitimate a business as any man
in Queonsland‘—

The SECRETARY rOR PUBLIC WORKS:
should have told Mr.
noon.

You
Corser that this a,fter-
You should not scold me.

Mr. TAYLOR : I will repeat again to-night
that there are thousands of men on the land
to-day who owe the fact that they are cn the
land, and that in many cases they have been
successful on the land, to the unsecured credit
that has been given to them by the so-called
exploiters and middlemen. There are thou-
sands and thousands of men who can testify
to that.

The hon. member for Kennedy spoke with
regard to taxation and to the hon. member
for Wynnum. He was referring, of course,
to what the hon. member for Aubigny and
the hon. member for Murilla had stated with
regard to the amount of taxation paid by
primary producers. and said that they should”
have quoted the amount of taxation paid by
millers., Now, I was over in South Brisbane
this morning, and I saw the opening there of
the Commonwealth Flour Mills. The hon.
member for Kennedy quoted certain per-
centages which, he said, farmers and other
people receive, %howmg that the primary
producer received a low percentage and the
middleman a high percentage for their goods.
I have not asked the proprietors of that mill,
in which the hon. member for Wynnum and
the hon. member for Warwick are partrers,
but I should cstimate that the stock, land,
buildings, and machinery cost anything from

£80,000 to £100,000.

Hon. F. T. BrexnaN: Made out of whom?

Mr. Coruins: Made out of the farmer.

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. member is not
a farmer; he is a farmer on a 16-perch allot-
ment. What farmer or what man engaged
in agriculture to-day has a farm worth over
£5000. Who bears the whole cost of that
mill? Who is getting a large percentage of
the cost of putting up that mill?

Hon. F. T. Brevnan: Where has it come
from?

Mr. Taylor.]
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Mr. TAYLOR: From the soil in the first
place, where the hon. gentleman and 1 came
from, and where wo \n]l go again.  There
is not an indus ¥ in the %‘(at(‘ of Qucensland
at the prezent time that has had a greater
difficulty in maintaining a foothold aud
carrying on in the State “of Queensiand than
the mllhn industry.  If the hon. member
for Toowoomba does not know that, hn ought
to know 1t. As the representative of a courtry
electorate, he sheuld know the difficultics shat
have been associated with the sueescful
carrying on of the milling industrs. “There
are onlv about throe or four men who are

responsible for that industry being cstab-
lished in Quecnsland at all to-day. yet there

are hon. mombm:. on the other
House who say, © Scrap it !

“Hon. F. T. Brexxax: Was there a neces-
sity for another flour mill in Queonsland?

The SPEAKER:
Mr. TAYLOR:T

tide of the
Tear it out!”

Ovrder !

recolleet the tiwe when
there were about six mills in the city of
Brisbane, and, on acrount of the failurs of
the wheat crop all but one had to cloe. Wo
could have kep: six mills going if it had not,
been for cheap wheat and flour coming in
from the other States,

Hon. F. T. Breyxax : ilaven’t we produced
cnough wheat for our own cousumption the
fast three sear-?

Mr. TAYLOR: We did the vear before
last, but we sent a lot out and brought a
lot more in.

IHon. I¥
sent it out.

Mr. TAYLOR
South Brisbane, a few
fault with the hon. member for Nanango
for saying certain things which the houn,
wmember for South Dirisbane considered were
derogatory to the farming industry of this
State. I will read to the hon. member what
the Premier said in regard to the agricul-
iural industry of this State in April, 1922,
«t a confercnce held in Drisbane. T am
quoting from the Queensland “ Agricultuval

i

Journal’—

T. BresxNan : We should not have

The hon. member for

moinents ago, found

¢ Agriculture was almost stagnant at
the present {ime, and had been so for
years. There were literally millions of
acres of land in Queensland suitable for
cultivation, or, at any rate, close occupa-
tion by agriculturists, but there was no
great dew]opmont ra,imé, place at the
present time.’

Mr. Ferricxs: Quite true, too.

Mr. TAYLOR: The hon. moember was
finding fault with the statements made &
the hon. member for Nanango, and I say

he made no different statemont to what the
Premier made. The Premier further said—
“ While men who were on the land
considered  themselves «not  sufficiently
remunerated—while the people in rural
districts considered themselves neglected,
and there was a general atmosphere
leading to the impression that there was
no encouragement for a man to go on
the land—there would be no great pro-
gress towards the extonsion of rural
industries.”

[Mr. Taylor.
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“hen. further on,

“Ther knew In some cases gnat the
man on the land toiled under conditions-
of absciute dyadgery and hopelessness,
bu( that showd not be. In the ecarly
of tYe colony it was nocessary for
thu farmers to go out into the country
miles aav from railways and pioncer
thie Land, In those daws the farmers had
no mesps of eqtablishing settled  com-
munities  w Hl

t

he says—

yoany  degres of comdort.
They  were the resl  picncers of  the
couniry. and all honour to thou for the
pioneering c which they had doune.

Although ti could honour the pioueer.
of the past—berausze a man had to pioncer
fifty ycars uco—there was no necewsity
to-day wiy toe man o the and snoudd
be h\m‘_; w life of hard-hip and suffering
fron zlino.t the same disabilitics as the
plonesrs of oid. There war 50 neces iy
tor lmt, arthough,  uvnfortwately, a
ajority of them were doing it.”

That

what is happeuaing at the
prose , and why the hon. member o
South Brisbane shoutd find fault with the
renarks of the hon, moember for Nunang s
i do net know. IHon. members on this side
of the llouse have been accused of being
apposcd (o arbitration. We ere not opposcd
to arb.tration. and no bon. member on the
other side of the Ifouse ean truthfully say
thut we are opposcd to arbitratio..

The matter of the sugar industry hasz been
introduced into this debate. I think it was
the hou. member for South Brisbane who
said that immediately wages were inceeased
and certain othey things were douce, the su
industry prospered.  Where would the sugar
industry be to-day if we were producing 5,000
ious to 10,000 tons more than we required?
What has stood to the sugar indu-tey in
Queenstand has been the {fact that we have
been ouly producing for Austraiia; but, if
we had Deen producing sugar aud exporting
it abroad, would sugar hav ve been the price
it is to-day ? llon. members know perfectly
well thut it would not have been bLringimmg
anyvthivg like the price 16 has been bringing
only for the fact that wo have no \.Luplua,
a- we have of beef, butter, and cheese at the
present time.

Mr. Hyxes

Sugar is bringing 8d. a Ib.

in Londen today. We are not getting the
world’s parity.

Mr. TAYLOR: In connection with the
proposal to bring the rural workers under

have to ask ourscives
s there a danger « R

Is tl danger of primary
becoming less if this is brought

the Arbitration Act, we
this question
production
about ¥
The SEcRETsRY For PUBLIC WORKS:

M:. TAYLOR: It is quite evident hon.
members  opposite have no  conception  of
what i< happening in Queensland at the pre-
sent time. - ihe end of the year 1825—1
challenge (onhudlctlonf—ihe State of Queens-
land will have lmported in the way of chaff,
potatoes——

No

y...

Hon. F. T. DBRENxaAN: Because of the
drought.
Myr. TAYLOR : Inciuding lucerne chaff and

hay, produce to the value of half a million
of money. That is what we are sending out
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of the State at the present time for fodder
1o feed the animals of Queensland.

Mr. FERRICKS : Don’t you know there is a
drought in Queensland ?

Mr. TAYLOR : We are certainly importing
more this year than we did in previous years,
but it is continuous. We are importing all
the year round. I have been in Queensiand
about thirty years, and there never has been
u year since I have been in Queensland that
we have not had to import fodder from the
cther States of the Commonwealth.

Hon. F. T. BRENNAN : We have exported it,
too.

Mr. TAYLOR: We have never exported
chaff in all the years that we have becn a
State. The hon. member does not know what
he is talking about, and I do. This is the
state of the industry at the present time. If
it had not been for these supplies coming in
from the other States, Iucernc chaff to-day
would probably be £20 to £25 a ton. We
Liave had to get it from the Southern States.
We always get oaten chaft, wheaten chaff, and
potatoes from the Southern States. We do
net grow 5 per cent. of the outen chaff used
in Qucensland.

Mr. Carter: We do not grow good oaten
chaff

Mr. TAYLOR: I have seen oatcn chaff
grown in Queensland as good as any coming
from the other States. While probably guite
a number of men engaged in agriculture.
principally in the dairying industry, do not
cnploy labour, still there are some who do.
ang it is continuous employment for 365 days
in the year, and I do not know of any men
employed in the dairying industry to-day
who are being sweated the way hon. members
wonld like us to believe. There is no need
{or any man to be sweated in Quecensland
to-day. A good workman docs not need to
ke sweated if he has good health and
strength, as he can get a good wage in what-
ever occupation he likes to follow.

Hon. F. T. BrexnNaN : Therefore the indus-
try will stand it.

Mr. TAYLOR : The rural industries cannot
stand it. Just in exactly the same way as our
reillers have to compete with the Southern
States of the Commonwealth, so the State
of Queensland has to compete with the other
Siates of the Commonwealth with its surplue
products. ’

Hon. F. T. BrexnNanN: The advocates of
hiack labour used the same old argument.

Mr. 'PTAYLOR: Black labour has
abolished, and it will never return.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : What about Bar-
well ?

Mr. TAYLOR : Never mind about Barwell.

The SPEAKER : Order! 1 would ask the
Lon. member to confine his remarks to the
question before the House and not reply to
interjections,

Mr. TAYLOR : During the course of the
debate the hon. member for Murilla and
the hon. member for Aubigny quoted figures
10 show the amount of taxation received {from
dairy farmers, orchardists, and various other
reople engaged on the land. What better
evidence do hon. members on the other side
want than that to show thesc are not indus-
tries of average prosperity?

been

[26 Juny.]
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The SECRETARY FOR Pusnic Works : fhat is
an argument to use in the Arbitration Court,
and, if you can substantiate it, duc weight
will be given to it.

Mr. TAYLOR: I would like to put this
s<pect of the case before the hon. gentleman :
A case is brought to the court for an award.
From Brisbane to Gympie—probably from
Brisbane to Maryborough—they have had an
exceptionally good season. The whole coun-
try 1s looking splendid, and there are quite
a number of butter factories up there. Go
the other way, and you find quite the reverse
to be the case. Are you going to make an
asard for those men on the North Coast who
have had abundant rain, and a similar award
for Southern Quecnsland, where thov have
had no rain, and where they are driving their
stock to watur?

The. SrcreTary vor PusLic Works: The
average conditions prevailing in the i dustry
wust at all {imes be taken into consideration
Ly the court.

Mr. TAYLOR : You would require to have
an award to apply from Caboolture - fo
Gympie, and another award to apply from
Jrisbance to Toowoomba. The whole thing
is impracticable. If it were possible to do
what has been done in the sugar industry,
and stabilise and control prices, it would
be all right: but you cannot stabilise or fix

the price of what we are going to

[9.30 p.m.] consume in Queensland, and of
) which we have an exportable
surplus. Tt is not a question of getting
the cost of production of what you export,
Lut of getting the best price you can when
competing in the markets of the world. I
do not intend to say anything more on that

point. as the matifer has been very fully dis-
cassed. If the rural workers are included
in this measure, I think that it will be

disastrous to the primary producing interests
of Queensland and to the State gencrally.

(lertain remarks were made by the hon.
wamber for Bowen with regard to bringing
domestic servants under the Act. No one
will suffer more than that hon. member if

domestic servants are brought under the
measure.
AMr. Kirwax: Why?

Ar. TAYLOR: He usually gets a cup of
tea and toast in bed about half-past eight
every morning. (Laughter.) As soon as he
finds out that that is stopped, and he hops
out of bed in his ¥uji silk pyjamas, slips on
his toga or dressing gown, and strides out to
the back of the house, with the ¢ Courier” in
one hand and the “ Daily Mail ” in the other,
to see if his hot bath is ready, and finds he
has to light the stove, he will get a shock.
(Laughter.) That is what will happen to
him. :

Mr. Grepsox : The hon. member for Bowen
lights the fire every morning now. (Laughter.)

Mr. TAYLOR: There is a good deal in
what the hon. member for South Brisbane
Las said with regard to the treatment meted
out to domestic servants many years ago,
but that day has gone.

Hon. F. T. Brenwvan: Only since the
Twbour party has got into power.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would point
cut that the hon. member is inviting these
interjections.

Mr. Taylor.]
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Mr. TAYLOR: That day has gone, and
nn capable girl who wants to go into domestic
service now nced live under bad conditions
or accept low wages.

There arve qui ite a number of features in
the Bill which we can diseus: in Committee,
when we have a number of amendments 10
proposc. The Minisier says they must be
reasonable amendments, but his idea of
what is reasonable will probably be vastly
different from ours. While we are anxious to
see as wany as possible beought under the
Arbitration Act, we do not want to see our
basic industry, on which we are all living at
the present time, placed under any legislation
which will tend to destroy it.

Mr. DASH (Wundingbwrra): 1 have
listencd very attentively to hon. members
opposite, but thev huvn not attacked the

privciples of the Bill
the same as those we have hecard urged in
the Arbitration Court time aud again in
connection with various industries. Hor years
past the cmployee: in an ixdustry, when they
had not the privilege o! going before the
Avrbitration Court or a Wages Board, were
pard by results, and the employers were the

Their arguments are

judges of what the wages should be. We
ku that for years the workers in every

industry were practically on a starvation
wage; and it was not until the force of their
organizat:ons  was brought to bear on
eripoyers that the employces received any-
thing like a fair deal. 1 have had cxperi-
eiice of employers equal to that of any hon.

member 0 connecction  with  Arbilration
Court proceedings, and, in iany instances,

when we a<ked
table conference,
no good purpose

the emplo:ers for a round
they used to reply that
would be served. The
hon. member for South Brisbane reminds
me of the sugar stitke in 1911, 1In 1911,
when the Amalgamated Workers® Associa-
tion of North {uceesland made an appli-
cation to the employers in the sugar
industrr for a conference, they simply
ignored the application, and forced the
workers in the industry to ccase work and
put up a fight. At that time the employees
were asking for &s. per day. or 30s. for a
week of forty-eight hours. The employers
_refused the demand, and the men ceased
work. TFor a few weeks it was a lifc-and-
death strugele on the part of the workers
and those who were supporting them to try
and win. 'The 1911 strike, followed by the
1612 strike in Brisbane, was responsible for
the Denbam Government introducing and
passing the Industrial Peace ¢t of 1912.
If hon. members had been as generous as
they say they are, when they passed the
Industrial V’(d(e Act in 1912, they would have
made provision {or the 10pruematlvcs of the
men to appear on their behalf in the Arbitra-
tion Court or on Wages Boards; but that Act
prevented any paid official of an organivation
from reprex entm«r the members of his
organisation in any court or on a board. We
krow that the Wages Boards were of no
benefit to the workers in an industry. This
Bill is one which has been looked forward
to by the industrial movement of the State
in order to bring all workers within the
ambit of the Arbitration Court. It is no
argument to say that any worker in an
industry should not have the right of appeal
to the Arbitration Court. Hon. members
opposite talk about the Wages Board system ;
but under the present Industrial Arbitra-
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tion Act provision is made for Industrial
Boards. 1f hon. members opposite had taken
the trouble to study the principal Act, they
would have found ‘that it makes provision,
m section 57, for Conciliation Committees.
These committees can be formed for the
purpose of discussing the wages to be paid
by an industry. If hon. members opposite
are so anxious with regard to rural workers,
they can ask the court to grant a Conciliation
Uommittee to go into thc ways and means

of the mdusty

Mr. KeLso: That is the old Wages Board
system  again.

Mr. DASH: Hon. members_opposite say

that they bhelieve in the old Wages Board
system, but the provision I have mentioned
is already in the Act, and they do not know
what they are talking about when they say
it is not. Ifurthermore, section 38 makes
provision for Industrial Boards, to which I
have already referred, and the Act also
makes provision for a special inquiry inte
any industry.

Mr. KELso: Why do you not extend this
measure to all workers?

Mr. DASH: 1 believe that it should be
extended to all workers without any excep-
tion whatever.

Mr. KELSO:

Mr. DASH : And to all public servants as
well.  When the United party went to the
country they triecd to woo the employces on
the farms for their vo es, and the leader of
the Opposition said in his policy speech.
under the heading of * Industrial > :—

And to all public servants?

*In this particular direction, we think
the time has arrived whes, by a re-
arrangement of existing portfonob there
should be created a Ministry of Labour.

“We also stand for the principle of
industrial avbitration and its mainten-
ance. : .

““ Also for the adoption of measures te
cnsure the observance of awards by both
sides,

,

“ Also the encoura qemunt of boards of
employers and cmployecs, with a view to
creating  better undehtandmg beiween
the paxtles affected.

“ Also the encouragement of the prin-
ciple of payment by results, and the
maintenance of a high standard  of
living.”

He made no reference whatever to debarring
any of the workers in Queensland from com-
ing within the scope of the Act. That was
a genwal statement, the object of which was
to woo the votes of the rural workers.
domestic servants, and everyone else, and I
fail to see how members of the Opposition
can now oppose the cxtension of the Act to
all workers in rural industries. To show how
the farmers are safeguarded, I want to read
clause 7 of the Bill—

“ Section ten of the principal Aect is
amended as follows:—

(@) The second paragraph of proviso
{a) of suhsection one is repealed, and
the following proviso is inserted in liew
thereof :—

Provided that (notwithstanding the
foregoing provisions in paragraph (a}
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hereof) for employees in the callings
following. namely, employees on
coastal, river, and bay vessels, mus-
terers and drivers of stock, employees
on farms engaged in feeding or
attendiag to stock or such other noces-
sary services as the Court in its dis-
cretion may determine, and employees
engaged 1n domestic service, the
Court in its discretion may determine
the maximum number of working
days and hours in any weck.”

It is quite plain that the Bill lcaves it to
the court to consider the arguments put for-
ward by the employers in every way. The
arguments which have been used here are
not arguments against the principle of the
Bill, but upon the question of whether the
industry is able to pay the wage which is
necessary to maintain a man, his wife, and
family in decent comfort. 1 heard the hon.
member for Nanango, I think, say that 20s.
a week was what they are paying on the
farms at the present time. I would ask any
hon. member oprosite how he can expect a
man with a wite and family to exist on 30s.
a week? All these arguments to the effect
that, ““ The court is going to do this and the
court is going to do that,” arc put forwaid
merely to prejudice a case when it comes
before the court.

This question was dealt with by the ex-
deputy leader of the United party when he
was touring North Queensiand 1n the interests
of his party, and he put the case so well that
both he and his coileague lost their seats.
He stated that he and his par.y were in
favour of aibitration and of extending it to
all workers in any industry. That being so,
[ can see no reason why members of the
Opposition should protest.  We kuow and
they kuow that the Commonweal h Counciiia-
tion and Arbitration Act makes provision for
all workers in any industry, and the Aus-
sralian Workers” Union cowd, 1if it wi hed,
file a claim in the Commonwealth Arbitra-
tion Court—the highest in Australia—for
wages and conditions covering rural workers
in every State of the Commonwealth.

At 6.45 p.m.,

The Cuatryan or Commirress (Mr. Kirwan,
Hrisbune) took the chair as Deputy Speaker.

Mr. DASH : T recollect that we had a very
important case in which the metalliferous
miners and smelter workers in the Cloncurry
district were cluiming increased wages and
better conditions. When we, were arguing
our case, the representatives of the company
put forward the same argument which we
have heard from members of the Opposition—
that the industry could not pay them. The
court on that cecasion adopted the very big
principle of the right of the workers to work
only forty-four hours, and we were told that
the smel.ers would have to close. But they
went on as usual, and every employce did
his forty-four hours. The work was just
as well done, and the mining fields have not
been affected by any action of the Arbitra-
tion Court. Hon. members opposite cannot
point to any award which has been respon-
sible for throwing employees out of work.
Their arguments are used, not because of any
offect of the wage on them, but because the
employers .wish to make the employees
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beliove that they have to dismiss them
because the award has affected the industry.
We have heard a good deal about the cattle
industry during the last week or so, and, as
one who hus had some experience of it, I
k:ow that. when I was an cmployee, the
employers had no regard to the hours we
were called upon to work. We worked
from daglight $ill dark, as many hours
as it was po-sible to work, on seven days a
week, for the paliry sum of 25s. a week.
Because the court has fixed—not a high rate
of wages—not a rate on which a man could
keep his family in decent comfort—-—

Mr. Krrgso: The judge fixed that amount.

Mr. DASH : I am just trying to point out
that the court has not fixed a wage which
has ruined any industry. Ilon. members
opposite, or people who support them. have
been going round the country telling the
pastoral werkoers that the award has ruined
the cattle industry. They know that that is
not a fact. The awards of the court have
not been respounsible for reducing the number
of employees on the cattle stations. They
know that when a muster takes place they
must have the full complement of men, irre-
speetive of what hours or wages are stipu-
fated in the awards, if the work is to be
carried out properly, the stock branded, and
the herds looked aiter as they should be.

Mr. Kengo: Do you not think it would
appiy very hard in the dairying industry?

Mr. DASIT: No. Whenever a claim is
fiied before the court. the court is guided
by equity sud good conselvnee, and the judge
always covsiders  fully  the. merits and
demerits of the ability of an industry to pay.
If one takes the trouble to read the judg-
ments in the mining, pastoral, sugar, and
meat  indu-tries, they wiil f(ind that the
ability of tue industry to pay has always
been cousidered.

There is nothing wrong in  bringing
domestic servants under the overation of the
court. We. as cx-union officials, know that
time and again domestic servants have come
to us and asked us to do some:hing to protect
them irom the slavery to which they are
subjocted.  Sinee awards have been applied
to hotel employces, the hotelkeepars have
been able to get their full complement of
employees in that particular calling.  The
coa on wiy there is @ shortoge of domestic
servants is because they can get better wages
and conditions by working in hotels and
restiurants than they can get in domestic
service. Is there any reason why the
domestic servants should not have the pro-
tection of the court the same as their sister
employees have in restaurants and hotels?
Tf that protection i= afforded, there will be
just as many domestic servants employed as
there are to-day.

Mr. KrLso: It will be rough on the poor
woman who is sick and cannot get help.

Mr., DASII: When the Bill is in Com-
mittee I intend: to have something further
to =av. I would ask hon. members opposite
not to decry the rural industry or any
industry, because the Government have seen
fit to allow the employees access to the
court. The reason why employers have not
tulien, advantage of industrial boards is that
they know that, if the chairman of the board

Mr. Dash.]
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is not prepared to give the emplovees a fair
deal, there is the right of appeal to the court.
Many conferences have been ordered by the
]I_Idf_(il‘s of the court for the purpose of con-
sidering the claims filed. At those confor.
ences many «decisions are arrived at, and
then reference is only made to the judge for
the nurposc of giving a decision on the points
in dispute.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

The consideration of the Bill in Committes
was made an Order of the Day for Tuesday
next.

LIQUOR ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
INtTIATION 1IN COMMITTER.

(Mr. Pollock, Gregory, one of the panel of
Temporry hairmen, in the chair.)
The HOME SECRETARY (LHon. J. Stop-

ford, Mouwnt Morgun): 1 beg to move—

“ That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to ameund the Liguor Acts,
19121920, in certain particulars.

I desire briefly to outline the Bill. It con-
sists of twelve clauses. There sre two main
princinles. The first principle deals with the
shortening of hours during which liquor may
be sold on licensed premises. It is proposed
in the Bill that the hours shall be from 8
a.m. to 8 p.m., and that they shall apply to
clubs. wine shops, licensed premises, and
railway refreshment roowms.

Mr. Giepsox: What about the Parliamen-
tary refreshment bar?

The HOME SECRETARY: The Parlia-
mentary bar is controlled by PYarliament,
and we are able to look after ourselves.

The next principle is the repeal of the
Prohibition, Continuancs, or Nationalisation
poll which takes place in October every three
years. There is duc protection for the
coming poil next October. The other pro-
visions of the Bill are merely machinery
clauses which require no explauation.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I am glad to
have had that explanation of the Minister
regarding the proposed reduction in hours,
although we are Lot quite satistied that that
reduction will be suflicient. All I intend to
say at this juncture is that we intend to
move an amendment providing that the
closing” hour shall be 6 o’clock.

Question put and passed.
The Iouse resumed.

The TreMporarvy CHAIRMAN reported chat
the Committee had come to a resolution.

The resolution was agreed to

Tirst RuaDING.
The HOMIE SECRETARY: I beg to
move—
“That the Bill be now read a frst
time.”
Question put and passed.

an Order of the Day for Tuesday next.
The second reading of the Bill was made

The House adjourned at 10 p.m.
[Hon. J. Stopford.





