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City of Brisbane Bill. [24 OcroBER.] Supply. 1925

THURSDAY, 25 OCTOBER, 1923.

The Speaker (Hon., W. Bertram, Jlarce)
took the chair at 11 a.m.

VOTE CF CREDIT.
Ox Accouvnt 1924-5.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt from
His Excellency the Governor of a message
recommending that provision be made, on
account, for the services of the several
lcp.nimentm of the public service for the
vear ending 30th June, 1925, of the following
sums :—

From the Consolidated Revenue Fund of
Queensland, exclusive of the moneys
standing to the credit of the Loan
Fund Accouni, the sum of £1,200,000;

From the Trust an d Special Funds, the

e

sum of £7GG,000

From the moneys standing to the credit
of the Loan Fund Account, the sum

of £600,000.

The message was ordered to be referred
to the Committee of Supply.

SUPPLY.

ResumeTION 0F COMMITTEE—SIXTEENTH
Arrorrep Dav.

(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbanc, in ths chair.)
TRUST AND SPECIAL FUXDS.
PUBLIC LANDS—AMAIN ROADS TFUND.

Question  stated—* That £614,612 be
granted for ¢ Department of Public Lands—
Main Roads Fund.” ”

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Day): I should like
to point out the disadvuntage under which
hon. members labouy in dlscusslng a vole of
this kind when they have not before them the
annual report for the previous year. Yester-
day we had to discuss the vote for State
enterprises without the report of the Com-
nissioner for Trade. It secms to me that
the policy of the Main Roads Act is wrong
and that if, in accordance with the phtfmm
of the Countly pariy, main roads were built
by the State and handed over to local
authorities to maintain as feeders for our
railways and other important centres, it
would be more in the interests of Queensland.
I have nothing but praise for the way in
which the chairmar of the Board has
attended to all the details of his work and
for the way in whic h the other members of
the Board have discharged their duties.
They are most courseous and do everything
possible to assist the member for the district
when he has to call upon them; but I think
that the regulations of the Boald are alto-
wether too drastic and in country districts
make the roads too costly and therefora too
heavy a burden on the ratepayers. That is
the {fault I have to find with respect to the
shires in my electorate, and 1 think other
hou. members on this side have had similar
cxperience. T propose to quote one or two
inslances of the hezavy cost of main roads.

We often have discussions concerning con-
tract and day labouw, and it is interesting to
note that the chairman of the Main Roads
Board in his report for 1922 says—

“ It has been found more economical

Mr. Clayton.]
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for shires to let contracts for certain
works, such as the cartage of metal spalls,
the erection of bridges, etc.’

There you have a statement by a man with
¥ ctlcal knowledge of the extensive work
carried out by the different shires, who says
that it is provgd that a great Saving 1s
cffectd by shire councils carrying out the
construction of bridges under the contract
sysiem  instead of “under  the day-labour
sy-tem. 1 sincerely hope that the (Govern-
ment will take thom remarks into considera-
tien, hut T am inelined to think that some
hen, members opposite will be in faveur of
the chairman being carpeted for daring to
put such a remark in his 1ep01t

W

I was very pleasad to note that in a great
many iustances, when work was carried out
by the Board, fhe men living in the locali-
ties had an oppmt\ nity of gcttmg the work
on those roads. In my own electorate, where
a fairly large sum of money has heen spent
on a main road, I was very pleased to know
that, owing to the dry conditions prevailing
and the impossibility for farmers io make a
reasonable living, nothing was placeu in the
way of preventing them from getting the
work on the main road, and I can assire this
Comumittee that those men were a credit to
any Main Roads Board.

The present regulations could be mndified.
which would have the effect of reducing the
present cost of construction. In the country
districts the Board ie going to an ehclmous
expense in taking grades off hills, which is
raking the cost too greai for the 1atep.x}01~
to carry. It is very nice to travel on such a
roasd, but the burden is toc heavy for the
people concerned. If the regulations were
modified and were not quite so drastic, the
#mount of money expended could go further.
Just recently the Main Roads Board took
over the road beiween \Ia{“bomugb and
“Liaro, a distance of 15 miles, 9 miles of
which are in the Burrum Shire. It was the
intenlion of the shire council to borrow
£1.70% for the censsruction of the first nine-
tenths of a mile, but the Main Roads Board
took over the road and constructed it. It i3
only fair to say thet the road was not con-
structed under the Board’s supervision, but
was constructed under the supervision of ihe
engineer of the municipality of Maryborough.
That engineer stated that he had to draw
up his plans according to the existing 1erru“1-
tiors, and lie could not cheapen the cost in
anv-way if he had to comply with those regu-

l,l*mm We witnessed there the taking up
of onc of the finest foundations that ever
existed for a road. tho carting of ii away,

and the carting beck of another foundation,
which meant incurring unnecessary C‘(ﬂ(\me
as was proved by the engineer from the Main
Roads Board, who camc up when the work
was very nearly completed and stated that
that had all been o much unneces=ary expense.
The Main Roads Board officers should have
scen that that expense was not incurred, for
then this nine-tenths of a mile would not
have cost the ratepsvers £2400. They cer-
tairiy have a good road. but they could have
had just as good a road if it had been con-
structed in the way suggested by the Board’s
engineer when he ited the site at a time
when the road was about completed.

The capital value of the division is £35.000.
It the ratepavers have to repay the cost of
the road over the next thirtv years at the
rate of £35 per £1,000 in addition to half the
cost of maintenance, it will cost them %£108

[Mr, Clayton.
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That means the imposition of
in the £1 for nearly every mile
Tt will be seen what the rate
if the Board is going to

per annum.
a rate of ¥d.
of the l‘O(Ld
is going to be

-build the additional 8 miles of road at the

It will be an impossible burden
for the ratepayers to carry. I appeal to
the Board to modify the regulations. The
Jurrum Shire Council is prepared to let the
Board construct a road within the shire, but
it wants it done at a cheaper cost. The
cost can be cheapened. 1 have practically
arranged with Mr. Kemp to visit the Mary-
Lhorough district next week, when I hope
that something will be done which will allow
the Board to proceed with the roads at a
cheaper cost per mile. The Board has also
taken over the Maryborough-Bundaberg
road. Tt has engaged Mr. Price, the city
engineer of Maryborough, to inspect gmd
draw up specifications for the first section.
The estimiated cost of the construction of the
first 9,000 feet 1is £4,000. Naturally the
council has had to turn that proposal dovin
becauw an additional 9 miles of road will
hiave to be constructed before it i& completed.
There is no use constructing 1 milés and
leaving the balance. If fhe construction of
the road is proceeded with on that specif-
cation. the cost for the 9 miles will be
£21,119 17s. 3d., which will mean that the
mtepm ers will have to find £735 per annum.
That is another very small division, and the
ratepayers arz not in a posifion to currs
such a burden The present rate struck In
the division iz 44d. in the £1. which pro-
vides an annual revenue of £1,062.. If this
road is constructed, it will mean that only
£300 will be left to carry on the general
work of the division. The Board has besn
advised by the council to leave the proposal
in abevance for the time being The Board
has also taken over the Maryhorough-Pialba
road. 'The residents of Um}bolough make
use of that road more than the fﬂm;,[Q or
residents of Pialba. It is only fair, there-
fore, that Maryborough should bear a p01t1<‘n
of the expenditure. it will be really a road
for the motorists of Maryborough. 1 hope
tha{ the Minister will see that justice Is
done to the ratepayers of the Burram shire
by Maryborough assuming its just nropor-
tion of the burden. Two or three vears ago
the Burrum Shire Council constructed a
bridge on that road over Saltwater Creek
at a cocst of £3,000. The Government in
that instance called upon Maryborough to
meet the Burrmm Shire Council in the cost
on a busis of 40 per cent. to 60 per cent.
The Government would oniy be doing a fair
thing if they saw to it that Maryborough
took a share of the C\p(“’)dli\,ﬂ" of th» road.
I recently tfravelled over the road from
Ceoroy to Tew dntin, in the clectorate of the
hon, member for Cooroora. Some very fine
work has been dens by the Board on that
road. When going along that road we had
to leave it, because the people are waiting
for the construction of a bridge in a certain
place.  The only obstruction  to prevent
people going along that road was a sapling
on two forked sticks. I mentioned the
matter to the hon. member for Cooroora,
and he admilted how extremely dangerous
it was - anr casc it sheuld have a
light at : The vesuit was ihat last
Saturday, when a bodr of railwaymen from
Gympic were going out in a car from Cooroy.
rhexy followed the road and went over the
cmbankment, and the accident very nearly
resulted in a loss of life, great damage boing

same cost.
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<done to the car. That was due to neglect
on the part of the Main Roads Board in
not proceeding with the work and of the
shire council in not safeguarding the public.
I believe that the hon. member for Cooroora
will deal with the subject when he is dis-
cussing this vote.

Mr. BRUCE (Kennedy): The activities of
the Main Roads Board are of vital impor-
tance to the people of the country districts as
a means of conveying produce and passenger
traffic to railway lines, and also in the matter
of facilitating motor traffic between towns.
Motor traffic is becoming more important
throughout Australia as a means of trans-
porting produce and passengers. The policy
of railway consiruction that has been actively
pursued by the Government has, in many
cases, isolated towns by diverting the course
of traffic from routes that previously existed.
As in the past, these main roads arc of
great importance to the whole of the
State.  They have meant the populating
of areas that were once unoccupied, and
they will be the medium of restoring our
depopulated centres to their normal pros-
perity by connecting them with the railways.
An outstanding case is that of the town of
Halifax, in ths Kennedy electorate. Halifax
is a prosperous town connected with the
outside world through the port of Tucinda
Point, which also feeds Ingham. The lack
of communication facilities has caused most
of the products of the district to pass
through Townsville, with the exception, of
course, of raw sugar. Ingham holds the
balance of power in the Hinchinbrook Shire
Council, and all the efforts of the vesi-
dents to get an up-to-date road and
approach between Halifax and Ingham and
to Lucinda Point have been unavailing.
The Government were prepared to grant
loan money to the Hinchinbrook shire for
this purpose, but the offer was not accepted.
The road is a necessity and will be the
means ol incrcazing the prospervity of the
district through which it passes. As the
shire council has failed, I look forward con-
fidently to the time when the veople of
Halifax and Ingham will have their wants
attended to by the Main Roads Board. The
difficulties facing the Board were mentioned
by the hon. member for Oxley in his specch.
It is a great conception and is only in its
initial stages, and T am confident that its
efforts will meet with succes:.

Our Queensland workers are as capable
and ax cfficient as any in the other States
of Australia, and, if {he management 1is
cfficient, the roads may be constructed
soundly and well and at a reasonahle cost.
I trust that the aectivities of the Main
Roads Board will be increased so that the
vequirerents of country residents will be
met. The care that I have mentioned in
regard to Halifax emphasizes the nccessite
for the Main Roads Boards Act, and I am
particularly anxious that the 3lain Roads
Board will extend its activities in that district
s0 as to meet the wishes of ihe people of

Halifax.

Question put and passed.

WARREGO RABBIT DISTRICT FUND.

The SECRETARY FOR ACRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillics, Eacham): I beg to
move—

“That £14500 be granted for
¢ Warrego Rabbit District Fund.’ ”

Question put and passed.

[25 OcrosEr,]
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AGRICULTURE AND STOCK—COTTON TRADING

FUND.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hor. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I beg to
move—

“That £400,000 be granted for
‘ Department of Agriculture and Stock—
Cotton Trading Fund.””

Mr SWAYNE (Midirani): I notice that
this vote has increased from £250,000 for
1922-3 to £400,000 for the current year, and
I take it that that is an indication of an
extension of the cotton industry, and I am
very pleased indeed to learn that such is
the case. I notice that there is a difference
in this vote from what previouslr obtained,
inasmuch as the £400,000 is only for the
purpose of purchasing seed cotton, and the
ginning and handling of same; and I would
like to urge on the Minister, in view of the
facts that are constantly coming to light in
regard to ratoon cotton, that before we
definitely pass this vote he should seriously
consider whether more consideration should
not be given to the question of ratoon cotton.
As an indication of the information that is
constantly coming to light on this question
I might say that the day before yesterday
a telegram was sent to Bond and Co., cotton
raillers in S8vdney, New South Wales, in-
quiring whether they were working ratoon
cotton, and a reply came to hand yesterday
which shows that they have been working
ratoon cotton within the last few days,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What do
you mean by ¢ working ratoon cotton”?

Mr. SWAYNE: Manufacturing it. I have
al:o seen a letter from the Central District
Council, Rockhampton, signed by Mr.
Ritchie, in which he states that the farmers
there are willing to furnish the money to
send Mr. Dan Jones to (Great Britain for
the purpose of investigating this matier, in
order to ascertain whether or not there is a
market for ratoon cotton. No one will dis-
pute that, when the farmers in such a season
as this ave willing to put their hands in their
own pockets in order to finance an inquiry
of that kind, the least the Government might
do 1Is to stay their hand in the matter until
the question has been definitily determined.
The cvidence brought to light in the discus-
sion that took place in this House on the
méatter is by no means conclusive, and the
*ht of evidince has been in favour of
ratooning.  The farmers in the Central
District at the present time are saying they
must be allowed to grow ratoon cotton or
else they will have to apply for reliof rations.
In view of what I have said, and the facts
I hase brought forward to show that private
people interested in the industry are willing
to defray the cost of invostigation in Great
Britain on this subject, and that there avc
mills now in Australia which are working
ratoon cotton, I think the Minister must see
that he has been precipitate in this matter.
Tt is my opinion that he has been led away
by biassed and interested cvidence on the
questior. I would ask before it is too late
that part of this sum of £400,000 should be
made applicable for the purchase of ratoon
cotton. I would also urge on the Minister
to delay bringing the Cotton Industrv Act
into force for at least six months. Surely
there can be no objection to that! We
have heen growing ratoon cotton, I suppose,
for sixty years in Queensland, ever since the
American civil war. We know that Qucens-

Mr. Swayne.)
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land cotton has held its own in the markets
everywhere, and some of it has been ratoon
cotton. Surely in view of the almost unani-
mous request of those who are in the industry
it is only recasonable that the matter should
be held over for six months! After sixty
yvears of cotton-growing, an additional six
months should not make any difference. ILet
the matter be settled by inquiry through
other sources than the one group of buyers
whom the Minister has tied himself up to
in this matter.

Mr. PETERSON (¥ormandy): I cordially
support the contention of the hon. member
for Mirani, and carnestly plead with the
Minister to defer the operation of the
Cotton Industry Act for six months. I pro-
pose to submit further evidence to strengthen
our case, but before doing so I wish to
comment on a telegram which was received
from Bond and Company, who are very
large manufacturers in Sydney.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Will you
publish that telegram?

Mr PETERSON: I will publish it and
produce it. It seems vemarkable that during
the progress of the debate it was stated that
Bond and Company were adverse to ratoon
cotton.

'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No; it
was stated deliberately by e that Bond
and Company offered 10d.” a 1b. for ratoon
cotton and ls. 4d. a Ib. for plant cotton.

Mr. PETERSON: We have evidence that
Bond and Company, who manufacture a
delicate article—silk stockings—some hon,
members should be authorities as to that,
having come from drapery establishments.
(Laughter.)

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.

member is not in order in discussing silk.

Mr. PETERSON : They mix ratoon cotton
with silk, and by doing that they get better
sillc stockings. (Laughter.) The hon. gentle-
man pointed out that Bond and Company
were using ratoon cotton. Bond and Com-
pany, who have such a great name in con-
neetion  with the manufacture of ladies’
articlzs of clothing, would not use something
which was going to deteriorate their manu-
factures. If we can say that Bond and
_Co;npany are prepared to use ratoon cotton,
it 18 2 sine quéd non that ratoon cotton is
used in other parts of the world. While the
Minister has proposed to increase the
vote by £150,000 this year, this fact must
not be lost sight of. The Minister stated
during the previous debate that the depart-
ment had lost a considerable sum of money
through its guavantee; but the department
has not been the only loser as the resuls
of this. Despite the fact that the guarantee
has been given to the farmers, the farmers
themselves have lost a considerable amount
of money. I received a letter yesterday
morning from one of the larg st growers of
cotton in Central Queensland, Mr. J. H.
Bukowski, and the letter speaks for itself.
It is an earnest appeal to the Minister and
Parliament to defer the operation of the
Cotton Industry Act. The letter is written
from William street, Rockhampton, and is
dated 22nd October, 1923, and inter alia it
states—

“I am sure that, taking my crop as
a basis, there is nothing in growing
cotton as an annual crop. The profit per

[Mr. Swayne.
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acre is much less than I have shown
here, as 1 omitted to deduct the cost of
planting and of pulling out the cotton
after it has come up,what is called throw-
ing out. It would take a man all his time
to do 2 acres a day, In fact most men
would do less, so that is a further charge
say of 6s. per acre against this profit.
The growing of annual cotton cannot
pay, because my crop as an instance
was a better crop than the average by
50 per cent. at the least, and was a crop
that had a very good average rain, and
it is hardly likely that the growers of
Queensland will get as good rains, on
the whole, as I had.

“If the Minister would show the
average poundage per acre for all the
acres planted, he would find there was
a very big loss in the industry by the
farmer, as well as the amount spent by
the Government, £57,000.”

That is evidence from the grower of some of
the best plant cotton in Central Queensland—
a man vwho was favoured by thunderstorms
when everybody else was not so fortunate—
but, despite that fact, an analysis of the
result shows that the crop was
[11.30 a.m.] practically lost to him because it
was not ratoon cotton. Had he
had the opportunity of growing ratoon cotton
and taken the responsibilitv of finding a
market in common with the rest of the
growers of ratoon cotton, he would have been
able to earn three times as much as he did.
Surely it is time the Minister awoke to the
pesition in whirh hundreds and thousands of
growers are placed.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have
been awalke while you have been asleep.

Mr. PETERSON: I have not been asleep
on my parliamentary duties, and I can hold
up my end of the stick so far as that is
concerned.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You
have been manufacturing certain articles
when I have been dealing with the cotton
question.

Mr. PETERSON: And the hon. gentle-
man has been manufacturing other things.
If I received the same salary as the hon.
gentleman, probably I would be able to do
more for Queensland than the hon. gentle-
man. I am pleading for the vast majority
of the growers of Central Queensland, and
am asking other members of the Contral dis-
trict to be true to themselves and to those
who put them in Parliament. It is astound-
ing that these people should be prohibited
from growing ratcon cotton under any cir-
cumstances whatever. What is Parliament
but a place where we can submit the require-
ments of the people for the consideration of
hon. members? Why should we be called
together if we cannot present evidence from
the producers’ point of view, even though,
when we do get the opportunity to present
that cvidence, members on the other side
are afraid to get up and express what they
honestly believe? They sit dumb and are
prepared to sacrifice the farmers. (Govern-
ment dissent.) All I can say is that time
will tell its own tale, and if the movement
to send Mr. Daniel Jones to Lancashire is
successful the Minister will be in a very sorry
position indeed when the report comes back.
It is not too late now. There is no nced for
heat, insults, or mud-throwing. All we ask
is that the Minister will give an opportunity
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to the growers of ratcon cotton to prove
their case, instcad of absolutely prohibiting
the cultivation of ratoon cotton. I suppose
this is the last opportunity we shall have
this session of appealing to the Minister, and,
on behalf of the vast majority of growers of
Central Queensland, T endorse the applica-
tion which has been made by the hon.
member for Mirani for a reconsideration of
the decision of the Government.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): On the
Cotton Industry Bill I referred to the fact
that Captain Svensen had grown a good
deal of cotton in the Solomon Islands at one
time and received very satisfactory prices for
ratoon crops. Of course, some years have
passed since they were engaged in cotton-
growing there, as I explained at that time.
The crop was put in when the land was being
planted with cocoanut trees and the crop
was taken off from time to time. By the
goodness of Captain Svensen, some of the
returns have been obtained, and it may
interest the Committee if I give an indication
of the result of some of the shipments. In
1910 the British Cotton Growing Association
sold on account of the Solomon I:lands nine
bales of ratoon cotton at 14d. per lb. I
understand that it was a very geod crop and
that the price realized was a good one. In
1911 two bales were sold at 113d. per lb.,
seven bales at 11d., four bales at 113d., one
bale at 112., one bale at 11d., and ten bales
at 12d. per lb. I am sure that hon. members
will understand that nobody is desirous of
interfering with the development of the
cotton-growing industry, and the Govern-
ment may be perfectly right in their decision
or they may be quite wrong. The cvidence
in favour of ratoon seems so strong that it
would appear right to allow those who are
ready to cultivate ratoon cotton to do so,
provided they take the full responsibility for
their actions. As in the case of cther com-
modities, the produce is graded, and if it is
not up to the mark we may rest assured that
the remedy will soon be forthcoming, because
the growers will receive very much less for
their article. In this connection I am not
sure whether hon. members have noticed a
cablegram which appeared in the °‘ Tele-
graph’ of the 23rd of this month—

“ Cairo, 22nnd October.

“ The law restricling cotton cultivation
to one-third of the cultivated area is
expected to end with the present cotton
scason, and will not be renewed. The
intention of the law was to reduce the
output and enforece fallowing, in order
to maintain quality, but cultivators in
recent years have not heeded the restrie-
tions.”

It is quite evident that the authorities in
Cairo are changing their viewpoint, and it
would be well for the department to ascer-
tain the experience in Bgypt and see whether
it does not clearly indicate the undesirable-
ness of a general prohibition of ratooning. I
quote these facts and figures in order that we
may arrive at a fair and just decision in
dealing with an iIndustry which I suppose
we all hope will develop beyond any dreams
we may cherish of its success.

We are going on right lines in pinning
our faith to the article that we can export
and for which there is a market. I hope
that the Minister will give full attention and
a degree of sympathy to the men who are
urging their case in the various parts of the
State to be allowed to grow ratoon cotton,

{25 OcCTOBER.]
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1t would be a distinct unkindness to them
if they were interfered with, if we could at
the present time make regulations safeguard-
ing the industry so that no harm could come
to the State.

Mr. KELSO {¥uadak): 1 have much plea-
sure in supporting the request of the hon.
member for Mirani. It has been suggested
by the Minister, by way of interjection, that
if we refuse to ratify the agreemcent made
with the British-Australian Cotton Associa-

tion, Limited, we would be encouraging
repudiation.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I did

not say that.

Mr. Swayne: The Minister admitted that
the question of ratoons was not mentioned in
the agreement.

Mr., KELSO: The Minister said thas we
would be repudiating the agreement. I do
not think there has been the slightest sugges-
tion about repudiation.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do not
get the agreement mixed up with ratoon
cotton. Ratoon cotton is not mentioned in
ths agreement.

Mr. KELSO: Can the Minister go on with

the agrecement independent of the ratoon
cotton question?
The SECRETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE: The

ratoen cotton has no relation to the agree-
ment.  The agreemment provides for  the
ginning of the cotton by the Association.

Mr. KELSO: I just wanted to clecar up
the question of repiidiation. I consider that,
if there is any defar in the matter, it is not
a qucstion of repudiation at all.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I do nut wish
to restrict the debate on this vote, but
would point out to kon. members that Par-
liament has already passed through all its
stages a measure which prohibits the grow-
g of ratoon cotton in Queensland. Hon.
members will therofore realise the futility
of proceeding with a «discussion as to the
advisableness of ratoon cotton being grown
when an Act of Parliament already pro-
hibits it.

Wr. PETERSON :
Act be postponed.

Mr. KELSO: Sceing that the Bill has not
been read a third 1ime I ask the Minister
to reconsider ihe questicn.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, #acham): The Bill has
been read a third rime. This is a very im-
portant matter indeed for Queensland, Aus-
tralia, and the Empire. The hon. member
for Mirani and the hon. member for Nor-
manby stated in effect that a telegram had
been sent to Bond and Company, who arc
the only spinners in Australia, and they
veplicd  that they were working ratoon
cotton. I should like to know what is mennt
by the expression *‘ working ratoon cotton.”
I hope that the fuil text of that telegram
will be made available to this Chamber and
the public. I stated during my second rcad-
ing speech on the Cotton Industry Bill that,
whereas it had been stated—I1 believe by Mr
Dantel Jones, a gen:leman who is going to
he sent home by certain people—thay Bond
and Company were prepared to take ratoon
cotton at the full guaranteed price—which
would be equal roughly to 1s. 6d. per lb.
in Liverpool, or 1s. 4d. per lb. in Sydney—
the facts are that the Department of Agri-
culiure advertised ths sale of ratoon cotton
and Bond and Company offered 10d. per lb.

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]

We are asking that the
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for ratoon cotton and 1s. 4d. per lb. for
plant cotton, which is a differonce of 6d.
per Ib. I have never stated that Bond wnd
Company would not manufacture ratoon
cotton, but I have found that certain people
are conveying the impression that Bond and
Company are prepared to take ratoon cotton
and pay the full guaranteed price for it.
Mr. Perorson: The growers are prepared
v take a lower price.
_The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
hat price are the growers of Queensland
prepared to take for ratoon cotton in the
seeil? T ask the hou. member for Mirani
and the hon. member for Normanby to fur-
nish that information. When the acid tesi
was put on Bond and Company it was found
that they would offer only 10d. per 1b., and
then tenders were called for ratoon cotton
and MchnnelI and Bast offered 1s. per 1b.,
which price detern:dned the value of ratoon
cotior. in Queensland and Australia, and
Bond and Company subsequently agreed to
take a Iimited quaniity of ratoon cotton at
Is. per 1b., which tc the grower would be
worth something icss than 3d. per Ib in the
sced. Messrs. Bond and Company have now
agreed to purchase 100 bales of ratoon cotton
ex store at 1s. per 1b., to be delivered in
25-bale lots per month, deliversd in October.
November, December, and January. That
offer has been accepied. That offer was the
resuit of calling tenders and recoiving Ils.
per 1b. as the highost tender, and saying to
Bond and Company, “1If rou are prepared
o give the same price as the highest tenderer,
you can have the ratoon cotton.”’ That is
the position with reward to ratoon cotton so
far as Bond and Company are concerned.
The following figures show the amount paid
by the Queensland Government in respect of
cotton harvested to £4th October, 1923—

£ sod

10,986,320 lb. at 54d. 251,752 14 3
184,941 1b. ot Ed. 3,852 18 9
62,554 1b. at 4d. e 1,033 4 8
707 b, at 33d. 11 011

1,621 1b. at 34d. Z8 11 11
876,838 1b. =t 3d. (ratoon) 4,710 9 6
117 1b. at 3d. 193

116 1b. av 24d. 14 2

470 1b. at 2d. 318 4

11,613,824 1b. £261,401 12 2

Out of the total amount of £261,401 12s. 2d.
paid for the cotton crop, the sum of £4.719
8s. bd. was paid for ratoon cotton, which is
evidence of the small percentage of ratoon
cotton harvested. As alrcady promised,
esperiments are going to be made. It is
better that we should wait for two or ihree
vears, and make experisnents and inquiries
with regard to the mavufacture of ratoon
cotlon to sec if the spinners are prepared to
buy it, rather than make a mistake now and
ruin the whole prospects of a great industry
by allowing ratoon cottor to be growit  We
are wise in taking that step on the evidence
furnished to the GGovernment by the peopls
vwho are going to buy the product. = After
all, they are the people to whom we must
listen, because they are the people who are
prepared to buy the product. They arc pre-
pared to pay a price that will enable the
farmer to live as white men should live and
pay reasonable wages to their employe:s,
which I submit cannot be done on the price
they are prepared to pay for ratoon
cotton. In addition, there is the danger of
damaging the whele reputation of plant
cotton. The amount of advances paid in
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connection with plant cotton as disclosed
by my figures is a very big item. The

Government are wise in the action they
have taken, and they are going on with their
policy and at the same time carrying out
certaln investigations.

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): It will be very
poor consolation {o those at the present time
who have to put in seed cotton, which
perhaps will not germinate, and root out
their ratoons, to find in two or three years
that they are right but in the raeantime they
have lost their cron. It would be far better
to allow the cmbargo to stand over for
another six months, especially in view of the
cxeoptionally bad season thal we are experi-
cncing, and allow the scttlers to have the
benefit of the ratoon crop. We have been
growing ratoon cotton for something like
sixty years, and surely another six months
will not make any cifference. B

The SECRETARY FOR AgmicrLTTRE: Tell the
Committee what the Commonwealth Govern-
ment have to say about it. They are about
to share the guarantee with us.

Mr. SWAYNE: I am not concerned about
that. Growers say they will take the risk.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: We are
concerned about it,

Mr. SWAYNE: I maintain that there is
ample evidence forthcoming to justify the
postponement of the embargo. I have seen
this telegram which has been mentioned, and
it stated that ratoon cotton was being spun
into 16’s. It also stated that A grade cotton
was being spun into 30’s, and it also men-
tioned that ratoon cotton was rather short
in staple. During the discussion that took
place on the Cotton Industry Bill it was
pointed out that there are ratcon cottons
quite as long in staple as seed cotton. I take
it that sced cotton can also be produced too
short in staple to be classed as A grade. As
the hon. member for Normanby interjccted,
the growers of ratoon cotton have intimated
their willingness to take a lower price. We
producad evidence during the debate on the
second reading of the Bill showing that there
are ratoon crops just as long in staple as
seed cotton.  The telegram that I saw from
Bond and Company certainly did say that
ratoon cotton was being spun into 16’s while
another grade was being spun into 30's

The SECRETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE :
are 16’s?

Mr. SWAYNE : The hon. gentleman knows
so much about it that he should know. That
is the information from the people spinning
it. They are similar terms to those used in
the wool-spinning industry, but I do not know
much about it. As I understand it. it means
a certain number of fibres in a certain
circumference.  Many growers are quite
prepared to talke a lower price for ratoon
cotton, because of the advantages aticnding
its cultivation.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope that
the hon. member will not pursue that subject
any further. )

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): [ want fo add
my protest to the embargo on ratoon ‘cottop.
I am pleased to know that the Minister is
Joing somethirg in the nature of carrying
out the experiments which were advocated by
the growers. I am only sorry that those
experiments were not made before ratoon
cotton was banned, in order to show that
ratooning is not detrimental in the interests
of the State. .

What
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The CHAIRMAN : Order! I have already
pointed out to the hon. member for Nundah,
snd I make the suggestion again to the hon,

member for Burnett, that, while I have no
desire to restrict the debate this House has
already passed a Bill in which the question
of growing ratoon cotton was dealt with.
The hon. member must realise that it is
tutile to pursue the subject any further out-
side of suggesting that the inquiry should be
extended.

Mr. CORSER: I do not think there is
unything in the Standing Orders that pre-
vents me from complimenting the Minister.
(Laughter.) The telegram from Bond and
Co. offering to take ratoon cotton breaks
down the alnument that ratoon cotton was
impossible because it did not enable the mills
to work as they should.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
quantity will they take up to?

Mr. CORSER : They will certainly take it
at 1s. per lb., and they may pay more. The
crewers expect to be paid a lower price for
:mtoon but against that fact is the larger
'production and more certainty of a crop than
if they grow plant cotton, It does not seem
to have been established and we have had no
preof that it is not a legal tender. I con-
gratulate the Minister on the things that he
has not said and the things he does not do,
in  order to pleas¢ you, Mr. Kirwan,
iLaughter.)

Mr. PETERSON (¥ormanby): The Minis-
ter was good enough to state that the price
to be received for ratoon cotton under the
scheme he spoke of this morning will be
cousiderably less than that received for plant
cotton. That is not a fair comparison, for
the simple reason that it has been proved
beyond doubt that it has been a failure as
regards the poundage return per acre. A
man growing ratoon cotton will get four
times as much per acre as the man who grows
plant cotton. What does it matter if he can
only get 600 1b. of plant cotton per acre if
he gets far more from his ratoon crop?

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): There is just
this n:atter in regard to the ban that has
been placed on the production of ratoon
cotton: We might as well condemn all our
beef because the British people have put a
ban on beef with nodules.

The SECRETARY FOR ACRICULTURE :
not condemning all cotton.

Mr. CORSER: The Government might
just as logically say that we should only
cxport veal.

Mr. MOORT (4ubigny): When the Min-
ister was speaking he asked what the Com-
monwealth Government thought of this ques-
tion and of the guarantee. The growsrs of
ratoon cotton are not asking for a guar-
antee, and are agreceable to its ohmm‘ltlon

Mr. Prrersox: They are not asking for a
fixed price.

Mr. MOORT: No; they arc only asking
that somecone shall be sent home to test the
market. It seems extraordinary that the
Government should impose this embargo
before the rubject has been definitely tested.
The department admit that it has not been
definitely proved, because they propose to
conduct experiments for the nest two or
three years to see whether it is a profitable
marketable commodity. The growers are
prepared to take the risk, so that it cannot

What
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affect the State or the Commonwealth Govern-
ment onc way or the other. The individuals
who are growing ratcon cotton are prepared
to put their hands into their own pockets to
test the market. I ask the Minister to be
reasonable and allow these people to carry on
their business in a way which will be most
profitable to themselves.

Question put and passed.

Tug DISEASES 1IN STOCK AND THE BraxDS ACTS.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I beg &
move—

“That £49,794 be granted for ‘The
Diseases in Stock and the Brands Acts.” ”

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): In the vote for
“ (Contingencies ’ under this heading, the
item ¢ Printing Bxand> Directories, Gazettes,
ete.”” has incroased from £850 last year to
£2.000 this year. It is a fairly substantial
increase, and I should like to know its cause.

Mr. CLAYTON (WWide Bay): I should like
to bring before the Committee 1he question
of the btooh inspectors that I referred to 1in
my speech on the Address in Reply. These
officers arc doing good work, but the Govern-
ment want to make it povsﬂ)le for them to
move about in the country more than they do.
The stock inspector at uhrvbomugh has a
very 1d10"0 dlstllct to cover 1In addition to
his dutv in issuing permits for travelling
stock. Provision is also madﬁ that, in his
abscnce, the meat inspector for Marvbolough
who cccupies the same office. may 1ssue per-
mits. Unfortunately, and to the inconvenience
of the many persons who have to remove

stocls, both these officers are

[12 noon] occasionally absent at the one time

attending to their various duties
elsewkere. If it is possible, I should like the
Minuster to devise a plan whereby prople
desirous of getting permits may get them 1n
some other wav. Ior instance, 1f a _]ulllOl‘
were appointed in the inspectors’ office 1t
would allow both of them to go away, as is
necessary - in the cfficient conduct of their
duties. DBetter work would be done, and it
would be a great convenlenca to stockowners.

T think that the policc in the suburban
districts around Maryborough should be per-
mittad to issue permits for stock to travel
or to be dipped. That weuld save many men
zoing into town and having to wait until the
inspectors’ offie= 1s open. An instance han-
pened only the other day where a man desired
to entrain a horse from Maryborough to
Kingaroy. He booked his truck and ptld for
it. and then went round to get the permit,
hecause the Railway Department would not
take the animal without a permit. He found
both officials absent and was unable to go on
with his business. If the office had been kept
open by having a junior there, it would have
mmelltod much inconvenience and loss of
time to the settler. The same thing applics
to the sales conducted at Croydon “Junetion
vard. On some occasions the stock inspector
is there, but on other occasions his duties tale
him elsewhere, If the police were permitted
to issuc permit~ for persons to take the stock
they purchase to their homes or for thoss
who are unfortunate enough not to be able
fo sell to remove their stock, it would be a
great convenicnce. Again, owing to the fact
that stock have to travel through the muni-
cipality of Maryborough, it is necessary to

Mr. Clayton.]
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get a permit for this purpose from the police.
If one permit could be issued to suit all pur-
poses i, would be a great benefit to the people,
and I hope the Minister will devise some
means whereby this convenience may be given
to stockowners.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): This vote deals
with the Government Bacteriologist and the
Experimental Station at Yeerongpilly. I
have always hoped that this sub-branch would
be made more practical, and that the know-
ledze held by the officials of that institution
should be available to the people of our
country districts. We know the tremendous
danger attaching to the feeding of human
béings, particularly children, with milk from
a cow affected in the udder. While we have
occasicnally had lectures illustrating the
troubles that are likely to be brought about
through carelessness in this matter, it is
scarcely known to our farmers. I would
suggest to the Minister, as a humanitarian
suggestion, that a pamphlet be drawn up by
the Bacteriological Department at Ycerong-
pilly, to be issued to the country people, to
make them appreciate the dangers arising
from the use of infected milk or from storing
milk in places where it might become con-
taminated from unwholesome odours. This
subject is even more important than that of
ratoon cotton, becausc it affects the welfare of
our people and children. We also know that
it has not received public attention in the
past, It 13 most essential that this should be
remedied. Milk is probably the most whole-
some of our foods, but, if neglected by the

people wusing it, it hecomes extremely
dangercus. I make the suggestion that the

Minister should issue a bulletin pointing out
the dangers that are likely to fall on our
youngsters in town and country districts and
which may be guarded against through care,
provided that us2rs of milk have a little of
the knowledge that is at present available
at Yeerongpilly.

In the matter of diseases in stock, we know
—and I think it can be attributed to the want
of knowledge of tho tick problewy in New
South Wales—that our stock are at present
meeting with opposition at the border. This
is only brought about by New South Wales
interests which are against the introduction
of Queensland cattle, and which are backed
up, unfortunately, by want of knowledge on
the part of the authorities in New South
Wales as to what is a sufficient precaution
to prevent the introduction of ticks across the
border and as to what might be the result if
they appearcd across the border. In Quecens-
land we have clean arcas, the same as they
have in New South Wales, and we have
not the stringent preventive methods
demanded by New South Wales authori-
ties. Those areas have not and probably
never will have ticks, because they have
been proved to be non-tick areas. Whilst
I understand that ticks might occasion-
ally get across the border, that fact
is not likely to cause a tick area in
New South Wales. I think that we are losing
a tremendous amount of income owing to the
want of knowledg® on the part of the New
South Wales authorities in regard to ticks.
If two dippings, as has been suggested by
practical pcople in the State and has been
backed up by departmental experts, are not
sufficient to prevent the spread of the tick
in new districts, then I know of no precautions
that are likely to be effective. It is impossible
for us to have our cattle placed in quaran-

[Mr. Clayton.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

tine for six weeks and more and to be sub-
jected to dipping, and have them sent to
New South Wales as fat cattle, We realise
that the tick question can only be dealt with
in a practical manner and not in the
theoretical manner that is hampering our
growers at present.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): With regard
to the question of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, who called special attention to the
item ¢ Printing Brands Directories, Gazettes,
cte.,” this year as compared with last year,
the reason for this is that in 1915 the then
Secretary for Agriculture amended the Act,
which prior to that provided that the brand
register should be printed every year, cost-
ing roughly about £1,200. Now it is only
printed every two years, and, in my opinlon,
the Act should be amended again to make
the period greater, because I think that sup-
plementary printing would be sufficient. The
extra money is wanted now to print the
brands directory.

With regard to the suggestions made by
hon. members of the Opposition, these will
receive consideration, and, if they are found
to be practicable, they will be put into effect.

Question put and passed.

THE REGULATION OF SUGAR CANE PRICES ACT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): 1 beg to
move—

“That £15,715 be granted for The
Regulation of Sugar Cane Prices Act’ ”

Question put and passed.

SUGAR EXPERIMENT STATIONS ACT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fucham): I beg to
move—

“ That £13,575 be granted for © Sugar
Experiment Stations Act.”

Question put and passed.

STATE ADVANCES CORPORATION—ADVANCES TO
SETTLERS BRANCH.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, &acham): I beg to
move—

« That £408,581 be granted for ‘ State
Advances  Corporation—Advances  to
Settlers Branch.””

Ar. CORSER (Burnett): 1 notice that this
vote has been r(educed by nearly £70,000,.
and, being one who has always held that the
Qtate Advances Corporation has not in any
way been as lenient to its borrowers as it
might have been, I certainly do not agree
that there should be a reduction in the vote.
T understand that a Bill has to be introduced
o remodel the Agricaltural Bank, the State
Advances Corporation, and other advancing
institutions, and I hope that that Bill will
make provision to obviate the complaints
that we have had to make in the past n
regard to these advances. 1 could not allow
the vote to go through without saying that
in the past the State Advances Corporation
has not carried out the spirit of the Act,
and unfortunately has hampered quite a
number of settlers who have been refused
advances, or who have been offered an
advance that was unot in Lkeeping with:
their requirements and they have therefore
had to refuse it.
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Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): The practice at
present followed by the State Advances Cor-
poration when applications are made for a
transfer should be altered. I understand that
it is the practice to require a certaln amount
of the loan to be repaid before consent 1s
given to a transfer. There is no fixed rule
as to what percentage of the loan should
be repaid, and, if it was fixed definitely that
consent will only be granted on the repay-
ment of 10 per cent., 15 per cent., or 25
per cent. of the loan money, then the people
would he in a better position to make
arrangements for the sale of their properties
than they are to-dav. A fixed percentage of
the debt should be required to be repaid or
nothing at all.  This matter is causing a
good deal of delay and trouble in the country
districts, and I hope a different practice will
be followed in the future.

Mr. WINSTANLEY (Queenton): In
recent times I have had a good deal more
to do with this department than I had in the
past, and, generally speaking, th: State
Advances Corporation is both fair and reason-
able 1o the people whose cases I have brought
under the notice of the officials. One difficulty
that is experisnced—I do not know whether it
applies all over the State or not—is to get
an inspection and get a report when an
application 1s made.

Mr. Comser: It has greatly improved in
that regard.

Mr. WINSTANLEY: The position may
have improved but there is room lor further
improvement in the northern part of the
State. The inspector for the northern divi-
sion lives in Clairns, and he has to travel
from Cairns right down to Townsville and
out west of Charters Towers, and cverybody
Lnows that it is beyond the capacity of
ore man effectively to inspect and report
within a reasonable time on the applications
received. In the majority of instances, if
a man desires to borrow, he likes to know
as soon as possible whether he can get the
money, or whether he cannot get it; and
if there is one thing that is discouraging,
it is to be kept waiting thres weck: or a
month, and sometimes six weeks, after
making an application before getting a reply,
and then perhaps get an adverse reply.
Some improvement might be made in that
regard. Perhaps it is not feasible to have
more inspectors, but in exceptional cascs the
Crown land ranger has been asked to
report, and on other occasions other people
have been asked to make a report, and they
have complained that they are asked to do
work that they should not be called upon to
do, and they are not very considerate.
Something  should be done to  wupedite
matters, in order to get an inspection fairly
quickly, and get the report down to head
ofice so that the matter can be delinitely
decided upon, so that a man will know
where he is, and will know if he cannot get
the advance from the State Advances Cor-
roration, that he will either have 1o abandon
the project or try some other financial institu-
tion. Verz often when applications are sent
in the officers here cannot locate the inspector
hy wire, and the inspector gets back to Cairns
before he recelves instructions to inspect, and
he has then to let the matter stand over or
retrace his steps—which is unfortunate for
him, unfortunate for the applicant, and
unfortunate for the office down here. 1f any-
thing can be done to remedy that kind of
thing, it will be kighly appreciated both by
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members who have to look after their clients
and by the applicants thems:clves.
Question put and passed.

DEPARTMENT OF MINES——CHILLAGOE STATE
SMELTERS.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Zacham): I beg to
move—

“ That £275,000 be granted for ° De-
partment of Mines—Chillagoe State
Smelters.” ”’

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): Thiz vote puts
me in mind of Oliver Twist, who was always
calling for more. Although this enterprise
is a forlorn hope, the Minister is still asking
for mora.

The SEcrETARY ror MiINEs: You want to
send Dan Jones home to ¥ngland.

~Mr. TAYLOR: If Dan Jones had been in
charge of the Mines Department he could
not have lost more mones than the Minister
has. I am hoping the day is not very far
distant when we shall see these votes for
mining climinated from our Estimates.

The SecRETARY FOR MINES: You do mnot
want any mining at all.

Mr TAYLOR: The Minister is going the
sight way, in his administration of the
Department of Mines, to have no mines in
the futare. Although I quite believe that the
hon. gentleman has the very best intentions
in regard to mining, I still think he has
corumitted the most grievous blunders in
connection vith the department during the
last few wvears.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (TWynnum): I notice
that the amount appropriated last year for
the Chilizgoe State smelters was £250,000,
and I should be glad to know if the Minister
can {ell us what was the actual amount
expended last year. In connection with such
Lig amcunts it is of interest to hon., members
to know exactly what has been spent. Mgy
experience as a Minister was that sometimes
an appropriation was cxceeded, and some-
vinres the whole of the amount voted was not
‘pent. When an increased amount was put
down fer the following year it was sometimes
an indicetion that the amount voted for the
previous vear was not sufficient.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A. J. Jones, Paddington): The figures are
eiven on page 87 of the Auditor-General’s
report under the heading of * Trading
Account.” The sum placed on the Hstimates
last year was £250,000, and the vote was
excecded.

Fon. W. H. Barxes: By how much?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: An
cxpenditure of £319,838 5s. 3d. is shown by
the Auditor-General’s report. The amount
placed on the Estimates this year is £275,000,
and wc shall probably keep within the
cstimate—we mar be a few thousand pounds
over or under—it cannot matter very much.

Hon. W. H. Barnes: From a financial
point of view it matters a great deal, other-
wise the Estimates arc misleading.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We try
to keep within the vote as much as possible.
Last year, despite the reference of the leader
of the Opposition to this matter as a forlorn
hope, I kept within the vote. With regard
to the Chillagoe works, the Auditor-General’s

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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report shows that last year the loss was
£568,793 15s. 1d. That included interest on
the capital expended, namely, £32,440 11s. 9d.
That loss would have been increased if we
had taken the advice of hon. members oppo-
site and closed the works down during the
mining depression; the actual loss would then
have becen about £36,000.

Mr. Tavior: Who advised you to close
down ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Our
friends,

Mr. TavLor: Who are the {riends who
did s0?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Our

was described

friends opposite. Chillagoe
“ Jones’s folly,”

as “ Theodore’s circus™ and
but we kept the mines open.

Mr. Moore: Did the pesition improve?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Of
course the position ha: improved. Hon,
members should appreciate the fact that it
has improved, not because metal prices have
improved, but because we have improved tho
conditions in the mines. We spent a good
deal of the money placed on the Estimates last
year in developing the Lady Jane, Girofla,
Consols, and cther mines. I have no desire
to stonewall, but I am not going to sit here
quietly and "be described as the Minister of
forlorn hopes without cffering some word of
protest. (Laughter.) I hope hon. members
cpposite will take a more optimistic view of
the mineral wealth of our great State. There
is no cther ccuntry in the world in which the
mineral resources ave so great as they are in
North Queensland, particularly in the Clon-
curry and (hillagoe districts, and in the
Bowen clhtuct with regard to coal.

Mr. Corrixs: Hear, hear. (Opposition
laughter.)

Mr., Corsin: We stculd ke to hear some-
thing about Yampi Scund.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T did
not have an opportunity when the Estimates
in Chief were under discussion of informing
hon. members thabt we have had an offer for
the purchase of the Yampi Sound lease.
Yampi Sound will one day be one of the iron
producers of the world, I was advised to sell
1t because of its wealth.

The Auditcr-General points out in  his
report how the department has suffered from
fluctuations in metal prices. On 30th June,
1920, copper wire bars were £95 per ton; on
20th June, 1921, £76 per ton: on 30th June,
1922, £71 por ton; and on 30th June, 1923,
£73 16s. 2d. per ton. The quotation in this
morning’s paper is something like £60. This
is for eloctrolvtically refined copper: so the
metal prices have net improved. Lead in
1920 was £33 per ton; in 1921, £23 2s. 6d.
ner ton;: in 1922, £24 14s, per ton; and in
1923, £24 18x, 7d. per ton.

Mr. EreHINsTONE : What justification have
you for beli ieving prices will improve?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I hope
ther will. We have no control over metal
prices in  Australia, unfortunately. Mr.
Goddard is a splendid manager, and onc of
the best in Australia, and he is endeavouring,
without interfering with the wages and the
conditions of the workers, to make the metal
prices and the cost of production meet by
having up-to-date plant and keeping the
mines in goed condition, and I believe he
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will succeed in doing so. Only this morning
he told me that, 3f lead remains at tho
present price of '£26 per ton, we shall be
all right. He has brought Ch1l]agoe up to
such a condition that we have ore suppiies
for two or three years. We have learnt
that it is no use having a State mine, or
any other State concern in connection W]th
mining, unless the State has reserves of
its own—as you cannot expect producers of
ore to send it to the smelters when ore is
low in price. We take as much as we can
get, but we have our own reserves to fall
back upon. 1 am satisfied from the work
Mr. Goddard is doing that Chillagoe will
not always be showing a loss. The loss is
infinitesimal when ‘compared with the great
benefit which has accrued. The actual loss
iz £26,000, the interest on capital expenditure
being £32,000, and if we close down we
must shoulder that loss

Mr. Tavror: Could you not sell the land
for use in other ways?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Youw
cannot scll the land at Chillagoe; there is
no timber there. I do not suppose the
country would carry a beast to 20 acres.
Comparing Chillagoe to-day with what it
was five years ago after it was closed down
by private enterprise, we have kept going
approximately the average number of
employees—between 700 and 800—and there
ave other people dependent on those em-
ployees.  After all, there is an cbligation
on the Government to feed people who
cannot get work, and it is better to provide

work even at a little loss than
[12.30 p.m.] to ecrcate a whole army of un-

employed. Moreover, the railway
revenue has increased to such an extent that
the advantage to the Railway Department
is greater than the loss in the Mines Depart-
ment. In fact, if we considered all these
things together, we would not show a loss
at all in view of the compensating advantage
being  more than the £24000 I have
mentioned.

Mr. G. P. BARNES:
those reserves?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
have about 250,000 tons in one level of the
Girofla mine.

Mre. G. P. BaRNES:
the ore at grass?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: When
I speak of ore reserves I mean ore that has
heen developed in the mine by the necessary
underground connections to enable it to be
raised conveniently and put into the smelters
We need mot close down the Chillagoe
smelters for the next two years even if we
depend only on our own ore reserves. Hon.
members opposite should endeavour to appre-
ciate the fact that we have suffered from
the depression in metal prices. Only a day
or two after the Estimatesain-Chiof of the
Mines Department were discussed I read a
report in the “ Courier” to the effect that
the Wallaroo and Moonta copper mines in
South Australia had lost £137,000. Although
I appreciate the gentlemanly way in which
the leader of the Opposition handled the
subject, I cannot see that his arguments
were correct. Although he said that we were
not doing wrong to subsidise the Mount
Mmgan Company to kecep the mine there
going—or words to that effect—he criticised
cur action in regard to Chillagoe. If it is

What is the value of

What is the value of
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right to subsidise Mount Morgan, one of
the richest mines in the world, it is right
to keep Chillagoe going even at a little bit
of a loss. I hope that hon. members opposite
will take a more optimistic view of their own
State and not be so pessimistic regarding its
great wealth. The policy of this Govern-
ment is to ‘“ Produce, produce, produce.”

Mr. CosteLno: ¢ Produce for use and not
for profit!” (Opposition laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Useful
metals arc required for our industrial enter-
prises, and on the present metal prices we
are producing between £800 and £1,000
worth of copper per day, and I hope that
the time is not far distant when we shall
be producing those metals for manufacture
in our own country and not merely for sale
overseas.

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Wynnum): We
are all obliged to the Minister for furnish-
ing us with the information he has given,
but I am sure the leader of the Opposition
was correct when he said the hon. gentleman
was optimistic. I think some of the glasses
in the Chamber must be out of order this
morning. It reminds me of the man in
charge of my egg department, who finds it
necessary to wear glasses. Fis trouble be-

gan when he looked at the eggs, because then
all the small eggs became big eggs. (Laugh-
ter.) I am very much afraid that the glasses
which the hon. gentleman wears dare the
kind of glasses which my man has. (Re-
newed laughter.) I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman that we should do all we can to
develop the mineral resources of the State,
but let us look at Chillagoe for a moment.
The Minister referred to the loss last year,
but might I remind him that on the very
page of the Auditor-General’s report to
which he referred the total loss 1z given
as £178,000?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES:
three years.

Hon, W. H. BARNES : Exactly. The point
I want to make—and we in Queensland have
to face it—is this: Can we everlastingly go
on with wvarious undertakings which are
showing losses? I take it that in this Com-
mittee there are at lcast some butiness men
who would say that if it were = business
matter it could not go on. Where is the
State going to drift if we continue along
the lines we are following in State enter-
priscs ? How much money has been lost at
Chillagoe, not only by the Government but
also by the company which previously owned
it? Evidently, cxcept in 1919-20, when there
was a profit of a little over £1,000, there
have bean losses right along the line. The
Minister was complaining because the leader
of the Opposition refetred to Mount Morgan,

That

is for

but the hon. gentleman was very unfair
when he compared Mount Morgan with
Chillagoe.  The Mount Morgan Company

has paid its way year in and year out till

quite recently.
Mr. CoLLINS :

shareholders.

Hox. W. H. BARNES: The pity is that
we have not a number of companies wiich
have paid £8,000,000 to their shareholders.
It would be a very good thing for the State.
It was unfair for the hon. gentleman to
compare the two places, because one has been
a failure and the other has not. We can
only hope that the anticipations of the Minis-
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ter will be realised—because we all admit
that the success of an industry concerns the
whole State—but, although I have had very
little to do with mining, and the little I
have had to do with it has made me want
to have less, I know that miners are about
the most Optlmlstlo people in the world, and

the hon. gentleman has a very difficult task
before him.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswich): Hon. members
opposite have had a good deal to say at
different times as to what private enterprise
can do as against State enterprise. Private
enterprisc is responsible for a good deal of
the loss that has occurred at the Chillagoe
State smelters, For the last ten or eleven
years the Chillagoe Mines, Limited, has been
engaged in trying to produce fuel for the
Chillagoe smelters at Mount Mulligan, and
got the Government to put in a railway to
help it. It has made a complete mess of the
whole concern and has had to admit failure,
and the loss on one small mine at Mount
Mulligan goes a good way towards equalling
the loss which the Government have made
on the Chillagoe undertaking.

Not only have they made a complete faqurG
of that, but they bave made such a mess of
the r\rmtlon through their mismanagement
and lungling of the business that it will be
semetime next year before the Government
will be able to ges their coks fuel to run
these State smelters At present they are
not able to get an cunce of coke, owing to the
raismanagement of private entel])rlao In
addition to that, they have spent thousands
of pounds in putting down expensive
rozchinery and altering the whole of the
workings down belo\' and now the manage-
ment has to pull the whole lot out and
work the thing on a different basis alto-
gether—all through the failure and mis-
management of private enterprise. [rivate
enterprize has  wpractically  rotarded  the
development of the Chillagoe State smelters
and has been practicallvy responsible for the
loss on those smelters; because you have to
mke into account what it costs to obtain

the fuel to-day as: compared with what was
rnld to bring it from other paris of the
State and from other States. Private enter-
prise hung on to this onc bright spot, and
often stated what it was going to do, and
now within the last few months it has had
to be handed over to the (fovernment, and
the Government have to take zteps to remedy
this mismanagement and failure in order to
carry on the work. The Auditor-General, iv
his report in comuection with the Statn
smelters at Chillazoe, says that a large
amount has been spent in developmultnl
work and obtaining means whereby thn v
will b« obtained and placed on tne ars
Thut cost 1s spread over the whole v)mlod‘
that- the State smeliers have becen there.
Most of the work was developmental work.
W know that it is not wise to obiain any
racials unless there iz a payable market for
them, and the idea all along the Jine in
establishing the smelters at Chillagoe was i
keep the population in the North. I had
the opportunity of visiting Chillagoe after
private enterprise had failed and the piace
was closed down, and I found that all the
persons omployed on the whole of the works
numbered nine. I was told {hat previcusly
thers were somethmg ike 1,000 men empleyed
on the field., Thare was a large township,
wiih eight or nine horels, and the whole place
went to rack and ruin through the failure

Mr. Gledson.]
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of private enterprise to keep it going. Quite
apart from the cost the Government have
started those work: and kept the people
employed in the North., The Minister has
very aptly pointed cut that we have actually
no loss because we have been able to keep
the men in employment instead of having
an army of men receiving relief from the
Government. The railways are running, and
the men on the railways are employed. The
storckeepers are still going, and in all there
reust  be 2,500 men  employed indirectly
tlwough the State smelters. Not only are
the men in the Chillagoe district employed,
but it means cmployment for all the country
between Chillagoe and Czirns. Then we have
ta take into consideration the families of
those men. These things have to be looked
into in a broad wav. 'The Government are
doing the right thing in keeping Chillagoe
going even if there 1s a small loss, as it 1s
coing to be the means of developing the
mineral resources of the North and cnabling
us to take advantage of the markets when
they are. available, thus recovering from the
prezent loss. The action of the Government
will keep an army of men and women in the
Norih for the development and protection
of that part of our State.

My. MOORE (Aubigny): T was rather
irterested with the specch of the Minister,
in which he drew such an attractive picturc
that 1t was like 1eading the ¢ Arabian
Nights.” He spoke about the amount of
wealth that was underneath the ground, and
the onlyv trouble srems to bhe the cost of
getting it up, and be put forward the propo-
sition that it did not matter whether the
cost was more than the metal was worth,
s0 long as wo kept men employed.

Mr. ForLey: The cost has been in develop-
mental work.

Mr. MOORE: When you get past the
developmental stage, it does not matter how
much metal is recovered, it is useless to go
¢n with it unless it can be obtained profit-
ably. The Minister never attempted to prove
that it could be obtained profitably. His
argument seemed to be that the cost did not
pintter, so long as there was a large number
of men in the North and the railways were
kept going.

Mr. Forey: He «id nos say that.

Mr. MOORE: He is one of the most
optimistic Ministers we have ever had.

The Seorerary rOR Mines: There
henclits to compensate for the loss.

Mr. MOORE: Arve wo going to carry on
State enterprises on a system of compensaiing
benefits for the loss to the State so as to
keep a number of men employed? It reminds
me of an illustration placed before me two
ov three vears ago, when one of the men
working on the railways adritted that the
i at that timo were considerably
overstaffed, buts he considered it was far
botter to keep men empleyed on the railways
than have them obtaining relief. If we are
going to Tun our State enterprises on the
basis of morely keening a certain nunber
of men employed in a certain district rather
than put them out of work, we are gomng to
land this State in serious financial difficulties.
There is no possibility of getting this enor-
mous wealth to the top unless by some such
method as Aladdin’s lamp. The Minister
drew pictures of ieautiful caves full of gold
and silver undernenth the ground, and said
that it did not really matter what it cost to

[Mr. Gledson.
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get the metals to the top, so long as it kept
men employed in 2 certain district. It is
time that that sort of thing was stopped,
and some benefit accrued to the State. It
would be better to do that rather than kecp
men employed in an industry where the cost
of productiony exceeds the value of the
article produced. "the Minister did not give
any information to show that the price of
metals was likely tc increase to such an
extent in the future that it would be profit-
able to go on with this work at the present
time, If he did that, there would be some-
thing in it. The Miuister hoped that at
scme future date mutal prices would go up.

The SecreTsRY ror Mines: Do you advo-
cate that a farmer should leave his land
because he has one year of depression? He
has to stick to it.

Mr. MOORE: I do not advocate that. If
a farmer has a year of depression, he has to
Iive on less and has to be content with a
lesser returnm, but he is not aliowed to pile
up a load of deb: during that period. If
he were able to g2t the same rate of wages
in a bad season as in a good season, and
trusted to luck whether he would get his
monsy back again, farms would be in the
sanie positon as many of the State cnter-
prises.  We are asked to subscribe to the
proposition of keeping an industry going,
irrespective of whether it is payable or not,
merely to keep a number of men emploved
in a certain district. If we are going to
centinue that, then unfortunately wo shall
grt the State into such difficulties that we
shall not be able lo carry on.

Mr. POLLOCK (Gregory): [ take it that
we are discussing the source from which the
srielters obtain their ore. Very shortly the
new silver-lead field will be supplying ore
to the State smelters ai Chillagoe. 'FYo-day
in North Queensiand there is an influx of
company promoters and other sharks on the
new field outside Duchess that would do
credit to any new oilfield in America.

Mr. Moore: Where did thosc sharks who

would do credit to America get their experi-
ence?

Mr. POLLOCK : I said that they would
do credit to America, because when new
oilfields arec discovered there they live on
the carnings of others. The field that has
been opened near Duchess gives cvery pro-
mise of being a big one. If it does any-
thing like what people imagine it will do,
it ought to enable Qucensland to weather a
drought. If it does, it will not be the first
time that mining has come to the aid of
Queensland when times were bad. It will
be remembered that, when boom times were
on on the zoldfields in Western Australia,
it did not matter very much whether the
cattle or sheep men or orchardists were
doing well. Since the decline of the gold-
fields Western Australia is practically a no-
man’s-land with the exception of those dis-
tiiets where fruit farming is engaged in.
Queensland could do with the discovery of a
good mining field to-day, and there is every
indication that such fields have becn dis-
covered in the Chillagoe and Duchess dis-
tricts. I am not sure, and I am convinced
that the Government are not sure, that the
policy of granting 10-acre leases on the
Duchess field is a very good one. From
what I understand every advantage is being
taken of the find by men who are boni fide
prospectors to evade the Act for the purpose
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of acquiring some of the land for people
who are not entitled to it and who will
not work it. The sooner some representa-
tive of the Government visits the feld the
bettor it will be for all concerned. T suggest
to the Minister that he should visit the
field immediately the Ilouse rises. I would
like to sce the man who could work out an
ordinary mining claim in a lifetime on a

silver-lead show. A mining eclaim i+ 300
feet by 200 feet. The policy of granting

leascs instead of mining claims is not a good
one in the interests of those prospectors and
gougers who have starved on the off-chance

of finding something payablo.  These men
in the Duchess distriet have for four or
five wears been in many cases living on

kangaroo at times. There are scores of pros-
vectors in that district who have starved

and blazed the way. When this show was
found the very first men to take up the
10-acr> leases where the business men of

Cloncurry and the adjacent towns, who had
never gone outside the shade of their veran-
dahs to prospect the field. The trouble with
a new field is that the men who get out to it
first and peg out a 10-acre leasc are the
men who secure the ground. The prospectors
who are out in the country with only a
couple of poor, broken-down horses are
usually saqueezed out. Ior that reason ihe
Govornmt‘nu ought to be opposed to the
granting of Jeases on that field. The lerses
that have been pegged out have hewn socured

by storckeepers, who have Leon able br their
own motor-curs or by hiring a potov-cay
to get to the field and peg it out. That is

not fair, because those men will not leave
their businesses to work the show, while the
men who have beon prospecting will starve,
as they appear too late on the serne. Unless

the Government reconsider their decision,
the field will pass into the hands of hig
companicz. If the claim system is adopted.
there is reason to believe that ten times
the number of men, as compared with the
lease system, will sell out their intere-ts to
the big companics. More money will go
around amengst the prospectors: but, as I
said, 1h(\ field will e\‘entualh pass into the
hands of the big companies, s they will he
able to handle it morce oconommdll). The
Government have cverything to gain by
assisting the praspector. The prospectors
in my electorate have received a very fair
deal in the matter of assistance, and T hope
that the tinc will come when that deal will
be extended a little farther. The Minister
or his Under Seccerctary or representative
should visit the field at the earliesi possible
moment and see that the men who blazed the
trail get a fair deal.

Question put and passed.

SAPPHIRE TRADING FUND.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I beg to
move—

“That £20,000 be granted for ° Sap-
phire Trading Fund.” ”

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Wymmnum): 1
would like - the Minister to tell us the
reason for increasing the vote from £3 500
in 192228 to £20,000 in 1823-24, and as to
how much money was spent in 1922-23.

Myr. FoLEy: You can get that information
from the report of the Auditor-General.

1923—6 ¢
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Hox. W. II. BARNES:
to get the information.
to be sufficient for the requirements this
year? I would also like to know whether
the hon. gentleman thinks he will be able
\MLCO»«tullv to deal with the sapphires. The
public znd miners are interested in this
matter as well as this Committee.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES
A. J. Jones, Paddington): The hon, member
for Wynnum asked the reason for the
increased vote this year. It will be observed
that £3,500 was appropriated
last year, and that this year we
vequire £20,000. The reason is
that the sapphire trading scheme was inau-
gurated during the last financial year, and
ihie £3,500 was not spread over a whole year.
We aunticipate that £20,000 will be adequate
to cover the gem production this year. -

The first scheme adopted b) the Govern-
ment was a acheme of relief during a period
of depression, and we advanced certain sums
weekly to the producers of sapphires. Now
we have evolved a greater scheme, and are
taking the whole preduction of bluc sap-
phne; from the field and marketing the gems
overseus oursclves. Mr. Knowles has been
appointed for this purpose, and he has now
arrived in London. He will take over the
czecumulated sapphires and market them. We
have about £30,000 worth of these gems
overseas.

Mr. Kzrr: ITow many years’
tion does that represent?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: About
one year's accumulation.  Although we ask
for the sum of £20.000. we do not anticipate
that that will be the value of the sapphires
produced during the year. Anvhow, we are
hoping, in the interests of the miners, that
a greater sum of money will be received than
is being advanced. We have had an offer
for those gems, but we declined the offer
becanse we thought it was not high enough.
TUnder the present scheme we arve aHowmnf
for the actual out-of-pocket expenses of the
Department of Mines and the actual cost of
mining. It i+ my desire to market the sap-
phne: overscas snd charge the miners only
with the actual cost of marketing. I believe
that Mr. Knowles has a good kuowledge, not
only of the fields and of the sapphires, but
of the gem industry generally. A valuable
trade can be established. and we desite to
stabilise the industry. It must be remem-

This iz the place
Is £20.000 lLikely

(Hon.

[2 p.m.]

accumula-

bered that under the competitive system
about £46,000 worth of sapphires were
marketed in one season. It must also be

remembered that the sapphire is not alto-
gether a gem that is used for ormamental
purposes, such as nnmnrr tie-pins and rings.
I do not think sapphires have much valvle

for those purposes.

For industrial purposes the sapphuo 18 a
very valuable gem, and it is used in the
manufaciure of watehos, gramophones. and
for other purposes. The difficulty will he in
marketing the gews beeause alreadr there
is on the market a synthetic gem which is as
brilliant as the true sapphirs, and for orna-
mental purposes is just as good as the true
sapphire. However, I anticipate that £20,000
will be adequate for the year, and we antici-
pate that in the spending of that moncy we
shall get a good advance on the prices pre-
viously paid to the miner. Our desire as a
Government is to give te¢ the produccrs the
full value of the sapphires they are market-
ing. In order to bring that about to the

Hon. A. J. Jones.]
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fullert extent a lapidary would need to be
established by the Government, because the
true value of a gem is not known until it is
cut, especially a gem used for ornamental
purposes.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): 1 would like to
know from the Minister whether any attempt
is being made in the disposal of gems from
sapphire fields to exploit markets other than
the European or the English market. It
appears to me that owing to the position
Europe 1s in at present they are not likely
to buy our gems. There are two or thres
nations ready to fly at each other’s throats
and those who arc not fit to fly at each
other’s throats would be more likely to buy
potatoes than gems, and I do not think
“ John Bull” is likely to patronise us vaory
much, because he has to pay off ¢ TUncle
Sam” the money he borrowed from him to
pay for the war supplies he got, and as

America s the home of millionaires—
a tremendous lot of millionaives were
created  there during the last war—and
they have mnearly all the Inglish gold,

I would suggest that Mr. Knowles should be
sent over to America to sce if he can sell our
sapnhires there. The Government are justified
in attempting to establish a market for our
gems, but I do not think we arc proceeding on
sound lines in trying to scll our beautiful
sapphires to the people of Europe, and I am
satisfied that ““ John Bull” will not have
much inclination to dabble in gems until he
has paid off “ Uncle Sam,” and I therefore
suggest that fhxs agent should go and see
““Uncle Sam.” Some of these millionaires
in America may 1ake a fad mto their heads
to decorate their prjamas with eapphire
buhtogs, and then the whole questlon will be
solvad.

The SeCRETARY FOR MIves: You don’t have
buttons on pyjamas. (Laughter.)

Mr. HARTLEY : I do not know what the
Minister has, but, if there werc no buttons
on my pyjamas there would be trouble.
(Renewed laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A, J. Jones, Paddington): In reply to the

hon. member for Fitzroy I wish to say thag
we arc trving to establish a market in
Amcrica, and when Mr. Knowles has com-
pleted his work in Furope he will go on to
America. We alrcady have placed a quan-
tity of sapphircs of different standards with
reputable firms in America. We have sold
some at rcasonable prices, and we are trying
to establish & market there with reputable
firms., The difficulty in America is that a
duty of 10 por cent. is imposed, which is
rather a heavy duty on our valuable gems.

Mr. FOLEY (Leichhurdt): The Minister
pointed out that endeavours are being made
in America to find a market for Queensland
sapphires.  There is a great quantity of
Queensiand sapphires already marketed in
America and purchased by ine gem merchants
of America in Paris from firms which have
connections with agents on the Continent.
Then, again, we have evidence of a number
of agents who have in the past purchased
sapphires from the miners in a small way,
and made periodical trips to America and
marketed the sapphires they have purchased
to connections they have built up. There is
a good deal in what the hon. member for
Fitzroy says, and an endeavour should be
madce to exploit the markets in some of the
richer countries of the world in preference
to Europe. I understand that Mr. Knowles,

{Hon. 4. J. Jomnes.
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who has a good grip of the position, intends.
to exploit the London market for a start,
and later on, Paris. Paris, it is well known,
practically has taken control of the gom—
cutting industry, which was previously under
the control of the German gem merchants
and lapidaries. They had practically the
control of the whole of the sapphires pro-
duced at Anakie in the past. As a matter of
fact, the town of idar, in Germany, has been
built up during the past twenty years from:
a small village, where persons used to come
and polish sapphires handed out to them
in the winter months, into one of the largest
gem-cutting towns in (Fermany. The indus-
try, of course, has slumped owing to the
dislocation caused by the war.

We also have another valuable market for
a certain quality of sapphires produced on
the gem fields—that is what are known as
seconds. From every parcel of gems pur-
chased as first-class blues, only a percentage
of those sapphires when they are cut and
polished can be =old in the retail trade as
gems. The bulk of them—somewhere in the
vicinity of thirty carati—are classed in the
gem trade as seconds after thev are cut and
polished. It has been the custom to market
those seconds in some of the Balkan States,
and also in Russia, where a great quantity
were used by the people for ornamental
purposes, and for the adornment of the
ikons in their churchies, and also in connec-
tien with all kinds of ornaments, such as
cigarette cases. Since the war that market
has been closed to us, but I understand from
what I hmp read thdt thcrc is a tendgnm
for the
the best malkets for that class of :tone—t@
improve in the very near future. Although
we are not taking much of this class of stone
from the miner—what are known as seconds
on the field—yet there is a chance of things
improving in the very near future. Czecho-
Slovakia is another State which also handles
a lot of the sapphires produced on the
Anakie field—cutting and polishing them and
marketing them in America, Paris, and
London. Mr. Knowles, with whom I had a
conversation, xntonds to get into direet touch
with the lapidaries in Paris, Czecho-Slovakia,
and wherever there is dl]V business domg,
By that method we hope to get the true
economic value of the sapphires That are pro-
duced in Queensland. In the past the gem
merchants have had conirol of the sapphire
industry at Anakie through their agents on
the field who, to the number of about vwenty,
were occaslonally recelving grants-from their
firms and purchasing sapphires.

Those merchants have sold in turn to small
merchants, who in turn rell to other merchants
and dOd[Ol“ with the result that, when the
sapphires reach the laplddry——-the man_ who
really cuts and polishes the stones and dis-
peses of them—he has to pay an exorbitant
price, and the price obtained by the miner is
small in comparison with the actual economic
value of the stones.

We are really trying to create an organi-
sation for dealing with these gems, and I
would like to tell the Committee that I do
not think it is going to be an easy task for
Mr. hn(mlew He will naturally meet with
a good deal of opposition from the gem mer-
chants already cstablished in the trade, who
will try all kinds of methods to defeat him,
including, perhaps, boycotts; nevertheless the
small quantity of stones Whlch he has for
sale is infinitesimal in comparison with the
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total quantity sold. I have met men who
have been making periodical trips to
Amevica, and from the information given by
them the Minister and I find that they have
received better prices for the lower grades
of stone which are used for industrial pur-
poses than for the actual gem stones, for the
reason that they will stand an enormous
pressure—a greater pressure than synthetie
stones, It can be readily undentocd that
where a manufacturing firm is drawing 20 or
30 miles of copper or other wire, the steel
or other tempered metal Hnough which it
may be drawn will suffer a certain amount
of wear and tear, but by using the sapphire
they can go on mdeﬁmtelv with the wire-
drawing, and the gauge will be exactly the
same at the termination of the length as at
the beginning. TFor that reason, when the
market is plopmly organised, we can expect
to get much better prices for the industrial
classes of stone than in the past. Hitherto
the minecr has been receiving practically a
mere song for that class of stone.

Then we have what is known as the corun-
dum, which is practically the same element,
although not in a crystal form. It is non-
transparent, and it scrves the purpose of
mixing with different bases for the cutting,
polishing, and grinding of implements.

T have no doubt that we shall recoup our-
selves for the advance of the money already
made. As a matter of fact, one firm with
whom we endeavoured to do business offered
to take the whole of the stones from the
Government at a price which came within a
foew pounds of the amount advanced. The
reason why it offered a price somewhere in
the wcmltv of the amount advanced is that
it has an agent on the field who could form
a fair idea of the average price the Govern-
ment were paying to the miner and could
then get into touch with his firm, who would
quote a price accordingly. It is well known
that_these merchants sell to prominent firms
in Europe and America, and ﬂuuh Mr.
Knowles should have no trouble in realising
at least as much as this firm has offered,
with the possibility of building up an organi-
saticn which will give to the miners a greater

rice than they have received in the past.
(Hear, hear!)

The actual benefit that will result to the
sapphire fields will he that where they have
to work fairlr high-grade wush—which is
very scarce on the leads they are working
at present—once they reccive a better price
for their article they will be able to work
much of the lower-grade wash, which is quite
plentiful on the ficlds.

Question put and passed.

STATE ARSENIC WORKS (JIBBINBAR).

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Kacliem): I beg to
move—

“That £15,000 be granted for ‘ State

Arsenic Works (Jibbinbar).” ™’

Question put and passed.

STATH BATTERY AND TREATNINT WORKES
IRVINEBANK.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Hon, W. N. Gillies, Zachum): I beg to
move—
“That £4,50 be granted for ¢ State
Battery and Treatment Works, Irvine-
bank.””’

Question put and passed.
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STATE OOALMINES.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

{(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I beg to
move—
““That £105,000 be granted for ¢ State
Coalmines.” ”’
Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): 1 wouid like

some information on this vote. The Auditor-
(zeneral in his report on the Department of
Minex, says—
““The accounts in connection with the
i

following undertzkings under the rcoun-
trol of this department--

Srate coalmine, Bos ;

State coalmine, Bamlaba

State coalmine, Styx No. 2:

State uoalmmf, Styx No. 3;

State arsenic mine, Jibbinbar:

State store. Jibbinbar;
were not finalised at date of this report,
and therefore are not available for
publication.”

2Ir. TavLor: That has been explained.

Mr. MOORE: I did not know that. There
is u big increase in this vote, and I cannot
see what it is for. I suppose the coalmines
arc working, but coal is not a commodity
that can be kept or sent overscas for sale.
Is it not sold as it is plodu(ed so as to
keep the mine goirg? Is this amount from
Trust Funds for further developmental work ?
I understand that tho mines have gone past
the developmental stage.and have reached
the producing stage. 1 can quite understand

Trust Funds being cxpended for develep-
mental purposes, with the idea of getting
that cost afterwards when the mine 1is

actually producing. but I cannot understand
why such a large amount of Trust Funds
should be¢ expended on coalmines when they
have reached their producing stage.

Mr. HARTLEY (#itzroy): Like the hon.
member for Aubigny, I desire some infor-
mation on thiz vote. 1 would like some
detailed information as to how this £105,000
is to be allocated, more particularly with
respect to Baralaba and Styx River. 1
understand that the State coalmine at Bowen
has gone beyond the developmerntal stage
and has reached the producing stage. That
is not the case at the Styx River; and
whether it is justilicd or not, there is an
impression in my d strict—T1 must admit thag
until T Deard the Minister speaking on the
Mines Kstimates the other night, I was
rather inclined to favour the impression that
was going round—that the (tovernmeut were
a little bit shy aboui going ahead with the
Styx River fiecld. I do not know that there
should be any ground for hesitation when
the Government have prospected o field
thoroughly and tested it thoroughlz. as they
have done with the Styx River field. They
have a pretty good idea of the extent of the
coal measures and the depth they have to
go for them. We have not seen up to the
present anything in proporiion to what has
been spent at Bowen. The quality of the
roal at 8tyx River is equal to the Bowen
coal. I would like to kunow whether 1t is
the intention of the Government to ercct
coke ovens at the Styx River. Coal is pro-
duced at the Strx River equal to anithing in
Queensland. It is a high-quality gas coal.
I would also like to know w hether the Mines
Department contemplate ereceiing facilities
for the export of coal, or whether they are
prepared to join with the Rockhampton

Mr. Hartley.}
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Harbour Board in erecting coal facilities at
Broadmount. I am particularly interested
as to what stage of development has been
reached at the Styx River. I know that a
number of shafts have been sunk, but I want
to know whether the big devclopment shaft
is going down with all the celerity with
which it can be sunk.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): Like the hon.
members for Aubigny and Fitzroy, I would
like the Minister to give the Committee zome
information on this vote. It is more than
lik=ly that in the very ncar future, owing
to the recent developments in the Cloncurry
digtrict, coke will be required for the smelt-

ing of the silver-lead ores. T have been
rcading in the newspapers, that it is a
fairly large field. 1In that case a large

quantity of coke will be required for smelting
the ore. Do the Government proposc under
this vote to spend any money in the erection
of coke ovens at the Bowen coalfield? The
State should be in a position, if the occasion
arises, to supply the Cloncurry mines with
coke as well as coal. When the Cloncurry
mines were working some years ago all the
coke required was Imported from Southern
Queensland  or  New  South Wales.  The
Minister stated the other night that a con-
siderable saving could be effected in smelting
costs by sccuring coke from the Bowen State
coalmine. Although the full details of the
transaction for the past year were not avail-
able for inclusion in the venort of the Auditor-
General, 1t was stated that the profit on the
working of the Bowen coalmin» for the past
financial year was £5,369. That is vers
satisfactory., I would like to know whether
that is the profit after allowing for interest
and redemption on the £70,000 that was spent
in its development.

Mr. GLEDSON (Ipswick): This vote is
for th: working of the State coalmines, and
not for their development. I do not want to
talls about the further development of these
coalmines, but about the development of the
markets to consume the coal that is at present
beiug produced. 1t is not good business for
the State to open up a mine, develop it,
and produce coal if the coal is going to
remain at the mine and practically no work
be found for the men to do.

Mr. Harrezy : It would be rather awkward
for the privately-owned mines at Ipswich,
wouldn’t it?

Mr. GLEDEON: I do not know what the
hon. member for Fitzroy is talking about.

My. ELPHINSTONE : He is an expert.

Mr. GLEDSON : The coalmines of Ipswich
do not supply North Queenstand or Central
Queensland with coal.

Mr. Harriey : They used to do so.

Mr. GLEDSON: If the hon. member
knows anything about it, he knows they do
not supplv v’)dl to those districts, and the
Ipswich mines therefore do not come into the
matter at all. What I do know is that the
men at Bowen are not able to get work
because more coal is being produced than
there is a market for.

[2.30 p.m.]

Mr. Kirr: What about coke ovens there?

Mr. GLEDSON : What is the use of hav-
ing coke ovens if you have no market?

Mr. KEpr: Where does the coke for
North Quecnsland come from?

(Mr. Hartley.
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Mr. FoLey:

Mr. KLRR:
lying idle.

Mr. GLEDSON: The position iz that at
present Chillagoe would be getting coke
from Mount '\/lulhovan if we were able to
supply them, but at present Mount Mulligan
is not able to do so.

From New South Wales.

Yes, and our coke ovens are

Mr. Harizey: Why not get it from
Dowen or the Styx River?
Mr. GLEDSON: It is all very well to

say that, bui the Government would be very
foolish to pus down a battery of coke ovens
for the purpose of supplying coke to Chilla-
voe just because the Mount Mulligan mine
i out of commission. If there ix no markes
for that coke when the ovens are put down,
what is the use of spending £53.000 or
£60,000 on the venture?

Mr. PETERSON: Mount Morgan consumes
a large amount of coke.

Mr. GLEDSON : Since the Baralaba mine
started Mount Morgan has used a lot of
coal.  This has practically cut out the
Ipswich supply. The Mount Morgan mine
used  to take from 18.000 to 20,000 tons
awnnnally from the * Tivoli” mines, but since
Baralaba ~tn‘[od thev have substituted coal.
and that coal is acting in the same capacity
as coke did previous 1)

My, Prrzeson: Would that rot imply that
ceal would be used to a grosnter extent?

Mr. GLEDSON: Tt would depend on the
gquality of the coal. In Moum Morgan
coke was used in the Auxing of linestone
and for other purposes. Baralaba coal 1s
now used for these purposes. The question
of the Styx River is amother matter that
should be gone into, and I should like the
Minister to go into it carcfully in the
endeavour to find a market for Styx River
coal. T can see that in the near future
the shaft will be down and coal will be pro-
duced, but there will be no market for it
We are producing far more coal in Qucnm
tand than we can find consumption for.
I make the plea thdt the Government should
do something to assist the colliers propri-
ctors in Quwnslmd with themselves, to
find overseas markets to take our surplus
production of coal and so enable our Queens.
land mines to keep going. Instead of work:
ing three days a week as they have been
Jdoing—not only in the private but in the
State nllnew‘th(‘V would be able to work
five or six days and produce the coal profit-
ably.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): 1 do not want
the impression to go abroad, by reason of
the remarks made by the hon. member for
Ipswich, that at the Bowen State coal mine
the men have been out of work. 1 understand
that it is only within the last month that
they have been put on short time. Up till
then they were on full time, and I think
they were the only coal miners in Queensland
on full time. I do not want that false
impression to go abroad because, as hon.
members are aware, there is a new jetty
being constructed at Bowen, a considerable
sum of money has already been spent upon it,
and it will be completed next year. That
jetty is being built solely for the purpose of
assisting the export of our coal.

Mr. Harteey: That will not get you
orders.
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Mr. COLLINS: Inquiries have already
been made in Java and other centres in the
East in refercnce to a market for the coal.
I} we were to receive an order to-morrow
for 100,000 tons of coal we would not be
m a position to ship it. I have no doubt
that the Government are making prepara.
tiens not cnly in connection with the Bowen
State coal mines, but in connection with
all other State coal mines with a view to
finding a market for the coal. As I have
said on previous occasions, we have an
abundance of coal in Queensland, but wo
cannot ship coal from Bowen until the jotty
is completed. T understand that the eiec-
trical machinery for the jeity will arrive in
Queensland in January next year, when steps
will be tsken to ercet it and make the jetty
ready for the loading of coal.

I rose to attempt to prevent any rumou:
getting abroad to the effect that we are
not able to employ the miners in the Bowen
State coal mine; short time, I have been
informed, has been in force only within the
last month.

Mr. FOLEY (Zeichhardt): Like the hon
member for Ipswich, I am rather anxious
to know whether anything is being done
towards building up an export for the coal
that is likely to be produced in the ncar
future. In my clectorate we have a splendid
coal deposit—one of the largest in the world
In comparison with it the Styx River and
Bowen coalfields are insignificant.  (Opposi-
tion laughter.) What I say is correct. Tven
granting that the estimate for those coal-
fields is about forty, fifty or say seventy
or ecighty million tons, at Blair Athol we
have one deposit of coal with an area of
5 square miles which, on a low estimate,
runs inlo 150,000,000 tons. That coal is
available without going down into the bowels
of the earth. It 1s lying flat just under the
surface,

The point I am bringing forward is that T
do mnot believe in being too ontimistic in
building up this export trade. 1 make this
statement as a sort of warning to the
Minister—that 4.500,000 tons of coal go past
our door eovery year from the coalmines
of Newcastle. We have been endeavouring
to get some of that trade for quite a number
of years and have got very little of it up to
the present time. If we are to geot it, we
must sell our coal at a prico that will
competn with Newcastle coal. I have yet
to learn that that can be done with Styx
River coal or Bowen coal

Mr. Corrins: Vou can land coal from
Bowen cheaper than the Southern coal.

Mr. Moore: In Bowen it takes three men
to load a case of tomatoes. (Laughter.)

Mr. FOLEY: I understand the Sceretary
for Mines can land coal at Broadmount at
something in the vicinity of 30s. a ton.

Mr, CorLrss: Don’t you believe it.

Mr. FOLEY: I undcrstand that it costs
20s. {o produce, and on top of that it has
to be railed 160 miles to Broadmount. which
would bring it up another 5s. a ton. making
about 23s. Newcastle coal, which is recog-
nised as one of the best standard coals in
the world, is put on boats at an average
brice of £1 0s. 6d. a ton. TUnless you can
land our coal at the wharf at a price, taking
into  consideration  royalties, handling
charges, etc., lower than the Newcastle
price, vou are not going to get much of the
trade. The Government in the near future
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will have to consider the competition from
Blair Athol coal.

Mr Haprey: At what price can you
land Blair Athol coal at Broadmount?

Mr. FOLEY : In the near future the coal
depesits at Blair Athol will be worked on
a different principle to what they have bicen
vworked in the past. I quoted instances In
this Chamber of what has been done in the
Stale of Alabama, in America, where they
are siripping 30 feet of earth for the purpose
of 1ing a 28-inch scam of coal, and with
mcdern machinery and up-to-date methods
they are doing it profitably. Af{ Blair Athol
we have an average of 60 fecet of light
siripping, and, when that is removesd, we
Lave an average of 65 feet of clean coal.

Mr. KrLso: Is Blair Athol a private mine?

Mr. FOLEY: Yes, but I am not going
into that aspect of the question. [f America
can raine coal profitably on those methods—
engineers in America look with a certain
amount of antipathy to going into the bowels
of the earth to mine coal—if they can strip
and mine 28 inches of coal profitably, it will
only be a matter of a short time when
engineers from that country will come to
Blair Athol and mine coal there at 1s. 6d.
or 2s, per ton. That is not stretching things
br any means, as it is being done in America
at the present time., Blair Athol coal ix not
so good as Bowen or Styx River coal, as it
has 5 per cent. or 6 per cent. less heaiing
capacity, but in the near future we shall be
producing coal at Blair Athol in the vicinity
of 2s. or 3s. per ton, and with 1ls. railway
[reight and a couple of shilling: for handling
charges we shall bs able to land that coal at
Broadmount at a orice much cheaper than
coal can be landed from the State coalmines.

The SeceeTaRy ror MINES: You must take
into consideration the value of the Styx River
coal,

Mr. FOLEY : The fact of the price being
lower will compensete for the lower heating
value of the coal. I ask the Minister o
tolce notice of this point, and not io walis
till a large expenditure has been incurred in
Luilding a pler at Bowen or otherwise before
attempting to find a market overseas. The
Government should et once make arrange-
ments to charter a boat and load ths: boat
to the decks with coal, send it to the Hastern
Siates, give the coal away to the big users
of coal, and ask them to send an order on
the merits of the coal. That is being done
by Blair Athol companies ai the present time.
The manager there has come to the conclusion
thal that is the orly possible way of cstab-
lishing an export trade in the future. If that
is done, the position indicated by the hon.
meniber for Ipswich will be brought about.
We have had @ slumip at Blair Athol for the
last iwo years, and the miners there do
net work more than a day or a day and
a-half a week, and the same thing will ocecur
al the State coalmines once they are
developed to such an extent that they can
vroduce more than the local consumption,
if we have no oversea market for the coal.
The Government should make every endea-
vour to exploit the cversea marketl in order
to find a market for our coal.

Mre. PETERSON (Normandy): 1 must
come fo the conclusion that the hon. member
for I.eichhardt ha: sounded the death knell
of the State coalmines, if the hon. member
is not talking with his tongue in his cheek.

OpposiTioN MewmBerg : Hear, hear!

Mr. Peterson.]
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Mr. PETERSON : The hon. member states
that the Blair Athol Company under their
new system of stripping coal will be able
to produce coal for trade in the vicinity
of 1s. 6d. per ton, and, if that is so, the
Minister ought to take the advice of one
of his own supporters and close up the State
fmimmes That is the logic of the hon.
rember’s argument.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
that.

Mr. PETERSON : He inferred it. e was
very cloquent as Lo what was to be the out-
come of the development now taking place
at Blair Athol. Iiveryone knows that the
3iair Athol Company was badly stung by
the development of the Styx River and
Baralaba coalficlds, but as a result of the new
process of stripping they will be able to land
coal in Rockhampton or Broadmount at a
much lower price than coal can be landed
from Bowen, Baralaba, or the Styx River.

Mr. CorLiNns: You do not accept the
figuies that they can mine coal for 2s. or 3s.
per ton.

Mr. PETERSON: I honestly belicve the
remarks of the hon. member for Leickliardt.
and T am sorry to state that, as a result of
the operations of that company, the State
coalmine in my cwn electorate will be
luvgely affected. The hon. member for
Fitzroy admits that the Styx coal is a better
qu ality coal than the Blair Athol coal; but,
if the Blair Athel Company can sell Heu‘
eoal at a considerably less rate than the Strx
River coal, cven txu‘mg into consideraiion
the better quality of the Styx River coal
the wsers will purchase the cb: eaper coal,

The SECRETARY TOR Mixes: We will export
the Styx River coal and use their coal for
railway purposes. That is its best use.

Mr. PETERSON: I heard a dilferent
story some yeals ago. We were told that
ihe Styx coal stood out on its cwn compared
with Blau‘ Athol coal for railway purposes.
“The hon. gentleman has said that many
times, and it has not been 01\D10\0d by the
cugine-drivers in the Central District. The
1:0nt‘cman is changing his grouna if
e rays Blair Athol coal will rake the piace
of Styx coal.

he SECRETARY ¥OR MINEs :
River coal is superior coal. It
to use for railway purposes

Mr. PETERSON: Where does the hon.
geritleman propose to xind a murket for that
vatusble Styx River coal?

The SLCRLLAPY YOR MixNes:

bMr. PETERSON: We have missod the
’bus so far as the oversea markerss are
cencerned.  During the war there wae a
tremendous demaud for coal, but there were
no_suitable loading places for coal from the
fields in any part of Queensland. We had
the opportunits then of a lifctinze, because. if
we had built up a 1rade during that peuod
we would have been able to hold it and would
have had a field of operations for a large
number of vears. That opportunity was Jost.
The (ﬂ)\(}ldn]bnt werae asked to ereet loading
freitities in the Ceniral District: but what

He did not say

I say the Stvx
is too valuable

Overseas.

dil they do? They built a slipshod sors of
arrangement at Broadmount.
My, Harreey: Only on the advice of the

Blair Athol cngmo“ and against the advice

of myself and other Government mermbers,
Mr. PETERSON : T am not going to gain-

say that, but the hon. member will admit

[Mr. Peterson.
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that it is a slipshod arrangement. I am
open to correction, but I understocd that it
was built on the advice of the Railway
Department in consultation with their
engineers.

My, HarTLEY: In consultation with the
enginecrs of the Blair Athol Company.

Mr. PETERSON: Then the Government
are partly responsible for the mistake if that
is so. The point is that we have State mines
in operation at Styx River and Baralaba
producing coal, and it would have been very
good business if the request of the hon. mem-
ber and myself with regard to the State
owning shipping appliances had been given
effect to four or five years ago. I am pleased
that we are taking time by the forelock at
Bowen, and if we recelve ]al‘*e orders for
that coal we shall be ready next year to
supply those orders. That will be a factor
in bringing about the success of that field.
The hon. member for Leichhardt pointed out
that we had about 450,000 tons of coal com-
ing to Queensland from Newcastle. Why is
there such an anxioty to open up these new
coalmines? Why is there this desire on the
part of hon. members opposite to take away
trade from their fellow-workmen down South
and starve them?

Mr. GLEDSON:
450,000 tons.

Mr. PETERSON : I am open to correction
—the hon. member for Leichhardt said that
a large amount of coal came up from New-
castle—I take it that he meant it came te
some Queensland port.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES :
coming here.

Mr. PETERSON: I could undevstand that
objection coming from hon, members on this
side, but I cannot understand it coming from
hon. members opposite, seeing that they are
part and parcel of the one union, and the
other unionists down there have just as much
right to live as they have.

My, HartLEY: We are standing for State
enterprise as against private entupuse

Mr. PETERSON: There was no harm in
the hon. member for Leichhardt the other
day asking for the assistance of the Govern-
ment in ﬁudmn marlkets for coalmmine owners;
but, of course, the Government are out to
find markets for thomselves. I trust that, as
the Styx coalmine showed a profit last year,
according to the figures, it will be able to
figure in future Auditor-General’s rcports as
a very successful venture. From the analysis
we know that it is a most cxcellent coal, and
I hope that the Minister will do all he pos-
sibly can to bring it to a producing stage at
the carliest possible moment, so that we can
be recouped some of the money spent in
development. I would ask the Minister also
if he has taken into consideration the shortage
of water alt the Styx mine. 1 trust that he
will have someth ing done in regard to that
matter.

The next question is with regard to home%

He did not say there were

There is some

for the miners. I notice flom the report
that there is a fine class of miners’ cottages
put up at the Bowen coalfield. I believe

that in isolated centres such as the Styx
River and other places it is the duty of the
Government to provide decent accommoda-
tion for miners, who will pay rent, so that
they may live and rear their families under
civilired conditions, It will be interesting
to know what the Minister proposes to do
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in that respect. I shall do everything I pos-
sibly can to assist in giving these men better
conditions in that way. I am sure that
nobody will object to the Minister doing his
‘best 1n that direction. I hope that the
example with regard to miners’ cottages will
‘be followed on the Styx River field.

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): The criticism
which has been raised by hon. members oppo-
site will not cause the Secretary for Mines
any loss of sleep. It simply means that this
party has to come to the position as to
whether they are going to stand for the
socialisation of industry because our State
enterprises will affect different districts, or
whether we are going to whittle down our
pelicy.

Mr. Vowies: You have done it already.
Mr. HARTLEY: We have not done it.
‘The hon. member for Ipswich talked about

our State coal not displacing the Ipswich
coal, but it has displaced a lot of orders. I
have not been here for nine years advocating
the development of State mines without
knowing the peculiar influences which are
behind the coal trade in order to prevent the
best quality coal from State mines getting
into the Railway Department. It has been
one long period of vigilance and effort to sce
that the State coal was used on the railways.
There is no_doubt that, if we had not been
carcful in that respect, a lot of these mines
would have been condemned, and would not
‘be under operation by the Government at the
present time. If we cannot justify our State
coalmines against either Blair Athol or
Ipswich mines, then we are willing to chuck
them overboard.

Mr. Moreax: You cannot.

Mr. HARTLEY : Take the Ipswich coal,
for instance, For yecars before this Govern-
ment came into power there was a series of
reports about the rotien quality of the coal
=upplied to the Rallway Department.

Mr. Moore: And it is still going on.

Mr. HARTLEY : The more we develop the
high-quality coalfields as an asset to the
‘Stato the greater will be the returns from
that coal ard the less the inconvenience o
railway passengers. There will be an advan-
tage all round.

Mr. MOORE:
out of work?

Mr. IHARTLEY: That is the cry of hon.
momr‘ms opposite, but it Is pure © kid. It
is gammon, pretence, humbug, or any other
Hnng you like to call it. 1t is the purest
““kid-stakes” on the part of hon. members
opposite to ask if we arve going to throw men
out of work. They do not care {wopence
whether they are going to throw men out of
work or not. What wiil happen if the State
mines are developed sufficiently and all the
State requirements are drawn from them is
that all the workers will be State employees.
“That will be the only difference. What will
be very grievous to hon. members opposite
is that the big profits which previously went
into the pockets of private owners will go
m‘ro the coffers of the State That is the

‘ nigger in the wood pile.” With regard to
Blair Athol, T have known Jack Hethering-
ton and cther Blair Athol shareholders for a
very long time, and they are not at all con-
cerned in the interests of the miners. They
are concerned about the interests of Jack
Hetherington and the Blair Athol Coal and
Timber Company’s balance-sheet. They can

Are you going to throw men
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come gny time they like for a contest with
either the Styx coal or any cther State coal,
and they will go to the wall. I have seen the
important features of the Blair Athol scheme,
and I know something about the removal of
the overburden. I worked in connection
with the removal of overburden at Mount
Morgan, which was under the control of the
second engincer In charge there. We did not
remove merely 30 or 40 feet—in places we
removed anytaing from 60 to 80 feet from
a cliff on the top of the Mount Morgan mine,
We took eight or nine months to do it, and
we had a Yankee stcam shovel
[3 p.m.] in operation. I know just about
what it cost, and I am satisfied
that where our cost was about 1s. 6d. or 2s.
per cubic yard, Blair Athol Company could
not shift 1ts overburden for 4s. or Bs. per
yard, for the simple reason that after it has
talkken the overburden from a 40-foot face it
has to haul it to a level before it can transfer
it again to the trucks to take it away and
dump it
Mr. EDWARDS:
ls. 6d. per yard.

Mr. HARTLEY: Contract my foot!
(Laughter.) The next disability the Blair
Athol Company is under is that it has 246
miles of railway carriage to a port, against
120 miles from the Styx River, with this
difference : that, if it could run the quantity
of coal it would have to run to pay the
capital cost of the removal of that over-
burden, the Central Railway would not be
able to accommodate the wheeled traffic. It
could not get the coal down to the coast;
but, if it could get it down to the coast, its
cost would be not 26s. a ton, as the hon.
member for Leichhardt would lead us. to
believe, but somewhere in the vicinity of
36s. a ton. The Styx River coal can be
mined for 16s. a ton and delivered in Rock-
hampton for another 10s. a ton. That is
not a conservative estimate, so that there
is a difference of 10s. in favour of the Styx
River coal. The next disadvantage is that
15 cwt. of Styx River coal will do the
same work as 1 ton of Blair Athol coal,
that is to say, the user saves 5 cwt. of coal
in every ton he burns.

Mr. FoLey: You are not right.

Mr., ITARTLEY : The hon. member is up
against a big proposition. This talk about
offering a choice between Blair Athol coal
and Styx River coal is like asking a boy
to do something and saying to him, © Here
is a penny, and there is 3d. Will you take
the big one or the little onc?” If the kid
knows anything—and he generally does if
he is & Queenslander—he takes the 3d. That
is what the coal user will do when you offer
him his choice between Styx River coal and
Blair Athol coal. I remember that they
wanted to close down one Central Queensland
coalmine because they said the coal could
not be burned, and I entered into a challenge
with the Commissioner for Railways that I
swwould burn the coal. They made three secret
trials in the Railway Department and found
that what I said was correct, and that mine
is in operation to-day because of that
challenge.

The hon. member for Normanby said some-
thing about a contraption we put at Broad-
mount for the loading of coal. I want to
tell the hon. member that we put it there
at the request of the engineer of the Blair
Athol Company, although we wished to put

Mr. Hartley.]

They have a contract at
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a much more adequate arrangement, so that
the Government are not to blame. But it
ouly cost about £2,100 and it loaded 40,000
tons of coal for the Northern ports.

There is no need for the Minister to Worry
about whether we have a market. We have
a market in Queensland for all the coal we
can produce.

The bell indicated that the hon. member’s
time had expired,
Mr. KELSO (Nundah): I move—
“ That the hon. member be granted an
extension of time.” (Laughter.)

The speech of the hon. member for Fitzroy
is so informative that I am sure members on

both sides would like to hear more. (Laugh-
ter.)
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.

member cannot submit that motion in Com-
mittee.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): I want to point
out some advantages which the Bowen State
coalmine has in comparison with most other
coalmines. The Bowen State mine is 54
miles from the jetty. That is advantage No.
1 when comparing it with other coalmines.
That brings me to advantage No. 2. We
argue—and I think logically—that we can
put coal on ships more cheaply than they can
at Newcastle, or at least just as cheaply,
and we are much nearer to the Fastern mar.
kets. As the Minister said in his speech,
a fair average price for our unsereened coal
would be 16s. a ton, and the freight on the
railway on coal for export is 2s. 4d. a ton
landed at the jetty, or a total of 18s. 4d.
per ton. Allowing for loading charges, we
claim that we can put it on board the boats
at Bowen just as cheaply as they can at
Newcastle. Boiled down. our advantages are
that the Bowen State coalmine is the nearesh
to any seaport in Qucensland, its quality
enables us to compete successfully with other
coal, and we have an unlimited supplr. We
have four different seams of coal, of which
only one is being opersted. The Bowen seam
is 12 feet thick, the Garrick is 8§ feet thick,
the Denison is 8 feet thick, and the Scot
is 6 feet thick. To use the words of Mr.
Dunstan, the Chief Government Geologist,
every square mile contains 44,000,000 tons of
cral. and one other geologist said to me
on one occasion that, when other roalficlds
are worked out, the Bowen coalficld will
still be in existence, becanse there are
not only 44,000,000 tons of coal to the square
mile but many more millions of tons in
sight.  What my friend the hon. member
for Leichhardt should advocate—I am advo-
cating it for my own electorate—is the
establishment of a big woollen factory in
Central Quecrsland so that it will become a
great manufacturing centre such as exist in
other parts of the world. Bowen has a
splendid climate. The temperature never
reaches as high as it does in Brisbane. and
the fact that it has such cheap coal supplies
should make it one of the best manufacturing
centres in the State.

Mr. FOLEY (Leichhardt): My two collea-
cues, the hon., member for Fitzroy and the
hon. member for Bowen, have put up very
good cases for their coal, and I am not one
of those who try to depreciate State enter-
prises. I am looking forward to the time
when the Secretary for Mines will see his
wav clear to work some of the coal country at

[Mr. Hartley.
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Blair Athol which has reverted to the
Crown and cannot be operated by anybody
else unless he gives approval, or which
is, perhaps, still held by private companies.
What I said was more in the nature of a
warning to the Minister and other members
that they should not be carried away by
the_thought that they have a supply of good
coal, but that they should consider the cost
at which it can be produced and delivered
at the port. That is the only point.

Mr. Harteey: You do not want to take too
much notice of Jack Hetherington.

Mr. FOLEY: I do not take any notice
of what anybody tells me until I have pro-
perly investigated the question, so as to be
able to speak about it. ‘There is a good
deal of common scnse in the contention. T
am not under-estimating the value of Styx
River coal or the value of the Bowen coal.
Neither am I criticising the cost at which it
may be landed at the port. I am
emphasising, &+ I mentioned before, that if
a 20-foot overburden can be stripped to mine
22 inches of coal, as was done in America
with modern machinery, then Blair Athol
in the near future, with the same machinery
and at practically the same cost, will Eoe able
to strip the overburden and produce the coal
very cheaply.

AMr. HarTLEY : The conditions are not the
same.

Mr. FOLEY : The conditions are better.
The Blair Athol coal, the Baralaba coal, and
the Styx River coal, which will eventually
have to find an ecxport market. can be so
blended as to mect the desives of any coal-
user in any part of the world. In the near
future, as we get in touch with oversea
markets, different kinds of coal will probably
be required. I am Jooking forward to the
time when the Minister will prospect the
arcas that he has at his disposal at Blair
Athol to see if it is not possible to open up the
deposits there cheaply, and work them in
conjunction with the present State coalmines.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
A. J. Jones, Paddingto#): I have no desire
to enter into thi¢ controversy or take sides
on the question.

Mr. MoreaN: You should be the referee.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
hon, member for Aubignz raiscd some matter
contained in the Auditor-General’s report
which T explained very fully swhen the
Estimates-in-Chief were being discussed, but
the hon. gentleman was not present.

Mr. MoorE: I have since looked that up.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I have

alrcady given the figures in connection with
the State coalmines, which show that we
have come out on the right side. Last year
the Bowen State coalmine showed a profit
of £5,369 2. I want to emphasise the_ fact
that during the year we cupplied the Railway
Department at their depots at Townsville
and Bowen with 51,367 tons of coal at £1
per ton cheaper than they had received it
previously. I contend that that was a profit
to the Railway Department and to the
Government, and that the opening of the
Bowen coalmine has proved very profitable
to North Queensland industries also. The
sugar-mills have been supplied with that
coal. The same applies to the Styx River
mine, from which coal is sent to nine sugar-
mills. At the present time the mills in the
Mackay district are receiving Styx River




Supply.

coal at £1 10s. 9d. per ton, including railage
from the mine to Mackay, wheroas they pre-
viously paid £3 3s. per ton. Strange as it
may seem, while the sugar-mills are taking
Styx River coal, the gasworks at Mackay
still continue to take Newcastle coal, and
to pay £3 per ton, when the Government are
prepared to supply gas-producing coal of
equal quality at £1 10s. 9d. per ton.

Mr. Hy~xes: The Townsville Gas Company
are taking Bowen coal.

Mr. Deacox: What is the reason for the
action of the Mackay Gas Company?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I can-
not assign  any  reason. I am now
negotiating with those people, and I believe
that cventually they will take our coal.

Mr. Taveor: Have they entered
contracts ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: They
may have.

The hon. member for Titzroy wants some
information akout the Styx River coulmine.
The biggest portion of the money spent last
year was spent in developing the Styx River
mine and the Bowen coalmine. Some money
was spent in developing the Baralaba mine.
The biggest amount to be spent this year
will be spent on the development of the Styx
River mine. I am not referring to ioading
facilities, but only to the developrnent of the
mine and mine equipment.

Mr. MooRE: Arc loading facilities included
in the £105,0007

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No.

he amount would be greater if it included
loading facilitics. The leader of the Country
party rightly said that these raines have to
go through the developmental stage, and he
asked if 1t was not a fact that these mines
had gone through that stage. I contend that
they have not. During that stage you cannot
show very hig profits. In the case of the
Bowen State coalmine we have shown a
profit and carried on a lot of developmental
work also. The hon. membe: for Bowen
wanted to know, and rightly so—and it is
information that hon. members should have—
whether the profit shown was the profit after
allowing for the payment of interest and
redemption. It is. We pay interest and
redemption; and, further, we have not
included in that amount the royalts paid
by private mincowners of 6d. per ton, or
ls. per ton, as the case may be. We have
credited the royalty to the department, and
we still show that profit and bring about a
big saving for the Railway Department.
Therefore, I rightly contend that the State
coalmines of Queensland are indeed very
profitable for the State, and have a very
bright future; particularly so, as we have
threc fields of clean coal of exceptional
quality to develop. I have followed this dis-
cussion very carefully, and I would poing
out that in discussing coal it must be remem-
bered that there is a very great differcnce
i its uses. It is wrong to make a com-
parison ketween different coals, because each
kas its special use. You may get a very
good gawproducing coal, which would not
be suitable for other purposes. You mav
get a coal that i« suitable for cokemaking,
and that is its only use. I ask hon. members
to keep that fact in mind when discussing
the various coals. The Blair Athol coa! is a
very valuable railway coal, but you could
not utilise it for producing gas.

Mr. HarTiey : Ii is low-eiliciency coal.

into
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Styx River coal is one of the best in
Australia.
Mr. MooRe: Is it not too volatile?
My, Harteey: No. Vou know very little
about it.
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We

have what is known as the Garrick scam at
the Bowen State coalmine, which is a
splendid coking coal.  The standard of ash
is 16 per cent., and it dooss not require to be
washed. It is one of the best coking coals
in Queensland.

That brings me to the question of the erec-
tion of coke ovens. We cainot erect a coke .
oven in the Central district until there 1is
some big mining development. The Mount
Morgan Company would not be Iikely.to
take our coke. They have their own coking
coalmine, and they mix their coke with
Baralaba coal. We are supplying them 100
tons per day from the DBarslaba mine, and
ther do their smelting partly with coke and
partly with Baralaba coal dircet from the
mine, resulting in a reduced cost of pro-
duction.

The same thing applies to Bowen, If new
developments occur in the Cloncurry district
and the smelters resume operations, coke can
be produced at Bowen. We would not think
of produecing coke at Bowen to supply Chilla-
goe, because it would have to be shipped from
Bowoen to Cairns, whereas the Mount Mulli-
gan State coalmine is an adjunct to the
Chillagoe works. 'The department have taken
over and are renovating the Mount Muliigan

cealmine.  All the coke necessarr for the
Chillagoe works will be made there. The

consumption of coke at Chillagoe is akout
1,200 tons per week. The hon. member for
Enoggera, by interjection, raised the question
of iraporting coke from the South. I weould
like to remind the hon. member as one
Australian  addressirg  another that, after
all, New South Wales is a part of Ausiralia.
I howve that hon. members will not take the
narrow view that men in Now South Wales
are being done out of work by the establish-
ment of coke ovens in Queensland, Scme
men come from New South Wales to Queens-
land to engage in this work because more
work is offering, the conditions are better,
and because the State is governed by a pro-
egressive Government, and they are plessed
to accept work under a Labour Government.
I waes severely criticised prior {c the last
general election for bringing coke to the
Chillagoe works from the South. The Mount
Muliigan coalmine had closed down notwith-
standing the fact that the Government had
corne to its assistauce by advancing thousands
of pounds. The (overnment had then to
make big contracr< for coke in the South.
1 was wrongly criticised not only by the
Press but by the eozl producers of Ipswich
Lecause the coke-producing works there had
1,000 tons of coke on hand. That was cnly
about the consumpiion for Chillagoe for a
week. We had 1o make contracts ahead or
allow the Chillagoe works to be closed. T
rersonally made the contract in Sydney. The
general manager of the works could mot
travel down, and I acted under his instrue-
tions «s to the standerd of coke he required.
The shipping comypanie: are interested in
coalmines, and, naturally, supply coke. I
believe that the {reight from Sydney to
Cairns is £1 3s. per ton, and from Brisbane
to Cairns, I stand coerrected, it is the same.

Hon. 4. J. Jones.]
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The {reight from Townsville to Cairns is £1
per ton,

Mr. TavLOR: You can easily understand
the difference.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: T was
criticised at the time for not procuring the
coke from the Ipswich distriet, but although
I was instrumental in gefting a reasonable
quote from the Scerctary for Railways there
would still have been a difference of 17s. per
ton between the Ipswich and Southern ecke.
1 hope that the day is not far distant when
we shall not only make coke in Qucensiand
for our industries but when we shall make
it compulsory to have it made on up-to-data

. lines. There are wonderful by-producis in
coal, but for every ton of coal that 1s used
for ccke-making we lose in by-products an
amount equal to the cost of the coal.

Mzr. Moore: Can vou sell them?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The by-
products can be used as fertilisers, dyss, and
for innumerable other purposes.

Mr. Moore: The Coal Products Company
cculd not sell them. They only sold limited
supplies.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: We
import chemicals [rom overseas, including
sulphuric and nitrin acids, which arve derived
from coal. We have a by-product oven at
Mount Mulligan.

Mr. Moore: Have a talk with the Govern-
ment Analyst, and he will tell you what
chance there is of selling them.

The SECRETARY FOR AJMINES: The
Government will sell them when our indus-
tries are established. The hon, member for
Ipswich knows thai what I have said is
perfectly correct.

Mr. GLEDSON: ¥ou ara quite correct; you
took all the coke they had.

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: The
criticism was so severe that one would think
the CGovernment had Irported ccks from
Japan or some other foreign country, whercas
we imported it from: a sister State. IHon.
rucmbers should take a more Australian view
of this and other questions.

Mr. Kerso: If there was a State mine at
Ipswich, vou would have taken it froma there.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Noj; it
was purcly a business transaction,

Mr., Xerr: If vou can produce coke in
Queonsland, you should do so. There ave
dozens of coke ovens idle here.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I want
to inform the hon. member for Fitzroy, in
reply to his inquiry, that a good sum of
money will be spent in the development of
the Siyx River coalmine. A difficulty has
been experienced in getting the coal from
the mine. The shaft is very mcarly down
on to the seam. It is hoped to be down on
it in a week or two. The Secretary for
Railways and myself have gone into the
question, with the Treasury, of establishing
an overseas trade. The hon. member for
Ipswich is quite right in saylng thas more
.coal iz being produced in Quecensland than
can be sold.

My Harrteey: How much of the coal pro-
duced by the State mines is the Ruilway
Department taking?

The SECRETARY FOR JMINES: They
are 1aking the whele of the output from the
ccalmines in the Nozth, and a large propor-
tion elsewhere. We are trying to encourage

[Hon. A. J. Jones.
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the use of coal for domestic purposes. The -
Secretary for Railways is now engaged in
strengthening the railways to encourage the
cxport trade from Blair Athel, Styx River.
and Baralaba. The Styx River coal will
make an excellent export coal.

Mr. Harmiey: The customers will chooss
and mix the coal for themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The
Railway Department has ordered two cranes,
one of which will be erected at Port Alma
and the other at Broadmount. The work of
croviding facilities for the export of coal at
Bowen iz proceeding as rapidly as possible,

Mr. Kerso: You said a little while ago
that you were going to use Blair Athol coal
for the railways.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I said
that every ounce of coal that could stand
the test would be exported fron the Bowen
and Styx River mines to the available
markets. I hope that the Government will
have some power to interfere and sce that
the first shipment of coal from Quesnszland
is geod coal. If good coal is wanted, it can
be procured from the State mines. Precau-
tions are necessary in order that the firss
shipment shall not inar our overseas trade.
(Hear, hear!)

It stands to reason and is clear to the
average mind that every ton of coal that we
ship overseas is going to foster our trade:
it will enable us to compcte with Newcastle
coal and will make it easier for private

mines to supply our railways.

[3.30 p.m.] The difficulty at present is that

we are producing more coal than
we can censume, and we are now busy
endeavouring to sccure overscas trade. We
cannot cxpect orders from overseas until
we have loading facilitics available. I claim
that our Bowen mine has reached a stage
of production that will cnable us, as soon
as loading facilities are available, to com-
pete for oversea: trade. Quitc vecently I
was unable to accept an order for 100.000
tons of coal {or overseas because we could
not load it quickly encugh. That preves that
the price and quality of our coal were right
and that there is a possibility of our pro-
curing overseas trade.

Mr. Moorg: When you said that vou
hoped Government interference would stop
the shiipment of anything but the best coal.
did yvou mean that the Government would
in any way interfere with Blair Athol?

The SECRETARY TFOR MINES: I do
not supnose we shall interfere with any eoal’
mine—I do not think we have that power—
but the coal owners should take the guestion
of quality into comsideration. It would be
very scrious if we sent coal to a big coal-
uiing country and our first shipment was
not up to the mark. Business is bullt upon
veputation, and we should supnply only our
best coal. I do not sav anything about
Blair Athol coal. A coal may be very useful
for one purpose and he useless for znother.

The hon. member for Normanby rzi-ed the
question of water supply for the Styx River.
The work is already being procceded with.
and we are laying a pipe line to ensure a
gnod water supply. We have fo face a
serious difficulty in the shape of an out-
break of fever.

Mr. FRY (Kurilpa): I was very pleased
to hear the Minister refer to the by-products
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of coal.  If our coal-mining ventures arc
going to pay it will be by reason of the by-
products. If there is any means of preventing
waste and putting the system of handling coal
upon an efficient basis, 1t will be when we are
enabled to use our by-products from coal in
chemical as well as fertilising channels. When
that day arrives the coal proposition will be
more profitable.

I should like to remind the Minister that
the greatest opposition to his purchase of
<oke from the South at the time he referred
to was caused by reason of the enormous
number of unemployed that we had in
Queensland.  Tf he “will cast his mermory
back to that period, he will remember that
the ccke ovens at Inswich were idle and
that the men necded work. That is our
chief objection.

. The SecrETaRY FOR MINFES: We were not
m a position to supply the coke quickly
enough.

Mr. FRY: I should like to know the
‘truth about it, but I assure the Minister
our main concern is that the suppliers of
the State should be given £rst consideration.
I do not make those remarks in any spirit
of carping criticism. I should like to see
our coal industry developed so that the
by-products will be made the chief feature.
Eleetricitv is going to play a great part in
industrial undertakings in the future, and
will take the place of coal. Therefore to
keep our mines going we must successfully
utilise the by-products.

Question put and passed.

STATE MINE, MOUNT MULLIGAN.

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.

A. J. Jones, Paddington): 1 beg to move—

“That £65,000 be granted for ‘State
Mine, Mount Mulligan.” ”

Question put and passed.

Loian Fuxp Accouxr.

PREMIER AND CIIIEF SECRETARY—SOLDIER
SETTIEMENT AND REPATRIATION.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. XN. Gillies, Fachun): I beg to
niove—

“ That £50,000 be granted for ¢ Premicr
and  Chief = Seeretary’s Department—
Soldier Settlement and Repatriation.’

Question put and passed.

PUBLIC W ORKS—CONSTRUCTION BRANCH.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillics, Facham): I beg to
move—

“That  £16.744  he
‘ Department  of  Public
struction Branch.’ ™’

Mr. FRY (Kurilpo): I visited the Wost
End schonl recently and saw the walls eaten
with white ants and dry rot. I hope that
the Minister will carry out the necessary
repairs before the building gets into a worse
state.

grantedd  for
Worke—Con-

Question put and passed.
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ESTIMATING, PURCHASING, AND COSTING BRANCH.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(HHon. W. N. Gillies, Zucham): I beg to
nove—

“That #£5,565 be granted for ¢ Esti-

mating, Purchasing, and Costing

Branch.””’

Question put and passed.

BUILDINGS., ETC.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Hon. W. N. Gillics, Facham): 1 beg to
move—
“That £394,100 be granted for ¢ Build-
ings, ete.””’

Question put and passed.

WORKERS' HOMES.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fucham): I beg to
move
“That £50,000 Dbe granted for
‘ Workers’ Homes.””’

Question put and passed.

TREASURY—LOANS FOE LOCAL BODIES.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I beg to
niove—

“ That £600,000 be granted for ‘ Trea-
sury—Loans to Local Bodies.,” ”

Question put and passed.

CENTRAL STUGAR-MILLS.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Heon. W. N. Gillies. Eacham): I beg to
move—

“That £100,000 be granted for ¢ Cen-
tral Sugar-mills. ”’

Question put and passed.

PUBLIC L4ANDS—WIRE NETTING.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I beg to
move—

“ That £25,000 be granted for ¢ Depart-
ment of Public Lands—Wire Netting.” *’

Mr. PETERSON (Wormanby): I would
like the Alinister to give us some informa-
tion in conncction with {he disposal of this
wire netting. I am receciving quite a num-
ber of letters regarding the delays that occur
in connection with the execution of the
orders, and I would like to know 1if the
Minister can give us some enlightenment as
to the cause of delay+, and whether it is not
possible to increase the amount placed on
the Hstimates. The wire netting is not being
ziven away, as the settlers have to pay for it.

Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon): The Minis-
ter has been leading the scttlers to believe
that they were fo get wire netting on terms
similar to those granted before the war, but
up to the present we have mot been able to
get any definite information from the Depart-
ment of Public Lands as to what is going to
be the procedure in regard to this wire net-
ting. In many cascs the settlers have their
fepees crected waiting to put up_ their wire
netting, but they cannot get any information

Mr. Costello.]
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from the department as to when the wire
netting will be available. The Government
are not losing over this netting, as they
receive interest and redemption vearly, and
it is a short-sighted policy on the part of
the Government to provide onlvy £25,000 for
this purpose. The vote should be increased
to at least £60,000. Any country that is
made dog-proof is worth a good deal more
than country that is not dog-proof, and I
hope the Secretary for Public Lands will
realise his responsibilities in this connection.

Mr. PETERSON (¥ormanby): I reccived
a letter to-day asking for information as to
why a certain farmer in my electorate cannot
receive wire netting when his application has
been approved of. He planted 50 acres of
cotton which he is desirous of netting, but
so far he has been unable to get the netting.
When the department undertake to supply
wire netting for which they are being paid,
the least they can do is to notify the settler
when he can get that wire netting. The
settlers arec under some misapprehension
regarding this wire netting grant.

The SecrETARY FOR Prsric Lanps: There

is a demand for more wire netting than we
can find money for.

Mr., PETERSON : That may be all right;
but I am dealing now with delays in supply-
ing netting for which applications have been
granted.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic LaNDs:
will be attended to.

Mr. CLAYTON (IWide Bay): It would be
in the best interests of settlement if the
Government could sec their way to Increasc
this vote. There are many farmers settled
adjacent to forests, and these forests are the
breeding ground for pests. It is almost
impossible for these farmers to grow crops
on account of the pests, and more money
should be made available for the purpose of
supplying the farmers with wire netting,
Thesc settlers are an asset to the State, and
we should assist them in every way possible.
I am pleased to know that it is possible the
Government will get a grant from the Federal
Government for the purpose of providing
wire netting, and I was glad to get an assar-
ance the other day from the Minister that
he would consider the question of spending
some of that grant in my electorate. I can
assure him that it is urgently needed, and I
hope he will give the matter the considera-
tisn he promised.

Questien put and passed.

That

RESUMPTIONS.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Zacham): 1 beg to
move—

“ That £518,000 be granted for ¢ Re-
sumptions.’ ”’

Question put and passed.

LAND SETTLEMENT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Zacham): I beg to
move——

“ That £55,200 be granted for ¢ Land
Settlement.” ”’

Question put and passed.

[Mr. Costello.
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PUBLIC ESTATE IMPROVEMENT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N, Gillies, Eacham): 1 beg to
move—

““ That £20,570 be granted for ¢ Public
Estate Improvement.””

Question put and passed.

FORESTRY OFFICE.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(FHon. W. N. Gillies, FKacham): 1 beg to
move—

““That £30,000 be granted for ¢ Fores-
try Office.”

Mr. TAYLOR (IWindsor): There is a reduc-
tion of £12,000 in this vote, and I would like
to know if the activities of the Forestry
Office are being curtailed.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(FHon. W. McCormack, Cairns): We did cut
down the vote, but we decided to restore 1t
to the full amount. It would have meant
breaking up the organisation of the office if
we had kept our Estimate down, and I have
induced the Treasurer to agree to restore the
amount to enable us to continue the same
organization as previously.

Question put and passed.

IRRIGATION AND WATER SUPPLY COMMISSION.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Lacham): 1 beg to
move—

“ That £281,210 be granted for ‘Irri-
gation and Water Supply Commission.” ”

Mr. PETERSON (Normanby): 1 would
like to draw the Minister’s attention to a
fault in regard to the channelling in the
irrigation area. I am not finding fault, but
merelv wish to prevent what will be a costly
mistake. In the channelling work going on
in the Dawson area the earth excavated from
the channels is being put right on the edge
of the channels, and with the very first heavy
weather the whole of that earth will silt back
again. The practice followed in dam sinking
is to cart the excavated earth a considerable
distance from the edge of the dam. The
earth excavated from the channels in con-
nection with the Murrumbidgec scheme was
taken a considerable distance away, so that
it would not silt back again. It is no good
denying that these things occur.

The SecrRerary FOR Pusric Lanps: It is a
matter for the Commissioner. I don’t know
anything about channelling.

Mr PETERSON: There are a lot of
things which the Minister will admit ought
to be known, .

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Lanxps: If T
did that work, I would want the salary the
Commissioner is getting; I would not be
here. (Laughter.)

My. PETERSON: I admit that, if we
want practical men to run these State under-
takings in the interesis of the whole of the
State, they are being badly paid at the pre-
sent salaries.

The SecrRETARY FOR PUBLIc LANDS : I should
say that if My, Partridge is doing wrong
he is not fit for his job, but you must show
that he is wrong.
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Mr. PETERSON: I am only giving the
statement made to me. What I am con-
cerned about is that the whole of the cost
of that irrigation work has to be charged
to the settler. Therefore, in order to avoid
any superfluous charge from being put on
the settler, I think the matter should be
brought before the Cemmissioner. Mr. Part-
ridge 1s a first-class man.

The SecRETARY FOR PUsLic LaANDS:
don’t you talk to him about this?

Mr. PETERSON: It is not my duty to
go into his office and tell him these things. I
am representing the settlers in the Normanby
electorate. We are asked to vote a certain
sum of money, and it is the function of mem-
bers of Parliament to bring up these ques-
tions here.

The SecreTary rorR Pusnic Laxps: You
know my position. Mr, Partridge is a highly-
paid officer in charge of the undertaking.
How can I tell him he is doing anything
wrong? I am not competent to tell him.
The political head is not competent to tell an
engineer how to perform his work.

Mr. PETERSON : There is no engineering
about this at all. It is simply a matter of
excavations taking place in channels and
the earth being put on the side of the drains.
With the first wet weather it will all go back
again. Miles and miles of this excavation
arc to be gone on with. I am just as anxious
to see the success of that scheme as the hon.
gentleman is, becavse I am an irrigationist,
but I do ot want to see any of the overloading
that has taken place in connection with Inker-
man in connection with this settlement. I
am not in a position to give advice,

The SecrReTaRY FOR PuBLic Laxps: The
Commissioner has bean on these settléments
all his life. He ought to know the right

Why

method.  He was there last week, and he
has just returned. We must put our con-
fidence in him. I certainly cannot check

him in these things. It would be the worst
sort of political interference if I started to
tell him how to make irrigation drains.

Mr. PETERSON : Tt may savour of poli-
tical interference, but we see from the report
on the Inkerman irrigation area the other
day that Mr. Partridge practically condemned
in toto the work of Mr. Eklund, the previous
enginerr.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Lanps: He may

come under the criticism of some future
engineer.

Mr. PETERSON: I have said already
that I do not want to make a noise about
the thing other than to protect the settlers.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: He will
read what you say in “ Hansard.”

Mr. PETERSON: I do not think he will
read it. He is far too busy to read * Han-
sard.” I believe that the Minister picked
the right man in Mr. Partridge, and I hope
that the information I have reccived is not
correct.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): 1 am rather
surprised at the Minister’s attitude with
regard to the statement of the hon. member
for Normanby. The hon. member is not
asking the Minister to tell the engineer how
to do his job, but is simply voicing the
complaint that has been made to him. All
he is asking the Minister to do is to pass it
on to Mr. Partridge.

[25 OCTOBER.]
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The SecrETARY ror PrsLIC LANDS: Suppose
Mr. Partridge told me that the statement is
absolutely wrong? I must accept his stute-
ments.

Mr. TAYLOR : The Minister said that the
hon. member for Normanby should have
gone to Mr. Partridge. I think a complaint
like that should be sent on to Mr. Partridge
by the Minister,

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: A thing
like this has nothing to do with my depart-
ment.

Mr. TAYLOR: One item which I am
pleased to see is the grant of £5,000 to
local authorities for small water conservation
schemes, 1 hope that amount will eontinue
to grow in the future in conncction with
these irrigation proposals,

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): If the criticism
of hon. members is not conveyed in some
way to dcpartmental officers it is useless to
got up and criticise.

The SecrerarY ¥or PusLic Lanps: Criti-

cismn on political matters.

Mr. MORGAN: On matters pertaining
to all work carried out by the Government
—it may not be political. The remarks of
the hon. member for Normanby bring to my
mind what occurred at one time in Victoria
in connection with the construction of chan-
nels. In the first work they did there they
just dug the soil out and pitched it alongside
the gutter, and in the first heavy rain which
came along ail the soil fell back into_the
drain. I was a member of the trust in which
it happened. We were supposed to have
one of the best cengineers for work of that
description. When a dam was constructed
in Victoria, under the specifications the soil
had to be removed to a distance of 16 feet
from the side of the dam in order to stop the
soil during heavy rain from re-entering the
dam which had been constructed. The same
thing applies to these irrigation channels.
If what the hon. member for Normanby
mentions has taken place in the Dawson
Valley, it is similar to what happened at
cne time in Victoria in connection with the
comstruction of similar drains for the supply
of water.

The SEcrETARY FOR PusLic LanDs: Judging
by the photographs of the channels in the
irrigation area, it Is true.

Mr. MORGAN : If it is true, the Minister
nust admit that, when rain comes, it is
likely to wash the soil back into the channel.

The Secrerary ror Pusric Laxps: Not if
the grass grows.

Mr. MORGAN: It may take years for
couch grass to grow on it and bind if.

The SeCRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
chief danger is from yabbies.

Mr. MORGAN: Rain may come a fort-
night or a month after the soil has been
romoved. They will then have to go along
the channels and clean them all out again.
I am surprised that a man with Mr. Part-
ridge’s experience is allowing this to nap-
pen. 1 think the information must be more
or less correct. His attention should be
specially drawn to the matter, so that he
will be able to intimate whether it is true
or not, and, if it is true, he should let us
know whether or not the rains will have the

Mr. Morgan.]

The
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effect of causing the soil to re-enter the chan-
nels. There has been a lot of money wasted
in other places in this respect. A similar
thing happened in Victoria, and we had to
pay for our cxperience there. We do not
want these mistakes to occur in connection
with the channelling in the Dawson Valley.

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): I disagree
with the hon. member for Normanby and
the hon. member for Murilla. (Laughter.)
The Commissioner may have very good
reasons for having the soil put close to the
edge of the channels. (Hear, hear!) I
have seen drains where the soil was put close
to the edges purposely, and it may be that
in this case it was done to protect the irri-
gation chanmnel.

At 4 pom,

The CIHATIRMAN: Under the provisions
of Standing Order No. 207, and ol the Ses
sional Crder agreed to Ly the House on
18th October, [ shall now proceed to pub
the questions {or the vote under considera-
tion: the balance remaining unvoted for the
anaxtmont of Public Lands; the balance
remaining unvoted from the Loan Fund;
the  Supplementary  Estimates, Re\onue.
1022.23;  Supplementary  Estimate Trust
Funds, 1822-23: Qu”)plomomalv F~h’mate°
Loan TFund. 1922-23; and the Vote of Credit
on account 1924-25.

Question—That £231.210 be eranted for
‘ Irrigation and Water Supply Commission
put and passed.

The following
passed -

“ Department of Publis
of vote), £496,000:

itemes were then put and

Lands (halanea

‘T.oan Fund Estimates (balance of
\'(‘tr\:\ £2.394.517;
“Rupnlementary Wetimates, Revenue,
192223, £173,619 0s. 1d.;
¢ Supnlementary Pratimates, Trust
Funds, 192223, £304,643 3s. 8d.;
¢ Supplementars \nm ‘f(w Loan

Tlund, 10€2-23, £216.062 1. 4d.:
“Vote of Credit cn account 1924-25,
£2.562,900.”
The House resumed.
The Cramaiay reported that the Committes
had ceme to certain vesolutions.
The resumption of the (ommittee was
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

RECEPTION OF RESOLUTIONS
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies. Facham): I beg to
move—
“That the
to-morrow.”’

Question put and passed.

resolutions be received

QUESTIONS.
Graxt ror Pricrry PPrar DFSTRUCTION 0N
Daroon Magazing RESERVE.
Ffon. W, H. BARNES, in the abscence of

asked the Secre-

Mr. Peterson (Normanby),
¢ory for Public Lands

“1. Was the sum of £350 allotted by
hiz department about the year 1914 for
the purpese of destroving prickly-pear
on the IBujool Magazine Rescrve?

Fafr. Morgan.
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2. Was this amount expended in such
destruction ?

“3. If not the full amount, how much
of the £&50 grant was so expended ?”’
The SECRETARY FFOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns), repiicd—-

't No.
P

“2. and 3. See answer to No. L

ProrossLs oF JoINT CArTLE COMMITTEE AND-
COUNCIL OF AGRICCLTURE IN RE MEAT
INDUSTRY.

Mr. EDWARDS (Nanangn) asked the

Seeretary for Agriculture—

“1. Were the proposals of the Joing
Cattle Committie (re; yresenting the cattle
owners of Que censiand and the Council
of Agriculture) for the betterment of
the conditions in the meat industry sub-
mitted for his approval?

“2 Did he disapprove of such pro-
posals; and, if so, for what rcason?

3. Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to  introduce legislation to give
effect to these proposals, and, if so,
when 77’

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Flen. W. N. Gillics, FKucha:m) replicd—
“1. Yes.
<2 ‘md 3. No, but the Solicitor
General, cn Ho ath of August, called
attention t\ serious Constitutional diffi-
culties.  The most important of these

was that the proposals, if embodied in
legislation, could not affect the abuolute
freedom of interstate trade. commerce,
and intercourse sccurs! by scotion 92
of the Federal Constitution, and that
the proposed tax would not apply to’
interstate transactions, even In eases
where the cattle would not be required
by the transaction to leave the State.”

LEGISLaTioN 10 MAKE PROVIAIGN FOR WATER
STUPPLIES TOR SETTLERS.

Mr. EDWARDS (Nanango)
Secretary for Public Tands—
“Referring to tho water supply scheme
for provizion of cor mmlml water supnlies
and for provision of water bupphes for
individual settlers, which was lately dix-
cumad by and reeceived the approval
of the Council of Agriculture, is it the
intention of the Government to introduce
legislation to give coffect to this scheme
during the present sossion?”’
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns) replied—

“ The BxH is ready and will be passed
next scssion.’

asked the

AveRACE ("OST OF SLAUGHTERING AND RETAIL-
ING 1IN STATE BUTCHERIES.
Mr. EDWARDS (Nanango) asked the
Se(’rcfary for Public Works—

‘Can he furnish waltioulfir of the
average cost in the State bhutcher shops
per 100 1h. of beef for slaughtering and
retailing 7
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. W. Forgan Smith, Mackay) replied—-
“Yes.”

RaiLway RouTE FROM CASINO TO IKILLARNEY.
My, COSTELLO (Carnarvon) asked the

Secretary for Railways—

“ 1. Has his attention been drawn to
the proposed visit of a New South Wales
Parliamentary party to inspect the rail-
way route from Casino to Killarney,
arriving at Killarney on 4th November
next?

2. Have any arrangemonta been made
for representatives of the Government to
meet this party with a view to encourag-
ing the construction of this railway?

3. Is he aware of the advantages this
line would provide in the opening up of
markets for the preduce of the Darling

433

Downs and Granite Belt?
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, Heppel) replicd—

“1. No intimation has been received
by the Railway Department regarding
this matter.

“2 and 3. See No. 1.7

DENTAL, OPTICIANS. AND PHARMACY
BILL.

INTITATION.
"he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Heu. W. N. Gilties, Facham): 1 beg to
move—

“ That the House will, at its next

sitting, resolve itself into a Cowmmittee

of the Whole to consider of the desirsble-
ress of introducing a Bill to amend the
Dental Act of 1902, the Opticians Act
of 1917, and the Pharmacy Act of 1917
m eertain particutars.’”’

Question put and passed.

PRICKLY-PEAR LAND BILIL.
INTIIATION.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

(Hon, W. McCormack, Cairns): I bog to
move—

“ That the House will, at its next

sitting, resolve itself into a Comaitteo

of the Whole to consider of the desirrble-
ness of introducing a Bill to make better
provision for the administration of lands

infested with prickly-pear within the
State, and for other consequential
purposes.”

GQuestion put and passed.

FRUIT MARKETING ORGANISATION

RIT.L.
INTITATION.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUILTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, Fachaw): I beg to
move—

“That the House will, at its next
sitting, resolve itself into a Committec
of the Whole to consider of the desirable-
riess of introducing a Bill to provide for
the organisaticn of the marketing of
Queensland fruit.”

Question put and passed.

[25 OCTOBER.]
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MEAT INDUSTRY ENCOURAGEMENT
BILL.

SecoxTy READING.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eucham): There will
not be a very great deal of difference of
cpinion about this measure, parsicularly when
1 remind the House that 1t is reaily part of
a Tederal scheme, agreed to by the repre-
sentatives of the industry themselves, sitting
in conference on 19th and 20th bepnemoer fast
vesr. Hon. members who were present as
the conference are familiar with the dis-
cussion, which resulted in a Federal Meat
Advisory Board and a State Meat Advisory
Board being appointed,  This Bill is to
ratify the demsmn arrived at at that con-
ference.  There secms to be some conlusion
in the minds of some people as to the con-
neetion: between the scheme in the Bil and
another scheme submitted to the Government
by the Council of Agriculture as the resuls
of scveral conferences in (Queensland, pax-
ticularly the conference held at Roma, where
certain. resolutions swere passed, and, as the

result of subs equeur conferencas with a scleck
committee of the Council of Agucu]ture.
That scheme was entirely different. It had

for ils object the marketing of mont or
cattle.  This scheme has for its object the
organisation of a purely advisory body, and
is what can be refcrred to as Mr. Rodgers’s
scheme.

I wish to show the attitude that I iock
up with regard to the question at the confer-
ence in Melbourne. I pointed out then that
sernething more than an advisory scheme was
necessary, and I also pointed out that no
State scheme could be of anv advantage
hecause  of constitutional difficulties  and
hecause the industry was an Australian-wide
industry. Amongst other things, I urged on
the cenference, particularly on the chairsan,
Mr. Rodgers, the wisdom of the conference
fully considering the scheme which Mr.
Massey brought i in New Zealand, where
he created a Board to controi the whole of
the export of meat. I pointed out that, if
this State, which is the largest cattle-pro-
ducing State in the Commonwealth, did
anyihing in the way of marketing meat or
Ccmml‘mg prices of meat, our actions wonld
confliet with section 92 of the Commonwealth
Constitution. At that conference I quoted
some of Mr. Massey’s remarks when intro-
due m’r the Bill which became law in New
Zien '1ra in February. 1922. Those remarks
can be quoted in this Chamber particilarly,
Leccause, while this advisory schome wmight
be of adv antage with regard to new markets
and giving uadvier generally, the xauou%
States of the Commrnw alth” still reel that.
if the industry is geing to be placed ¢n &
sound footing, some |huge co-operative
marketing scheme 1ust be evolved; and even
that scheme, as is the cags with Mr. Massey’s
scheme, must involve a measure of compnl-
sion. Tt is all very fine to mlk about the
freedom of the individual to do as he likes
and in the next breath to tailk about co-
cperation.  You cannot have both. Mnr
Jowett rightly pointed out at that' confercnce
that, in his opinion—which should carry
considerable weight coming from such an
individualist—the time had arrived in the
history of this great Commonwealth when
the defaulter who wanted to stay outside
of a voluntary schere and veceive the full
benefits without taking the 1"osponsi‘nﬂitics—
just the same as a “scab’” worker ondea-
vours to remain outside a union and obtuin

Hon. W. N. Qillies.]
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all the advantages—that individual should
be subjoct to some form of compulsion by the
Government to compel him to fall into line
with any great co-operative markeling
scheme that might be brought forward. At
that conference I guoted Mr. Massey, when
mtloducmv his Bili, as saying—
“ During the dmcus%lon I, or someone
clse, expressed the opinion that it was
a pity that we could not go back to
something like the commandeer which
was in existence in war time, and some
of the members who have since been
membors of the committee askea me
hether, if they drew up a report making
mgge:mons to ges over the preseut diffi-
culty and or the lines of the com-
mandeer, I would be willing to consider
1t I said I would. I thauked them for
the suggestion and asked them to get io
work as soon as npossible, and they did.”
The Bill was the result of that suggestion.
T quoted Mr. Masscy further—

“The Act, which is called the Meas
Export Control Act of 1922, emnowers
the Board—

(¢) To direcet and control all export
sales and saipment of New Healand

frozen meat of the 192122 gseason
output, and for such periods there-
after as shall be determined;

(0) To take conirol of all wmeat

derived from stock slaughtercd for
export as soon as it is placed in the
freezing chambers in good and mer-
(hnntltblc condition and  graded as
required ks thn Board, which may
from time to {ime, as it considers cesir-
able, decide as to any class or clusses
of such meat which iv will not accept
as suitable for export.”

I think »r

‘vlngJ’C\ was ‘\le 1’1 1{"()0111\“]@
as he «uicntlv did, that the time had
arrived “h(\n the exporter should not be
allowed to send any cld thing to the I.ondon
market or to foreign markets where we
desire to build up a reputation, Ific theve-
fore created a Board on which the producers
were dominant, and gave them power to say
that not 1 oz of meat could go from New
Zwaland unless they were satisfied ihat 1t
was right up to the quality they Jdesired
and complied with all the conditions as to
quality and other things essential in connec-
tion with an export trade, so that the wood
name of New Zcaland would not be injured
by any cxporter for his own gain. 1 stated
t the conference— ’
‘“ A Board such as that constituted in
New Zealand should represent the pro-
ducers. The producers should see that only
the best of meat went on to the London
market. In this way we would retain
the good name that we have or endea-
vour, as one delegate said, to improve
that which we have at the present time.
“The conditions of the New Zealand
Act continue—

(¢) The Board from time o time
assess the net value of the meat
delivered into store at the works. The

Government, through the Board, to
advance to the owner a percentage, 1o
be agreed upon, of such net value, with
recourse agains$ the person from whom
such advance is made, and in addition
to advance such sums as will cover
charges for slaughtering, freezing,
bagging, railage, putting f.0.b., freight,

[ASSEMBLY.]
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insurance, exchange, and all overseas
storage and selling charges, takins as
security store warrants, bills of Jading,
or other documents of title.

All by-products to remain the uncon-
trolled property of the owner of the
stock slaughtered for export, who may
make such arrangement as he thinks fit
with freezing companies or others in
regard to same.

(d) The Board to make sales of
meat f.o.b. or cif. or to consign
meat for sale oversras at its discretion,
hccordmrr to what it COn°1d€lb to bhe in

the best interests of producers.

(¢) To negotinte freight contracts and
freight arrangemenis for the overscas
carriage of fro-en meat. No confract
to be entered into until approved by
the Government.”

I pointed out with regard to the question of
freicht—and I am satisfied ever ¥ momber
agreed with me—that a board, constltuted as
Mr. Massey had constituted it in New Zea-
Iand, to speak for the whole of th: exporters
of Al]ftmiia would be able to go to the
shipping lines—not go cap in hand asking the
Government to use their influence—hut to go
and say, ** We are the sole exporters, and
our price for freight is so much.”” The time
is past when one party should dictate what
the conditions should b2. That condition of
affairs coxisted years ago with regard to the
worker; but the worker has now some say as
to what wages and conditions he shall work
could

undger. If the counci! fixed a price, the
=ay to & shipping line, “We arc satisfied

that such-and--uch a freight is a reasonable

freight, and we ask you to conudo that,
otherwise we will have to eormuel the
advisability of having our own boats.” That

is an important power that was placed in
the hands of the board under the Massey
scheme.

I referred the marketing scheme brought
forward by the Council of Agriculture to
the Solicitor-General, Mr. Webb, who pointed
out, as I did, the constitutional difficulties
which faced the State under the scheme.
While the scheme brought forward by the
Council of Agriculture would be a very good
one if the constitutional difficulties could be
overcome, they cannot be overcome by any
State scheme, though ther could be over-
coms if the Commonwealth Government
acted on the suggestions I made on that
occasion. I am not making any comparison
between the two schemes. There scoms to
be some confusion in the minds of men out-
side in relation to the scheme for marketing
hrought forward by the Council of Agricul-
ture and the organising scheme embodied in
the Bill of which I am moving the sccond
reading. Mr. Webb, in dealing with the
marketing scheme put forward by the Council
of Agriculture, said this—

“ Briefly the proposals are—

(1) That a cattle board be empowered
to fix a minimum price for stock for
slaughter; this price to vary with cost
of production.

(2) That the board be empowered to
impose a percentage tax on sales of
cattle in Quecnsland.

(3) That although the board is to be
elected only by graziers owning 100
or more head, the tax be paid by dairy
farmers owning less than 100 head.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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(4) That the tax be applied inter alia
to reimbursing losses incurred by cattle
and meat exporters.

(5) That butchers and slaughterers
be licensed by the board and keep
accounts of purchases.

(6) That the penalty for breach of
rogulations be £50 or double the levy.”

Mr. Webb also says this in regard to the
schemoe—

“ These proposals, if embodied in legis-
lation, could not affect the absolute
freedom of interstate trade, commerce,
and intcreourse sceured by section 92 of
the Federal Constitution.

* The proposed tax would not apply to
interstate transactions, even in cases
where the cattle would not be required
by the transaction to leave the State.”

This is important. That is to say, the tax
proposed to be levied under this scheme
would not be imposed on interstate transac-
tions. Mr. Webb goes on to say—

“ And, of course, the minimum price
could be fixed only for local sales.”

That is to say, if some business man came to
Queensland and made a purchase, he would
not be subject to any levy that the local State
Board proposed to impose on all cattle within
the State. That practically destroy:d the
scheme so far as a State levy was concerned,
and so far as mtelstato contracts were con-
corned. The minimum price can only be
fixed for local sales, The Council desired
to fix a price for all meat produced in
Queensland. Mr. Webb further states—
“Macarthur v. Queensland, 29 C.L.R.,
530 at 545 and 549.

““This means that the whole burden
of the mono%a1~’rhc tax and the mini-
muin pr wvﬁ“ ould indirectly fall on local
consumers.’

It was not the desire of the Board only to
impose a tax on the Qucensland consumer.
What they proposed to do was to organize
tho meat industry of Queensland so as to be
able to fix the price for the whole product,
and to put a levy on the whole of the products
to reimburse those who lest by exporting the
surplus

Mr. Tavror: That is the wholesale price?

. The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
es.

Mr. Epwarps: Did not the Council of
Apucultme write an explanation on that
opinion ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes.

Mr. EpwarDs: They did not agree with
the opinion, did they?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
They did not agree with the legal opinion of
Solicitor- G(melal but I am not going to
accept the Council of Agriculture as a legal
authority. Their Ixnov»h’dge of the mdustly
may be very great, but on a Ie(ral question
I am compelled to arcept th» opinion of the
Solicitor-Geeneral. If the Council of Agri-
culture had obtained the opinion of an
eminent counsel—not an ordinary lawver
practising in Brisbane—and he had differed
from the Solicitor-General, then I would
have gone further into the legal aspect of
the question. I have not done so. I expressed
an opinion in Melbourne on the constitutional
difficulties long before the Council of Agri-
culture put forward their marketing scheme,
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and 1 suggested that the Commonwealth
should do what the Council of Agriculture
desired the States to do.

I wish to say just a fow words in regard
to the Bill 1t§ef It is no us2 wasting too
much time in its elaboration, because it Is
a Bill on which there will not be any great
difference of ommon as it 1s simply carrying
out a promise that I made and that the
Premier made to enact any Commonwealth
scheme which would have for its object the
betterment of the meat industry. We pro-
mised that such a scheme would have the
support of the Queensland Government. A
Federal Bill was drafted and submitted to
all the cattle-producing States in the Com-
monwealth, and I am pleased to say that
Qneensland is the first of those States to intro-
duce the Bill. The Bill will become law by
proclamation. What I mecan is that, if the
other States do mot keep their part of the
contract, and if the Commonwealth recedes
from its idea, it will be no use Queensland
putting this Bill in operation.

Mr. Taveor: If the Commonwealth stands
out and some of the other States disagree,
what then?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T am satisfied that Queensland will not stand
out if sufficitent of the other States agree.
The Bill will be brought into operation by
proclamation is soon as there is a reasonable
chance of making it effective. The scheme
was evolved last year at a very large and
important conference.

Briefly, the scheme provides for the creation
of an Australian Mecat Council. The func-
tions of the Council are advisory. They are
to advise the Federal (Government on export
'md other matters affecting the industry.
A State Meat Advisory Board will also be
(’onstltuted I have appointed that Board in
accordarce with the promise I made. The
Joard will hold office for some time after the
Bill becomes law. TIts functions will be to
advise the Minister, act as the agent of the
Australian  Council; making levies and
assessments, and do al with measures which
may be deemed necessary to increase produc-
tien, the 1mprovement of methods in the
indust,rv, standardisation, ctc. The maxi-
mum levv will be 1d. a head for cattle and
onc-sixth of a penny a hcad on sheop, with a
minimum of 100 head in the case of large
stock and 500 sheep. Owners of Iess than 100
cattle and 500 sheep or less will not have a
vote or be taxed under this scheme. It is
believed that the maximum levy will not be
necessary, or that it will not bz neccessary
to make a levy every year. TFifty stock-
owners have the power to demand a poll
before a second levy is made. I insisied on
that clause myself. It is necessary to make
a levy to carry on as soon us the Bill comes
into operation. No further levy will be
made unless the poll, if demanded by fifty
stockowners, 18 taken and the majority of the
stockowners decide on a levy.

Mr. TayLor: Are those fifty over the whole
of the Commonwealth, or to be in one State
only?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
In one State only. The Bill provides for the
appointment of a first Board, which has
already been appointed as a provisional

Board.  After that, elections

[4.20 p.m.] will take place for the appoint-

ment of the Board. I think I
might refer to the system of voting. I did

Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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not agree altogether with the system of
voung—I thought the prinaple of ome man
one vote should apply, but there were strong
arguments put up 12t favour of the man with
the large herd having greater voting power,
and we agreed on the following scheme : —

Under 1,000 head of cattle or 6,000
head of sheep—one vote.

Over 1,000 and under 5,000 head of
cattle, or over 6,000 and under 30,000
head of sheep—two votes.

5,006 head of cattle or 30,000 bead of
sheep and upwards—three votes.

The triennial elections will take place upon
a day to be appointed by the Board, and the
first Board will be appointed by the Lrov arnor
11 Council by notification published in the
“ Gazette.” No doubt, that Board will be
the provisional Board that has already been
elected. Then it is provided that—

“ All acts done by such Board and
appointments and elections made by it
shall be and remain valid as if this Act
had been iu foree, und such Board shall
be deemed to have been constituted under
this Act.  Such Board shall remain in
office for a term to be fixed by the Minis-
ter, not excceding one year after the
commencenicnt of this Act.”

That is to say, if the provisional Board .is
confirmed when the Bill becomes law, it shall
only hold office for not more than twelve
months, when an election will take place.

Clause 15— Powers of Board”’—Is an
important one. It reads—
“The Board may =t all times—

{«) Advise the Minister on all matters
relating to this Act;

{b) Act as the deputy or agent of the
Australian Meat Couneil in the making
of levies and assessments, and in each
and every matter in Lou)cct of which
the said couneil is empo“cxed by 1ts
constitution to delegatc its authority
to the Board; and

(¢) Deal generully with rvespect to
any measure which it may deem

neeessary to increase the production of

beef and mutton and their br-products,

and to improve the methods at any

time in use of breeding, carrving,

killing, cold-storing, or seiling stock

and meat and other products thereof.”
Those arc briefly the powers and duties of
the Board.

Mr. TavLor:
by-products ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
It does not deal with any form of trading.
The relation to the Australian Meat Council
is that before every general election of mem-
bers of the Australian Ifeat Council the
Board in duly constituted meeting, of which
not less than thirtv days’ clear notice has

. been given, shall choose and nominate four

persons to bo its representatives upon the
Australian Meat Council in the foilowing
manner :—

“{a) Those of its members who are
representatives of the meatworks interest
shall, all of them together, in writing in
a sinnlo document over their several
sign@ures, nominate one person; and

‘(b) Those of its members who are
representatives of the cattle interest and

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.

Does not the Bill deal with
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the sheep interest, respectively, shall
each, according to the;r sections and im
like mauner to the representatives of the
meatworks, nominate three persons
according to the following proportions,
namely—the cattle intercst, two persons;
the sheep intercst, one person.”
I do not think there is anvthing else that
I need to expound at this juncture., I do not
anticipate that there will be much criticism
or obiection to the Bill. I admit that there
arce one or two slight alterations in the Bill
as submitted by the Australian Meat Coun-
cil. It was proposed in the original Bill
that a fund should be vested in the Trea-
surer, and that the Treasury should collect
the money. It was thought better that the
cattlemen should collect the money them-
selves. and the Agriculture Department, of
course, will assist them in every way. The
cattlemen will establish their own fund in
some bank, to ba decided upon. The Govern-
ment really have no control in this matter
other than to pass the Act and give effect to-
the principles embodied, and the representa-
tives of the industry themselves will carry out
the scheme.

I have much pleasure in moving—

“ That the Bill be now
time.”

Mr. BELL (Fassifern): 1 rise to support
the second reading of the Bill. I desire to
congratulate the Government and the Minis-
ter on introducing this measure, because 1t
is following out the recommendations that

read a second

were made at a conference held in
Melbourne in September last year, at which

all the Australian States were represented.

The swing of the pendulum has affected
all primary industrics, and these of Aus-

tralia, in common with those in other parts.
of the world, have felt the depression
severely. The responsibility rests, not only

with the producer, but with the Government
to do all that is pos:zible to improve stock
and affect economies in production and dis-
tribution. This is dewmanded by the
impoverished condition of the world to-day.

The Government can help very consider-
ably in doing their share by reducing rents
and granting cheap railage—because it is of
very great mmportance, not only to Queens-
land, but to all the Empire, that the meat
irdu%tlv shall be enubled to curry on. The
need for organisation in the industry is very
great mdeeq It is onc of the worst-

rganised primary industries in Australia
to-day, and it is hizgh time thut we had
some organisation which will link us up
with the other States of the Commonwealth
—an official organisation which will enable
us to have some control of our great export
trade.

I might just mention some of the functions
that this Board will undertake. First of
all, the duty of the Board will be to encour-

age the improvement of stock. In that
matter Australia is rather behind some of

the other countries of the world. The Board
will have to encourage carly turning off
and fattening; beasts will have to be turned
off when they ave two and a-half years old.
We have scen that theery applied in Argen-
fina, our greatest rival, and it has enabled
tkcm to market younger stock and get better
prices in the markets of the world, Tt will
also be the dutw of the Board and the Aus-
flullﬂ.n Meat Council to encourage scientific
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investigation. We have lagged behind too
long in this matter. Doctor Leiper. who.
I think, is one of the greatest authorities
on parasitical diseases, says that Ausiralia
is greatly lacking in this respect. We have
ticks, nodules, and other pests. With
reference to nodules I might say that other
countries of the world are also afflicted wiik
them, and they are known as the Quchocerca
group. We have the ‘“ Ouchoverca Gibsoni,”
which atracks our beasts but iz not found in
other part: of the world. Doctor Cilento,
of the Tropical Diseases Hospital in Towns.
ville, has now discovered that this parasise
is spread by a fly which he calls * Tabaunus
Germanicus.” We have made a step in
the direction of combating these pests. We
know the cause of the ])‘nw!tn and probably
shall be able to apply a remedy in the
future. That is a matter for investigation,
and I think there is a very big field awaiting
scientific investigators in Austealin to- \Lw
Also, 1t will make inves stigations and encour-
age oxperiments in defresting. The Com-

monwealth  Government have earvied out
experiments in HEngland in connection with
one process, and there is also an electric

process which is being -experimented with
to-day. If a perfect system of defrosting
is Invented, 1t will be of considerabie advan-
tage to Australia in connection with our
export trade, and also the Southern trade.
which we hope to sce developed to a very
much greater extent.

Then it is also propesed to cstablish a
bureau of information. Stockowners of Aus-
tralia can apply to the Australian Meat
Council, and they will get information about
markets in other parts of the world, or any
information affecting the industry. in Aus-
tralia. It is also proposad to carry on propa-
ganda in Great Britain and in the larger
centres of the world, and also in the East.
We have been s:king that there should be
some sort of preferonce granted to us by
Great Britain. We do not expect very much
from the British Parliament in the way of
direct prefererce, but we do suggest that
the report of the Bridgeman Commission
should be adopted. and that all importers of
foodstuffs into Great Dritain should be
licensed, and a condition of their license
should be that they handle a certain propor-
tion of Dominion-grovwn goods. It will also
be the function of the State Boards and of
the Australian Meat Council to advise the
Federal and State Governments on any mat-
ters affecting the indusiry.

1 would like to draw attention to what the
Australian Meceat Council has accomplished
up te the present time. We have been suc-
cessful in getting a subsidy granted by the
Federal Government on meat exported. I
do not claim that subsidies are a sclution of
the prcblem. Subsidies are not economical
and they are not sound, but the conditions in
the induztry demand that something should

he done. TUnder that subsidy Queensland’s
share in 1822 amounted to £100,000. Then
we were succcssful in inducing the meat-

works to reduce their treatment d‘nom and
the shipping companies to reduce the ship-
ping freights. In 1913—before the war—the
freight from here to London was 8/16d. per
Ib.. while in 1922 they were as high as 13d.
per lb. The Australian Meat Council, by its
endeavours, has been able to get that freight
reduced to 1d. per lb, and we are hopeful
that the shipping companies will be induced
still further to reduce the freight and so

[25 Ocroszr.]

LEncouragement Bill. 1954

place Australia in a position to compete with
other countries of the world.

I wish now to deal with the question of
the interstate livestock trade. We have seen
within the last few months high prices ruling
in the South, but Qucensland stoekownen
were debarred from pdltlclpatlng in these
high prices. As we know, “ Schedule 877 is.
the arca in Quecnsland w ‘hich is affocted by
ticks, and stcek from that area are not
allowed to go to the South except under con-
ditions of 1nspoction with a three months’
quarantine. * Schedule W,” in which is
included one-third of the stock of the State,
is free from ticks. * Schedules T and Z°
are buffer areas on the Darling Downs, and
stockowners in those areas can also send their
stock to the South subject to certain restrie-
tions and Inspections, It does not seem right
or fair that Queensland stockowners should
be debarred from taking advantage of high
prices in the South. We claim that with
proper dipping and inspections, when our
stock are free from tick the stockowner should
be at liberty to send their stock to New
South Wales, South Australia, or Victoria,
provided he has a certificate from the inspec-
tor at the border. We have kept the area
within ¢ Schedule W » free from ticks, and
it is quitc possible, by proper supervision,
to see that no ticks are introduced into New
South Wales or Victoria. It is proposed to.
interview the reprezentatives of the Southern
States and the chief stock inspectors of the
various Governments with reference to having,
these restriction® rvemoved, so that stock-
owners in Queensland, in times of high prices,.
will be able to take advantage of those higiw
prices in the South. We have seen stock 1me
Victoria bringing up to £28 a head when we
could not get much more than £8 10s. a
head in Bri sbane; and in Sydney similar
stock were fetching up to £23 a head.

Those are some of the functions that the
State Meat Boards and the Australian Meat
Council will carry out. I have already
pointed out what has been accomplished, and:
I think the stockewners of Queensland will’
be amply repaid for any small levy that may-
be made upon them.

I will not deal with the constitution of the.
State Meat Boards and of the Australian
Meat Council, as the Minister covered that
grourd. TUp to the present time the Austra-
fian Meat Council has spent a sum of £9,400,
which includes an amount of £5.000 to send
two delegates to the East to ascertain if therc.
are new markets there, and to report upon
the pessibilitv of an expansion of trade in
the TFast. They have alrcady visited the.
Philippines and Japan, and they are now
coming round vi4 Singapore and Java, and
shortly we should receive a report as to the.
possibility of opening up trade in the East.

It is also the duty of the Australian Meat
Council to search for new markets and te
aicertain the conditions operating in other
countries of the world. If we cannot carry
con our industry in Australia cconomically,
then we shall either have to find fresh markets
or the industry will be reduced to such an
extent that we shall only be able to rear
livestock to supply our own internal marke-s,
which will mean a very great less. not only
to Queensland, but to Australia tronmallu

Also, it might be neccessary to
shops in England and subsidise sompanies
who will open cold stores in the East. The
great difficulty in the distribution of meat in
the Hast is that there are not sufficient cold

Mr. Bell.]

subsidise
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stores available. If the Australian Meat
Council think i1t advisable and that it will
assist the industry in Australia, it will prob-
ably subsidisc shops and have some control-
ling influcnee over distributing shops in other
parts of the world.

There have been many propositions put
forward for the protection of the industry.
We have had suggestion of a cattle pcol.
Pools are wvery diflicult to work, and the
system vous not feasible, and, as the Sccretary
for Agriculture has pointed out, it would
no: be constitutional.

I notice that Argentina has just passed an
Act of Parliament providing that no beef
can be exported unless the producer receives
a minimum price. They recalise that the
mecat companies there have sole control over
the distribution in Britain, France, and other
countriez on the Continent of Europe, and
they zay, “ We will not give you permission
to cxport this beef unless the producer is
assured a minimum price.”” Argentina can
do that, but we in Qucensland could not
pass such an Act, as it would be against the
spirit of the Federal Constitution.

I do not anticipate that the State Meat
Advisory Board or the Australian Meat
Council are going to be a complete solution
of our difficulties. They will not be a
panacea for all our troubles—we shall have
to do something else. It has been suggested
to the Premier that he should establish
abattoirs in the Brisbane area, and also in
the Central and the Northern divisions, as
required., I might say that we suggested
a bigger proposition. We suggested that the
Meat and Dairy Produce Encouragement
Act of 1893 should be re-enacted, and a levy
made on the whole of the stock of the State
to enable the stockowners to acquire meat-
works in the North, the Centre, and the
South. To get over the greatest bugbear of
the operators in Quecnsland—lack of con-
tinuity of operations—it was suggested by the
stockowners that these should be declared to
be central abattoirs for North, Centre,
and South. IHowever, the Premier sug-
gested that there should first of all be
abattoirs in the Brisbane area, and I
think it is high time that abattoirs were
cstablished here. This is the only capital
State in the Commonwealth that has not got
abattoirs. There would be proper inspec-
tion and supervision and the people would
be supplied with healthy food, as the inspec-
tion would be centralised. Under the present
system we have some sixty slaughter-houses
in and around Brisbane, and under such a
gystem it is impossible to have efficient con-
trol of the cattle slanughtered. Further than
that, it is not economical, because there 1is a
great deal of waste. Under a central abattoir
system there would be a great saving in the
by-products alone. We would also suggest
that the abattoirs should be big enough for a
stockowner to have stock treated on his own
account, so that, if he was not satisfied with
the price he received he could either export
his meat overseas or send it to the South in
a chilled condition, as that is done in con-
nection with the Metropolitan Meat Industry
Board in New South Wales, where they
have one of the finest abattoirs in the world.
We would like to see such abattoirs estab-
lished in Brishane.

Hon. F. T. BrennNan: When the railway
connection is made between Beaudesert and
Kyogle it will be an advantage in that direc-
tion.

[Mr. Bell.
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Mr. BELL: It would be of very great
azsistance if the Kyogle connection was built.
We could then send chilled beef either by
train or boat. The proper way to tranship
beef from the Noith to the South is in a
chilled condition. People in the South would
get a wholesome product, and we would
provide work in Queensland for our work-
men., We would also treat our by-products
—our hides and so on—and we would pro-
bably have more competition, as buyers for
these by-products would come here. In estab.
lishing abattoirs I would suggest also that
an abattoir Board should be appointed on
similar lines to the Meat Industry Board of
New South Wales, which is a Board of three.
There they have control also of the sale-
vards, and I think that such a Board should
have control of the salerards in Queensland,
because we look upon the saleyards as a
public utility.

I hope that the Bill will pass, because it
will place in the hands of the producers in
(Jueensland some means of organisation—it
will co-ordinate the activities under one head.
When we have one head to appeal to it
will be very much more satisfactory.

The Minister explained the provisions of
the Bill with regard to the system under
which members are elected to the Board.
Owners with under 1,000 head of cattle or
6,000 head of sheep are to have one vote;
owners with over 1,000 and under 5,000 head
of cattle or over 6,000 and under 30,000 head
of sheep, two votes, and owners with more
than 5.000 head of cattle or 30,000 head of
sheep three votes. That is similar to the
provisions under the Rabbit Act in opera-
tion in Queensland to-day, which has been
carried out most successfully. The principal
clause in the Bill is clause 13, which refers
to polls which may be demanded by fifty
owners. This is a democratic idea and pro-
bably one which the Government might try
in their taxation Bills; but at the present
time the industry is going through such 2
bad period that no matter what taxation Is
proposed the taxpayers will vote against it.
I propose at the Committee stage to suggest
an amendment to provide that at least 60
per cent. of the stockowners who pay the
assessment shall vote, and that the question
must be carried by a three-fifths majority
of that number. I would ask the Minister
if there is to be only one poll in Queensland.
Clause 13 states—

“ After a first levy of an assessment
has been made under this Act, any num-
ber of owners of stock, not being less than
fifty such owners, who have duly paid
such assessments, shall be entitled to de-
mand that a poll of stockowners liable
to pay assessments under this Act shall
be taken on the question whether a
further levy of assessments under this
Act shall be made or not.”

Ts there only one poll to be taken after the
first assessment has been paid, or can they
have any number of polls so long as fifty
owners ask for them?

The SECRETARY TFOR AGRICULTURE: 1t 18
inteuded that they shall have any number of
polls, but it is not quite clear. We shall
have to alter that.

Mr. BELL: I want to be clear on the
point. If it is the intention to have imore
than one poll, I think there should not be
more than one poll in a period of three
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vears, and I will move an amendment in
that direction.

Then there is a slight mistake in clause
23, w]mch says—

“ Every such complaint shall be made
by the chairman in his official name of
‘the Chairman of the State Meat In-
dustry Board.” ”

The assessment is only proposed as a maxi-
mum levy of 1d. per head of cattle and
one-sixth ‘of a penny per head of sheep, and
it is proposed only to raise half of this in
the first year, which amount, it is hoped,
will carry us on. The Federal Government
made available to the Australian Meat Coun-
cil £50.000 for organisation purposes. We
as a Board are to do our best to see that
that is paid. If, after a poll is taken, it is
decided that the Board shall cease to exist
and there are to be no more levies, it means
that the Boald will go out of existence.
The first year’s assessment we estimate will
produce #£40,000—that is, 3d. per head of
cattle and one-twelfth of a penny per head
of sheep.

Mr. Morcaxn: Is
alone?

Mr. BELL: For the whole of Australia.
The Northern Territory has signified its
intention of coming under this Bill, which
will be sanctioned by an Order in Council.
New South Wales is also very much
interested and will probably come in; Vie-
toria will come in; and Tasmania has signi-
fied its intention of coming in. Western
Australia and South Australia arc doubtful
—in fact, they say they do not want to come
in at prcsent but I fhink that, if this Bill
is passed and the other Fastern States of
the Commonwealth fall into line, Western
Australia and South Australia will also fall
into line.

that for Quecensland

I would like to point out the need for some
organisation in the meat industry in Australia
to-day. We have been carrying on the indus-
try for the last three years at a great loss.

At 5 pm.,

The CraTRMAN OF ClomMirrres (Mr. Kirwan,
irisbane) relieved the Speaker in the chair.

Mr. BELL: We have sold our products at
less than the cost of production. In proof of
that statement, I would like to draw the
attention of the Iouse to some figures in
reference to Siate stations. In 1921-1922 1%
cost the State £217,466 17s. 10d., including
interest and depreciation and all other
charges, to run the State stations, spread over
208,837 head of cattle, which works out at £1
0s. 8d. per head. In ordinary seasons, the
normal cast from this number of stock should
be 11 per cent., or about 23,000 head. This
would mean that the Government ought to
receive £9 8s. per head for their fat stock
to enable them to pay working expenses and
interest on their cattle }110‘0(‘1t](‘5 Assuming
that the cattle average 600 lb. in weight, this
would represent 32s. per 100 1b. Hon. mem-
bers know that that is far above what we
have been receiving on the average. Then
the Government are free from liability for
Federal and State taxation, and the
private owner does not get his borrowed
moner at as low a rate as that charged
to the Government cattle stations—that is,
5 per cent. and 6 per cent. from Loan Fund
and Trust [Funds, respectively. In 1922-1923
the cost of running the State stations was
£224,717 3s., spread over 218,413 cattle, or
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£1 0s. 7d. per head. Sc hon. members will
realise that we are not getting anything like
the cost of production, and  the industry
cannot be carried on uuloss we are Qetting
at least that cost. It. therefore, behoves
the Government to give every assistance
they can, not only to the cattle-growers who
remain in the industry, but also to those who
can convert their Lountlv into sheep-carrying
country. Large areas of country at presentg
carrying cattle can carry sheep, but the
owners have gone out of sheep because of
the cnormous cost of dealing with rabbits,
dingoes, and other pests. I think the Govern-
ment should provide cheap wire-netting on
extended terms so that that country can
again be made profitable for sheep.

I have much pleasure in giving my support
to this Bill, and I hope it will have a speedy
passage through the House.

Mr. FOLEY (Leichhardt): 1 appreciate
the fact that some move is now being made
to organise the catile industry on a firm
footing, although the Bill 1s really a
machinery Bill With v cry little in it besides
provision for the establishment of the Advi-
sory Board and a fund to carry on. It is to
be hoped that when the cattlemen have the
opportunity of appointing their officers on the
State and Federal bodies, they will be intelli-
gent cnough to appoint men who will carry
out their duties in the interests of the cattle-
men vigorously and well. The industry is
in such a position to-day that every thinking
man must regard the outlook with a certain
amount of alarm. I have received this letter
tfrom the secrctary of the Australian Labour
party at Withersfield, on the Central Rail-
way-—-

¢ Withevsfield, 14th October,
“T. A. TFoley, M.ILLA.

“ Just a few lines to let you know how
we are getting on here.

“Jt 1s keeping very dry and cattlemen
are having a pretry rough time, not
only with the dry weather, but they are
also ‘ rooked’ by the *ring.

“Though we know you are unable to
alter present conditions, still the infor-
mation mayv be of use to you in some
future debate, as we have no doubt the
Government will try to make things
better. A case In point: One of our
members sent thirty head of fats to
Robs1rt Duncan and Company last month,
which netted the owner 7s. 6d. per head,
With beef at the price it is in Rock-
hampton, this is simply robbery. This
is not the only case, and should you
require it, I will forward full particulars
at any time.

“With good wishes from all here,
“ Yours fraternally,
“(Sgd.) Syp. A. Masox
“Hon. Sec. ALP.
The cattlemen ara apparently at the mercy
of the middleman.

1923.

Mr. Erpuinstoxe: The State butcher
shops.
Mr. FOLEY: Not nccessarily the State

butcher shops. No doubt their buyers attend
the sales at Rockhampton and Brisbane, but
it does not follow that they attend cvery
sale. From the remarks of Mr. Mason, it is
cvident that there is an impression that
some influence is operating at the cattle-
vards to the detriment of the stock pro-
ducers of the State. It should be apparent

Mr. Foley.]
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to eversone that a fat beast should bring
more than 7s. 6d. to the owser who has only
to send it 120 or 180 miles. Something is
wrong somewhere when that price only could
be obtained. Somebody is making some-
thing out of it, and it will be up to the

Board, when estabhshed to see that the
organisation covers every branch of the
industr v and endeavours to prevent such

things as I have indicated.

Practically two-thirds of the catile we pro-
duce In Australia are consumed in Australia
—I think my figures are approximately cox-
rect—and with a little organisation it should
Le possible so to regulate the supplies on
the Australian markcets that a fair and stable
price could be obtained, and the cattle indus-
try safeguarded against bankruptey. That
is all that is necessary, and it is to the
discredit of the cattleman of Queensland
and of Australia gencrally, that he kas not
had some sort of organisation before now.
With the hon. member for Baqslfern I have
much pleasure in giving my hearty support
to this measure, which I hf)pe will lead to
better times for the cattle indus try.

Mr. MORGAN (Hwrdlla): I am very
pleased to know that the Minister is not
altogether satisied with this Bill. I cer-
tainly am not, because all that we are doing
is to create what we might call a steam.
hammer to crush a nut. We are practically
creating a Board to make levies for raising
funds. There is nothing in the Bill directing
the Board in the expenditure of the money,
or saying anything as fto the benefits that
are likely to acerue to the people engaged
in the mdubtlv It seems to me that it is
almost impossible to oxpect that all the
States will carry similar measures, Although
we may carry the Bill, T do not think it
will come into operation generally through-
out Australia, because scveral of the other
States will not puss similar legislation, and
I would suggest the delction of the clause
which provides that the Bill shall not come
into force, or the Board be formed, till the
Commonwealth has passed an Act consti-
tuting the Australian Meat Council, so that
after a certain time, if the Minister so
desires, the Ouoe}"aland Advisory Board will
be able to ry on operaticns whether other
States follow our example or not.

We in Queansland more than in any other
State require power to regulare particular
the rrice of beef.  After I have quoted these
Az bhon. members x\iH sgice that the
overses market is confined to cattle fattencd
in Cucensland. The followi ing figures show
the number of catile and sheep in the vavious

Siatres

Queensland .. I s §
New South Wales | "16,.)3() i
V1(t0m . Cob 1,785,660
South Austratin ALY 197
stern Australia ‘ 03816

111110 - “e i
rthern Territory .. |

Quennsland  possesses 48 per cent. of
cattle and 22 per cont. of the sheep of
Cowmonwenlth. Queensland pos

the
the

cent. of the beef cattle of  Australi
New South Wales and Victoria they have as
many, if not more dairy cattle 't

ssessed  in Quecnsland,  but
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DOSLE3Ses, (’omp:na“vvn]y speaking. only a
snall number vet not sufficient to
feed the people living in that State. The
same thing applies to South Australin and
Tssmania.  Queensland and Western Aus-
tralia are practically the only States thas
posscss more beef tle than are necessary
to feed the people living in those States.
One  must therefsre come to the con-
clusicm  that the beef industry is confined
almost exclusively to Queenslard.

The SeoreTary TOR PUBLIc WORKS: What
do vou think of the preposal contaired in
the ietter that I read yesterdav?

Ir. MORGAN :
nroposal,
later on.

It was a wonderfully gocd
and I am going to deai with it
Quecnslaond possesses 8.58 head of

cattle per head of the population, and
Western  Australia  possesses £.57 head of
cattle per head of the population. Some of

the States do not poss-:s one beast per head
of the population. During the last five
years Queensland has slaughtmod an averags
of 475,000 head of cattle, including calves.
During the last five vears Queensland has
exported beef presceved by the eold nrocess

io the value of £4,0600,000 per annum. The
United  Kingdom was our best cust
with Kgypt next; last year we obta

v customer in ltﬂx and we sent £62,000
worth of preserved meat to that (’ovmry
fmm Australia:  The following figurcs show
the value of the export trade from the
Commonwealth for the year 192021 :—

1b.

— ‘ Valued at.
£
Queensland L] 159,464,532 | 8,301,814
Qe\\ South Wales' o 12,3;01 ‘;2/1 5;2,{2(3?‘)
victoria .. . 911,38 2,4
Western Australia ‘ 5,756,126 123,865
South Australia’ .. .. } 16b 583 4,364

The wmount exporte:d from Queensland was
£3.301.214 and 1‘10m the other States of the
( ommgxmoalth only £518,027, so that Queens-

land exported six-sevenths. These fligures
preve  conclusi apart from whag other
Siates may think aloot 1n‘piowncr the heef
industry, that Queons sland is prineipally

corned. New South Wales, Victoria, ax
Awstralia principilly  cxport muitow

larub.

ana
while Quex n:land unfortunately doos
The Souihern

Ve little in that direction.

e are more concerned about the value
of mutton than the value of beef. Thosa
Staices do not produce sufficient bu‘f fov their

they depend  on
Tt has b(‘on peint-d
for Fassifeen that
New South Wales
sheme.,  Tde has
that Victoria and Tasmania
agreed to come in. Western Australia
r.nth Australia have already announced
asly thelr respecrive
legislation.

own  requirements, and
Queensland cattle or it.
out by the hon. mwerwber
it is doubtful whether

intends to come into this «
wnformed  us
have
at 1

t they do not intend to a
Gevermments to pass similar

If the full
on cattle and one-xixth
head on  sheep is  levied in
land. there will be ohtained about
£20,000 {from cattle and £10.000 from
sheep. If New South Wales came into the
scheme. that State would contribute £30.000.
being £10.000 from cattle and £20,000 from
sheep.  The Bill provides that, if a person
possosses less than 100 head of cattle or 500
head of sheep, he will not come under the

amount of 1d. per head
of a penny bper
Queens-
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«wperations of the Bill. have a very good
knowledge of the pos 1t10n in Victoria, and I
know that the average sheepowner there who
goes in for breeding lambs principally for
export does not possess 500 head of sheep.

Wimmera is the principal sheep or lamb
raising district in Victoria, and the average
fduner there does not possess more than
from 250 to 350 ewes. KFrom those he breeds
his lambs for export and uses them in con-
junction with wheat farming in the locality.
“The fact that Vietoria is going to come under
the scheme will not bring much revenue to
it. T ostimats that Vietoria will not con-
tribute from the whole of its resources of
sheep and cattle more than £3,000, even
if the maximum levy is made. Tasmania
will contribute little or nothing at all. It
would be difficult to find any porson in
Tasmania who possesses more than 500 sheep
ot 100 cattle, so that the fact of Victoria and
Tasmania coming into the scheme will not
help Queensland 1n any shape or form. Both
ihese States ars dependent for their cattle
on Queensland and the other States. That is
thv I advocate that we should go on with
the Bill

I trust that the Minister will accept certain
amendments T latend to move in connection
with the Board. I would like to see the
Board called a Meat Industry Board and not
a Meat Advisory Board. We want some-
thing more than advice to put our cattle
industry once more on a solid and sound
foundation. We want a Board that will not
only be able to ‘operate and collect a levy,

but which will assist in co-operative enter-
prises, control slaughter-vards, and, gener-

ally speaI\m control the cattle from the
githe they leave the fattening paddock until
the meat is placed on the plate of the con-
sumer. No pool or compulsion to do this is
vequired.  All that is needed is a certain
control. If it was found that rings were in
operation, and that certain influenc:s opol ated
detrimentally to the consumer, the Board
would be in a position, with the Government
behind thom. 1o defy the greatest trust or
combine in this State. A combine or trust
with their millions might be able to fight the
Board, but with the Government behind the
Poard they will have to (ight the State of
Queensland, and the State will be powerful
«nough to prevent them from intm’fc:ring:
The opinion is held by :ome that it is
absolutely imperative that the oversea markot
should be Jm]uo\od The nolicy of Great
Britain iz to supply cheap nieat, bnad and
all t‘m n co s of life to the people "That
has been the policy of CGreat Britain for the
last hundred vears. In fact. no Government
has ever survived In the United Kingdom
that has been in favour of taxing foodstutts

and increasing the price to the consumer.

The CRETARY FOR PTBLIC WORES: Sir
“Henrs “ampbell  Bannerman obtained a
record majority in 1905 on the cheap loaf
ery,

My, Moomre: So did the Queensland Go-

vernment in 1915, That is how they got in.
The SECRETARY FOR DPUBLIC WORKS: We
delivered the loaf.
Mr. Moore: You ruined the loaf.

Mr. MORGAN : The point T w ant to make
is that ouly the cattle industry down and
out. Good prices are. being reah:ed for
mutton, lambs, and wool, but not so with
cattle.  'We export only 19 per cent. of the
cattls slaughtered in this State. Why should
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19 per cent. requlate the price of 81 per cent. ?
If an organitation is created under this Bill,
it will be able so to regulate matters that,
while consumors get meat at a reasonable
rate, the producer will get a price for his
cattle that will not only allow the industry
to carry on but return him a ])1oﬁt The
general body of workers recognise that an
industre which is down and out and financially
bankrupt must go out of business. While
such a condition of affairs might make for
cheap meat for a year or two, they V\Ould
soon be called upon to pay exorbitant prices
when the herds were reduced to 3,000,000 or
4,000.000. The Board should bs able to
regulate the market so that beef would not
reach exorbitantly high prices or fall to the
ruinous prices Whlch exist at the present
moment. That is why I say that the Bill
is by no means perfect, and I hope the Min-
1ister will aceept amendments in Committee
to cnable this Board to be extablished. The
Minister should bring the Meat Industry
Board into existence bg proclamation even
if some of the other States do not fall into
line and the schemc does not come to
maturity. I admit that the Australian Meat
Counci! has done good work up to the pre-
sent. I also admit that the State Advisory
Board. which has been in existence for eleven
or twelve months, has done good work. It
succeeded in inducing the Federal Govern-
ment to renew the subsidy for last year, and
in getting a substantial reduction in oversea

freights, a reduction in the freight of cattle
on the railways, and a 1~duction in the
killing chargss in the freezing works not

only 1n Quecensland but in other States. It
has also succeeded in finding new markets
for our beef, although not on & very large
seale. Tt has alvo gone into the matter of
chilled or frozen meat and defrosting of
frozen meat. The defresting of frozen meat
really means that our meat, which at times
has becw frozen for several months or years,
when it roaches its destination overseas is
placed in a chamber and brought back in
appearance, taste, and quality, to the condi-
tion of the chilled meat that is imporied into
Great Britain from Argentina and other
places.

The Srcrersry ror Puerie Wowxs: The
objeetion to frozen meat in Britain iy raised
in the interests of the chilled beef from
Argentina. '

Mr. MIORGAN : T have had the opportunity
of haviug placed before me fresh, {frozen, and
chilled m -at, Lat I could not taste the diff-
erence.  Frozen meat can be picked out hefore
it is cooked hecause it 1s hard and solid 94 a
stone.  Mr. Jowett when in Fngland od -
a number of cxperts to assemble at a place
wher> he had frozen, chilled, and fresh beef
placad on the table before them. When the
meat was eooked his guests could not tell the
difference between the frozen bi-of from Awvs-
tratin, fresh beef from Secotland, or chilled
beof from Argentina. The majority of the

paople did not know wh-ther they

[5.30 p.m.] woere cating the fresh meat from

Scotland or the frozen meat from
Australia.  That will demonstrate the fact
that our frozen meat does not dcteriorats,
and that we are suffering merely through the
propaganda of those pcople who make more
profit bx trading in meats secured outsids of
Australia than b selling Australian meat.

It is an irrefutable fact that the best meat
sent from Australia has been marked up and
sold by the retailers as Argentine meat,

Mr. Morgan.]
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while the worst cuts have been placarded as
coming from Australia.

The Secrerary FOR PuBric WORKS: As a
matter of fact, the butchers selling Austra-
lian meats have sold the best cuts as home-
{fed meat.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes; and the second
quality is sold and placarded as coming from
Australia. This takes away all the credit of
our excellent first-quality meat. It is ncces-
sary for the new Board to be in existence
for the purpose of counteracting methods such
as that, which are injuring our meat indus-
try. The meat sent away from Australia
during the past twelve months or two years
was equal to any meat from any part of the
world. During the war, owing to the fact
that the article was so badly needed, we sent
anything across the water—our old cows,
stags—anything—and quality did not count.
After the war there were 7,000,000 tons of
Australian meat that had been some four
years in England awaiting consumption. The
Imperial Government, instead of dumping
that meat or sending 1t to feed the people of
some Furopean country in necessitous clrcum-
stances, placed it on the open market, and it
damaged our name considerably. Since the
war the excellent quality of our meat has
partly re-established our good name.

The hon. member for Fassifern mentioned
that it was necessary to fatten our cattle in
two to two and a-half years. I agree with
him up to a certain point. I contend that
we in Gueensland shall never have cattle at
the age of two and a-half years fit for the best
market unless we go in for artificial feeding

—artificial grasses or lucernc, as the case
may be. Our natural grasses will not bring

cattle to the proper proportions in two and
a-half ycars. The Argentine cattle people
are able to do this successfully owing to the
hundreds of thousands of acres of alfalfa
grown there. Thev take their cattle from
the prairies, where ther are reared, to the
artificial feed and fatten them for the market.
in Queensland we mav eventually come to
that. On our natural grasses we can fatten
cattle satisfactorily in threc and a-half or
four years and have them equal to cattle
produced in any part of the world, other than
those produced by stall feeding.

I shall quote a few figures to show the
state of the cattle industry throughout the
world. British India, which is the largest
producer of cattle, possesses 129,000,000 head.
The United States of America, the next
largest producers, have 67,000,000. Argentina,
which 1s fifth on the list, has 27,000,000—
twice the number of Australia, which is
seventh on the list and has only 13,500,000
Brazil is coming into prominence, and will
be a great factor in the supply of meat to
the United Kingdom in the near future. It
possesses 37,000,000 head. We have much to
fear from Brazilian competition. The
United Kingdom has for many years obtained
an enormous supply of meat from Brazil
owing to the fact that the Argentine Govern-
ment has thought it necessary to prohibit the
sale of beef for export unless it is purchased
at a certain price. I think thesr were wise in
doing that, as they assured to the grower a
sufficient remuncration for the work he had
put in. Unfortunately, we in Australia can-
not legislate in that fashion, because we are
not of sufficient importance. We supply 2nly
about 3 per cent. of the meat nccessary for
consumption by the people of the United
Kingdoem, and 1t would not make a great

[Mr. Morgan.
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deal of difference to the British Isles whether
they were supplied with Australian beef or
not. We should concentrate upon such
markets as Italy. There is no reason why
we should confine the whole of our attention
to the British market. If Ttaly is prepared
to buy our meat, we should sell to them. I
am pleased to know that last year they took
from Australia £062,600 worth of meat. If
this market and the markets of the Rast are
properly exploited, we shall have no difficulty
m getting rid of our meat. We only need
te find a market for 19 per cent. If our
population goes on incrcasing, and sheep
multiply and cattle decreasc—and I sincerely
hope that sheep will increase enormously in
place of cattle—in ten years we shall not be
able to produce any more beef in Australia
for export, as we shall need it for our people.

All we want is a measure to enable us to
regulate the Queensland and Australian
markets. We need not worry a great deal
about micat going overseas. 1f we could get
a fair price for the 81 per cent. of the beef
consumed in Australia, it would not matter
much whether we sold the remaining 19 per
cent. That could be sold perhaps for a loss.

I am pleased that this Bill has come into
existence, because we know from experience
that something must be done to regulate
prices and to control the rings operating in
Australia. ~ We know that meat that was
bought by Queensland meatworks at from
18s. to 16s. per 100 is going to the
Southern States and that huge profits are
being made. The producers of the cattle are
not malking those profits; ther had to sell at
a low value. Those who handle and freeze
the meat are making the huge profits. Had
we had co-operative meatworks operating in
Queensland we would have participated in
that profit. We would have got for our cattle
the same price that the meatworks paid in
the first instance. and then, when the meat
was sold in the Southern markets, we would
have got the extra profit. The high nrices
ruling in the Southern markets during the
last three or four months have been caused
by the drought in Australia. The co-opera-
tive companies would have participated in
those high prices, and would have been able
to distribute a bonus to the producers from
the profits made on the distribution of meat
in the South. Until the producers of cattle
have their own co-operative meaiworks and
are able to control the beast from the time
it leaves the fattening paddock until the beef
reaches the consumer, we are not going to
receive any great benefit. We have received
a subsidy from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and a reduction of freights on the rail-
way, but the greater proportion of that
money has gone to the meatworks. It has
not gone into the pockets of the producers at
all. That is what we want to prevent, and
it can only be prevented by having a Board
properly constituted and consisting of the
best men obtainable.

I would like briefly to deal with one or
two matters contained in the Bill. First
of all. T would like to delete the proviso
that the proclamation fixing the date on
which the Act shall come into operation
shall not be made until the Parliament of
the Commonwealth has passed an Act
defining the Australian Meat Council. That
proviso should be eliminated, and the Go-
vernment should have power to declare the
Act in operation independent of whether
the other States fall into line or not. Then
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the name of the State Meat Advisory Board
should be altered. It should be called the
“State Meat Industry Board.” It should
be something more than an advisory board.
The election to the Board should take place
six months after the Act has been proclaimed

in force. Twelve months is too long a
period. The present Board has not been

clected bx  the producers; it has been
appointed by the Minister. I have no fault
to find with the Board, but the sooner it
hecomes elective the bhetter it will be for
the people interested. The Bill provides that
fifty owners may dr‘nmnd a poll as to whether
any fresh levy shall be made or not. That
number 18 too few, and I would like the
Minister to increase it to 100, I am not
in favour of 2ny proviso that a vote must
be carried by a three-fifths majority and
that at least €0 per cent. shall vote. We
iive in a democratic age and a simple
majority should be suf‘ﬁcmnt but Lefore we
are put to the expense of having a poll,
at least 100 stockowners who contribute to
the funds of the Board should demand such
poll. There should also be a provision that
the Board can be terminated by a vote of
the producers who pay levies. If they have
power to create the Board. they =hould have
power to terminate the Board if it outlives
1t usefulness.  The levy should be collected
in the same manner as levies are collected
under the Discases in Stock Act and the
Brands Act. A form is issued cach year
hy the department to those who de<ire it
and all that would be necessary would be
to add another column to that form. At
the present time, levies under the Diseases
in Stock Act and under the Brands Act are
paid to the clerks of petty sessions in the dif-
forent districts, and when th= stockowners
are paving these levies thev could also pay
‘bo levy in respect of the State Meat
Advisory Board. The mﬂ(‘hinmy already
i existence conld be used for the purpose
of collecting these levies from the stock-
owner, and 1o further expeuase need be
1ncurred.

The Statn Meat Advisory Board should
control the fund. This Bill provides that
the money has to be sent to the Auwstralian
Meat Council.  That Council might consist
of anvone. That is an unsatisfactory provi-
sion.  Men who have not been elected by
the producers to the State 2Meat Advisory
Board may become members of the Austra-
lian Meat Courcil. and the levies are to be
sent down to that Council, which will send
back a certain amount to cover the cxpesnses
of the State Meat Advisory Board. We
should contribute our pronortion of the
expenses of the Australian Meat Couneil and
the balance of the funds should he used for
lecal requirements. I have already explained
that Queensland will contribute £30,000 under
this scheme, while Vietoria will contribute
about £3.000. and Ta~mama a little over
£1.000. Those are the only three States
that so far have definitely decided to pass
legislation of this kind.

T object to the constiturion of the Austra-
lian Mecat Council. That Council may be
elected from Melbourne men or Southern
men, whereas 1t Jlould consict of men elec-
ted by the producers in the different Stiates,
We arc entitled to send three renvesentatives
to the Council—two representatives of tHe
cattle industry and one representative of ihe
sheop industry. These roprosontari\‘f‘s should
be members of the State Meat Advisory
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Board. We should not be allowed to elect
others to represent us on the Australian
Meat Council. I also object to the form
of the ballot. The Bill provides that the
State Meat Advisory Board shall consist
of four cwners of stock representing  the
cattle interess and two owners of stock repre-
senting the :heep interest, in addition to
three represcntatives of the meatworks of the
State and a Governmont representative. The
sheepmen will have an opportunity of voting
for the representatives of the cattle interest
and the cattlemen will have an opportunity
of voting for the representatives of tho
sheep interest. There should be two baliot-
papers: one for the cattle representatives,
and only the cattlemen should have a vote
as to who the cattle representatives should
be. The same thing should apply to shecp.
The ballot-papers should be sent to the sheep-
men, who should have a say as to who should
represent them on the Board. It is not
right that one section should have the whole
voice in_the election of members of the
Board. If a man is assessed in regard to
both cattle and sheep, he should have a ballot,
paper sent to him as an owner of cattle and
sheep respectively. In my opinion that is
the only way in which if properly can be
done,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member has exhausted the time allowed

him under the Standing Orders.
Mr. DEACON (Cunaingharn): I move—

“That the hon. member for Murilla
be granted an oxtension of time.”

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is it the
rleesure of the House that the hon. member
for Murilla be allowe:l an oxtension of {ime?

HoxNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

. MORGAN: I thank hon. members for
then‘ courtesy—I shall only be two or three
1ainutes longer. The Bill docs not provide
for 1be time within which voting-papers have
to bo sent in after nomination.

The SECRETARY ¥OE AGRICULTURE :
he done by regulation.

Mr. MORGAN: T think not less than six
weels should elapse from the day of nomina-
tion until the return of the ballot-papers.
Then we ought to be more democratic in
regard to the witnessing of signatures to
veting-papers. It is really quite suflicient
if the signature is aitested by an elector of
the State.

T do not intend to occupy the time of the
Heuse much further. I have a number of
amendments  which I propose movmg in
Cormmmittee. I hope that the Minister will
not treat the Bill as a party measure. The
hon. member for Fassifern represents one
orgamisation in the caitle industry and I
represent a different organisation; bui, while
we may disagree in some matters, generally
speaking we are in accord in our views with
regard to the indusiry. VVe recognise that
something must be done to place the industry
upon a solid foundation. We are losing too
much in Queensland, and we have no right
tate to sit siill and wait for other
Siates or other parts of the =world to come
to our rescue.

That will

as a

The meat industrrs has been ridiculed as
a  disorganised mgastw which has done
nothing For itself. agree with thai, and
the imputation is ]nsﬂy deserved. We have
been trying to do zomething lately, and we

Mr. Morgan.]
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have o co-operative company in course of
formzation; but owing to the state of the
industvy we find it difficult to get sufficient

money. We hope that it will eventually be
successful.  Certain measures are going
through the House which will help wus.
(attlemen recognise that two things ave

pecessary. One is to have this Board created,
aund the other is to have co-operative works
to compete against the present private com-
punics—not o abolish them or run them out
of Lusiness or buld new works. We intend
to acguire existing works, not by way of
xnuma‘mon or seizure, but by wav of pur-
chase. We recognise that there are too many
meatworks in Queensiand at the present time
to deal with our cattte. We think that meat-
works in Brisbane, Rockhampton, Townsville,
and one at Port Curtis will be quite suficient.
We think that we should have abatioirs in
. run  under co-operation.  They
shoula not be run by the Government, but
under co-operation, and we could sIn,ag}lt"r
for the whole of the people. That would do
away with the presont insanit iy conditions
which arise through having forty or fifty
slaughter-houses.  Wo would slanghter for
the bulchers and supply them with their
beef and mutton, and afier that send the
surplus overseas and down South. Onr idea
is 1o keep the works in operation all the wear
nd, instead of for four or five morths,
at present. We c¢ould have a chilled meat
trade with the Socth. and have regular
services running to Syduey, Melbourne, and
Adelaide, and, if there was anythmrr left
afrer t}nt, it could be sent to the Kast or to
other markets. The people would get eood
meat at a cheap rate. We would do as well
as, if not better thaw, the butchers ean do
at the present time. We would not interfere
with their trade; the mecat would be under
proper supervision. and there would be a
constant supply. Those who have fat c¢attle
could send them along to the works, or have
them treated at their own expensn if they
liked, and they could do at thev liked
with their own meat. That is the cbjcet we
have in view, and we want the Government
to auiist us. I anticipate that this measure
wiil do a great deal to assist to bring back
the prosperity of the cattle industry in this
Bhate,

Mr. WEIR (Maryberough) :
gratuiate the Goverrinent on the introduciion
of this measure. At the same time, the cattle-
men are a_ very p(merful mgamsatloﬂ and
we are under no chligation to them. Thess
are the geuntlemen wno huve poured their
money down the drain in years gone b':.
and, when the bad scasons come, they soneal
and come along to the Goverament 1o help
them,

There is another poi

T want to con-

in this maiter which

£ s me. in view vhat the hon. momber
for Siurilla has raid. No one ran qucstion
the fact that the lLon. member has given
us cone of the most damning indictments

of private enterprise this
anyonoe could give. He
markets oversea have been ruined owing
to the corruption of privnto enterprise in
sending  overseas beaf of inferior quality.
That indictment is against people who howled
for blood during the war and sent inferior
meat to the soldicrs, Those are not mx
words, but those of the hon. member for
‘Mmi‘l]a He admitted candidly that not
only did they send bad stuff to the soldiers,
but they ruined th: industry in order {o get
their pound of flesh out of the soldiers. It

[Mr. Morgon.

afternooi: that
showed that the
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is well that, even at this late hour, these
peopie ihould be brought to judgment. I
13 well, in the 1ntuusta of the country, that
we should know irom their own mouths
what hkappened during the war. The argu-
nient will be raised that the Labour Govern-
rent are wet-nursing still another industry
The fact of wet-nur-ing this crowd will be

that, as soon as ihey are financialiy strong,
they will use still miore moncy in the
nefaricus practices that the big cattle people

of this country have adopted In the past in
trying to defeat the Labour Goverursent.
1t is our duty to put them on their feet.

Mr. Moore: Why are you squealing about
i

Mr. WEIR: I am no* squealing about it.
Thiz Bill is only possible on account of the
fact that our party is behind the Minister
in introducing the measure. I want the
Fiouse to realise this. This matter has had
to go through our cauncus meectings and has
the stamp ot the caucus upon ii. 1 am é,mug
to support the Bill hccause i think it is
nccessary.  These pesple have vuined the
industry, and it is up to us o do wihiat we
can to rehabilitate it.

Mr., bloorg: You ave the biggest cattle-
owner in Queensland.

At 7 pm.,

The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. WEIR: I suppose I am—I have one
cow. (Langhter.)

Mr. Moore: T mean the Governmont,

Mr. WEIR : Clause 15 contains provisions

which-allow the council in duc course to deal
with the question of the best methods to
adopt in connection with the sclling price of
beef. Before the tea adjournment, I referred
to the speech of the hon. member for Murilla,
and the way in which the overscas meat
market had been damaged. Corruption and
private enterprise inv armblv go hand in hand.
One has only to look at the hl%t()ly of the war
to sce that that is so. Inferior rubbish was
being sent 1o the sroops, whilst men like
the hon. member for Murilla were howliing
for blood. At that time we were saying
that this would happen. and were being
charged with dislovalr, ar werc even
threatened with proceedings in the criminal
courts.

Mr., Maxwrin: Who said that
meat sent to the troops?

Mr., WEIR: If I understand English
t. the hon. member for Dfurilla =aid
in effect that one reason whyv the Britizh
market i3 so bad—1 did not is note

Gis o enact wor that ther went inferior
meat home during the war.  Ile specially
mentioned *stag meat”’  He conveved to
this House the impression that that was
one of the real sons for the breaking
down of the oversea market. Another fact
of which I wish to yremind the House is that
during the carly stages of the slump it was
dithicuit to get meat placel on the oveizes
markets beeiuse there was alrcady a surfeit
of meat there, and it was not until the
British Government waw fit to get rid of a lot
of meat at a vers low rate that a consign-
ment was sent from Que and—1 think to
Russia~—and we in turn derived some benefit.
It was men of the same kind of political
thought as the hon. member for Murilla who
in the old world were responsible for the
war, and who created the )o&ltlon we are in
to-day. There are nulhmm of people on the
other side of the world hungering for meat
and unable to get it.  Here we have a

inferior
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‘handful of people with tons of meat which
they eannot scll. The whole process of supnly
and demand, the whole process of marketing,
was def‘r“oyed from end to end, just as the
whole structure of human life and happi-
ness was destroyed.

Mr. Morcay: What happened in Russia?

Mr. WEIR: I am just trving to tell the hon.
‘member. Had the ruling classes of Britain,
instead of acting as harpies on the Russian
people, trying to starve the lifoblood out of
them, treated them -rationally and decently
—as they have been forced to do recently—
had they regarded them as human beings
and decent men and women. instead of as
-criminais, we would have had an additional
market for our heef in Russia, and have
been able right through the picce to get
rid of some of our surplus meat there. What
applies to Russia applies to other countries.
I heard the hon. member for Bowen men-
tion what I have heard him say before about
what might have happened had we spent our
efforts In tryving to build up a market in
Italy al:o. I am one of those who believe
ihat it has come to this—that it is only the
Labour Government that has done something
for the man on the land.

Mr. MorGaN: We are only
lation.

Mr. WEIR: Of course you are. But why
come to this Labour Gov ernment for legisla-
tion? What has been done in othor States by
the Governments of hon. members opposite?
“They have turned them down with a thud.

Myr. Morgax: No.

Mr. WEIR: Nobody knows betier than the
then. member for Murilla that certain markets
In Victoria have closed their doors to the
meat industry of this State through some
stupid  tick wgu]atlons If there was a
Labour Govertment in the Federal Parlia-
ment to-day the meat trade would be pre-
served and those doors would be open, and
the cattle ring in the South would not be
squeezing the very life out of the cattlemen
of this State. The hon. member for Murilla
knows perfectly well that the hon. member

asking for legis-

for Fassifern aund himself have strained every
nerve in thelr own organisations, dmong>t
their own people, and amon%t the people

of their political thought in thc Federal and
‘Btate sphews to try and arrive at the same
position as has been arrived at to-night by
a Labour Government, and they have failed
dismally.  They know that, and they come
cap in “hand fo this Government and £ay.
“ For God's sake rave us from ourselves!”’
We are saving them from themselves. I
want to remind hon. memboers opposite, and
particularlz the Country party section, that
the Bill is, in cffeet, the very best process
whereby the cattle peoplo can look after their
own business. It iz a machinery Bill for the
very rurpose of protecting the cattlemen flom
themselves.  What would they say if I,

represeniative of a union, had come he10 in
the early days and asked this House to pass
a_ measure allowing us to form a union?
Hon. members opposite allowed us to form
a Police Union—I don’t thinlk! If the Aus-
trallan  Workerss Union members in this
House had got up in the old days and advo-
cated the passing of a similar machinery Bill
for the cstablishment of the Australian
‘Workers” Union in the same way as we are
passing a Bill for the cattlemen to-night.
hon. members opposite would have howled
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Here we have the Labour
party, first of all, wet-nursing the farmers.
I say advisedly we have wet-nursed the
farmers right through the piece, and then we
spent the sum of £70,000 to organise them
and allow them to form a union to protect
themselvez from themselves

Mr. Morcay: We are not getting a penny.

Mr. WEIR: When we get that far the
cattlemen come along and say, “Give us a
measure and make us organise!” That is
what this Bill means. I admit that they do
not get one penny. It looks as though they
have not got one penny yet. No doubt,
when this measure 1s passed, we shall get
many applications for assistance.

Mr. Moreax: We expect the State stations
{o contribute their quota.

Mr. WEIR: Of course you do. That is the
first locophole. They admit candidly that as
soon as this scheme is on the stocks they are
going to come cap in hand to the Govern-
mem and ask us to subscribe something in
the way of £ s d. to help them organise
themselves. I am not going to say for one
moment that the Government are going to
be small in these matters. I hope that the
Labour Government will alwass be big in
these things; but I want to remind the cattle-
men that tloir cove is a striking indictment
of their own mismanagement, which has
brought them to this position. They have to
come, as it were, crawling on their stomachs
to a Labour Government whom they detest
and abominate, and seyv, “ For God’s sake
save us from ourselves!” That is what they
are doing to-night. If vou look at the history
af Government: fairly in the face and do a
little unbiassed thinking, as men can do if
they try. I say definitely that the only
Government that have tackled this question
have nct been the Governments of hon. mem-
bers opposite, but our ewn Labour Govern-
ment, composed of men who have not been
bred in yural omupaﬂom bat bred in indus-
tries in the ecity. It is they who have evolved
a plan such 2 this to save these cattl» pr‘ople
from the rapecity and the corruption of their
own private entorprise system.

Afr. WARREN (Werrumba): 1 would like
to congratulate the Minister on the introduc-
tion of this Bill, which I believe will benefis
the cuttle industry. It is & pure, clean Bill,
with net even a drag-net clause in it I
thonk God that the hon. QOH 1c-man is not
Bke the hon. member for DMaryborough.
That Lion. member reminds me of the man
who held out an apple to his ehild, and,
when the child put his hand out for it, ho

slapped him in the face. The hon. member

])okn of the gencrosity of the Government,
bur thevs wre rchwlh giving nothing in the
Bill. Thm arve only permitting the machin-
cry of Gmnmmont to be used to allow the
cattlemern to organise their own industry.

Mr. WEeIR: Forcing them by Act of Parlia-
ment to organise.

Mr. WARREN: The hon. member is so
ungenerous as to slap thom in the face when
ihoy ask for this privilege. I hold no brief
for the beef barons, but they were very

essary in the carly history of Quecensland,

Mr. Wein: And in the war too.

Mr., WARREN: If the hon. member had
had to eat some of the American beef like
I had to do, he would have different views

My, Warren.)

the House down.
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on this question. The hon. member also
talked about ¢ stag” beef having been
shipped overseas, but it was preferable to
some of the American beef that was stuffed
down our throats there, and the tinned meat
was equally as bad. A lot has been said
about Australian meat, but my experience
of it was that the troops would run after
it in prefercnce to cating other beef. The
meat industry in Queensland is in a bad way,
and generous-hearted men who desire to see
the State prosper will not stick a dagger in
its back and kick it when it is down. I like
the Bill because it scems to hold out a hand
to the men in the industry. In the course
of time the men now engaged in the industry
will make way for other men. It is only
right that they should. We hope for the
time when there will be no squatters, when
the land will be so populated that there
will be no large holdings, and the land will
be put to better use than it is at the present
time. TUntil that stage of development has
been reached we should do all we can to
save the industry. There is a great amount
of interest and money at stake. We are not
worrying about the individual, but the State.
Means have to be originated to enable the
cattlemen to meet their working expenses
and payments to the Crown. We should
approach this Bill in a trus perspective.
The cattlemen have asked for something and
the Government have been generous enough
to give them practically what they ask for.
The Government at the same time are adopt-
ing proper safeguards for the industry.
There are specific clauses which will prevent
the cattle-owner becoming a tyrant in the
industry. We have reached a time when
schemes of co-operation and pooling have
become the rage. I am afraid that they
have become too much the rage. We have
heard a lot about the industry being wet-
nursed. I do not know what profession or
trade the hon. member for Maryborough
followed before he entered politics, but I
want to give an emphatic denial to his state-
ment that the farmers have been wet-nursed,
or nursed at all. They have not been given
a fair chance up to date. Perhaps the hon.
member meant ther were wet-nursed when
the Department of Agriculture stole their
butter, or when they were suffering from
excessive taxation through the extravagance
of the Government. I may be mistaken,
and it may be wet-nursing, but I have never
yet seen any instance of it. The Govern-
ment brought in an organisation scheme and
have subscribed to the upkeep of it. It is
a very questionable scheme any way you
like to take it. The Minister will probably
admit that it has become a iyrant. We all
know that the consumer has a reasonable
case to put up, and any scheme that is put
forward that is going to injurc the majority
of individuals is not going to do any good
for the State. This Meat Industry Encour-
agement Bill is not going to injure the
people. The cattle industry is in its present
position through no fault of those concerned
in it. I dare say that, as a class of men,
ther are as hard to organise as any other
At the same time it is merelv a matter of
circumstances that has put the industry in
its present position. It is no use hon. mem-
bers opposite saying that the industry is
going to become a dangerous organisation.
The hon. member for Fassifern, when speak-
ing on the Bill, represented the pastoralists,

[Mr. Warren.
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and he outlined a very fine scheme that
should benefit not only the industry but
Queensland generally. 1 do not think there
is the slightest danger of those in the indus-
trv going to the Government for money.

Mr. Carter: Oh, no; they wont’t go to tne
Government !

Mr. WARREN: I am not going to worry
about it—they would not get very much out
of the Government.

Mr. Weir: What about your crowd? They
got £70,000.

Mr. WARREN: I never saw any of the
£70,000. This scheme must finance itself
if it is going to be a satisfactory one. I am
of the opinion that the cattlemen and sheep-
men of Queensland are quite able and willing,
once they have the machinery, to put the
machinery into operation and effect their
own salvation. I did not quite agree with the
hon. member for Murilla when he said that
the pastoralist must put the meat on the
plate, because I am afraid he might take it
off again. All schemes must enable the pro-
ducer, as mnearly as possible and in the
course of time, to evolve a plan that will
put the article produced into the user’s
hands. I know that any scheme of a revolu-
tionary nature, if it is not built upon a sound
foundation, will be a failure. If the pas-
toralists will accept the responsibility and
put their best leg, forward, I see no reason
why this scheme should not derive the bene-
fits pointed out by the hon. member for
Trassifern.

It is no use denying that it is possible to
breed a class of caftle that will develop much
quicker than the averag: herds in Qucens-
land tc-day. I do not believe that the
people of Queensland have ever put their
minds to the production of an early maturing
beast as they havs done in other parts of the
world, The idea in the past was to hold
bullocks: the older the bullock the better
thev thought the meat was. A scheme of this
deseription will do more to bring about a
better system in the pastoral industry than
has ever been followed before. I was 1n
New Zealand a few vears ago, and the people
of New Zealand are much more advanczd i
the matter of co-operation than we are.
Small holders who are breeding lambs for the
market have established a sxstem under Whic_h‘
they can carry twice as many sheep on their
small holdings as they could previously. It
did not matter how small the paddocks were,
the flocks were chang-d to a different pad-
dock each dav. They had seven paddocks—
that is onc for each day of the week. That
s¥stem was brought about by co-operation,
and the scheme provided for in this Bill is
goine to bring about a better condition of
things in the pastoral industry. 1 would
not be a bit surprised in a few years, if the
best men are put forward by the pastoralists,
to see a verv much better system followed
in the pastoral industry, with the rcsult that
we would have a great deal more beef to
send away from Australia.

Mr. COLLINS (Bowen): Like the hon.
member for Maryborough, 1 am surprised
that we have to pass a Bill to organise what
are generally termed the captuins of industry.
The captains of industry having failed im
modern socicty, it has now becen left to a
Labour Government, who represent the collec-
tive school of thought—who would not have
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been on these Treasury benches had they not
had sufficient Intelligence to organise the
workers, who placed us in the position we
now occupy. We have tried to orgabise
the agriculturists if they can be organised—
I admit they are a difficult class to organise
—and now we are starting to organise the
cattle-owners and sheepowners. Those are
the people who at one time told us we
were not fit to govern; that we had not
sufficient experience in the government of
mankind; and now, when they get into a
difficulty—owing to the disastrous war which
they help=d to bring about—they come to us
for assistance. Do not forget that the capital-
istic svstem of society was respousible for the
war. It was rosponsible for all the millions
killed in Europe. and it was responsible for
the slump that took place in regard to cattle.
I am not finding any fault with them because
they have to appeal to us, rccognising as they
do that in appvaling to us we have superior
intelligence. In this measure, provision is
made for a Council and for a Board, and
power is given to that Board to levy assess-
ments, I notice they cannot assess over and
above 1d. per head for cattle and one-sixth
of a penny per head for sheep. Then I notice
that there are to be certain exemptions. The
exemptions are 100 head of ecattl and 500
head of sheep. Lot us examine the cxemp-
tions, because it is very interesting to know
whom we arc really legislating for. Let us
examine the number of people who own the
cattle in Queensland. I am going to quote
from the latest report to hand—that for 1921-
1922—of the Department of Agriculture and
Stock, page 10I. 1 find that we have got
48,719 cattle-owners in Quecnsland. How
many of that number will be exempt? Th=
fisures are—From 1 to 100 head, the number
of owners is 41,009, owning 1,178,980 head.
These will be exempt from the assessment.
Now we come to the cattle-owners who will
have to pay the assessment—

|
No. o! No. of
Cattle. Owners.|  Cattle.
Trom 101 to 300 .. 4846 |  817.130
From 301 to 1,600 .. 1,859 ) 976,396
From 1,001 and upwards .. | 1,005 [ 4,074,564

Tt will be noticed that 1,005 ownors own over
4,000,000 of the cattle in Qucensland. These
are the cattle barons who have proved that
they cannot organise themselves, and 1t is
J+ft to men who have come from the mines,
the factories, and the shops to show them how
to organise—to lift them out of the difficulties
they {ind themselves in. The total number
of cattle in Queensland is 7,047,376. Let us
examinz the sheepowners who are to be
assessed under the measure, and ascertain
how many of them will be exempt. There
are only 4,090 sheepowners in the whols of
Queensland. These people make more noise
than the whole of the rest of the population.
These few cattle-owners on the one hand and
the few shecpowners on the other hand are
able to create more noise than anybody else
owing to the cconomic pressure they can exert
from time to time. Owing to the fact that
they control the means of production to a
large extent and also the financial institu-
tions. and are able to apply pressure all
round, they can kick up a noise in their daily
papers from time to time. I will give the
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fignres with regard to sheep from page 107
of the report already quoted—

! No.of |

No. of
Sheep | Gwners.|  Sheep.
[ E—

From 1 to 500 .. e 1,965 179 974
From 501 to 1,000 .. e 305 252,192
From 1,001 to 2,000 . 408 612,023
Trom 2,001 to 5,000 | 55% 5!,8()1.,:;62
I'rom 5,001 to 10,000 | 426 -3,03h,30-1
Trom 10,001 to 20,000 I 211 2,‘@4,(}81
From 20,001 to 50.000 ) 157 4,770,684

|

|

From 50001 to 100,000 .. 47 | B9
From 100,001 and upwards ; 3 1,532,568
Total .. ... 4,096 | 18402399

We find from these figures that there are 428
owners who own 12479554 sheep out of a
total of 18,402,3%9. Four hundred and
twents-eight sheepowners own the bulk of
our sheep, and 1,005 persons own the bulk of
our cattle! These are the people
[7.30 p.m.] who could not organise them-
selves—the people with whom the
Country party are allied, the hon. member
for Burnctt. and others! They have got
themselves into a quagmire, and they come
to the Labour party to get them out. It is
Irft to the Labour party, who represent and
look after the interssts of the whole com-
munity, to show them how to organise.

Let us examine these figures more closely
for a few moments. Of the total number
of owners of sheep, 3,662 persons own only
5.922.845 sheep, whilst 428 owners own over
12,00.000. Is it any wonder that the pecple
have been saying that the sheepowners have
been on a good wicket? These 1,605 owners
of cattle and these 428 owners of shecp are
the ones who pull the strings and make the
puppets—the small cattle and sheep owners—
jump. We have to come to their rescue and
ghow them how to get rid of their surplus
cattle. There is the hon. member for Murilla,
who savs they are not approaching the
Government for any assistance, but who
expocts the State catlle stations to contribute
to their fund.

Mr. Warrex: Why not?

Mr., COLLINS: Why not! Why do*they
net do as we did? We had no Government
behind us in the early days of our move-
ment to organise us. We organised ourselves
and suffered in the doing of it. I have
watched very closely the Jlegislation which
has gone through ~this Chamber, and I
realise, with all other thinking men, that it
indicates the breakdown of the capitalist
sestem. As ihe hon. member for Mary-
Lorough savs, we would never have had this
difficulty 1f we had a Federul Labour
(tovernment with broad views, concerned
not so rauch about the interests of a scction,
but concerned for the masses of the people—
not concerned for 428 sheepowners and 1,035
cattle-owners, but for the whole of the
people. I am not going to lodge anx ohice-
tion to the measure, because I recognise that
it is good to organise, and we realise that
they have not the brains to do it. We who
belong to the masses must show them how.
We who belong to the masses had to puli
them out of the war, just as we shall have to
pull them out of the difficulties which they
are in in Great Britain because of the war,
so that there will be people in Great Britain
who will be able once more to consume the
beef of which we have a surplus.

Mr. Collins.]
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I do not intend to speak any longer.
I just rese to let the people of Queensland
know that, although we hear so much about
the pcor sheepowner and the poor cattle-
owner, 423 persons own 12,000,000 of our
sheep, and 1,005 persons own the bulk of our
cattle—I emphastse the point !

Mryr. CrayroN interjected.

Mr. COLLINS:
member
with

T would exy : hon.
for Wide Day to be in Rympflthv
the big businesses and the big cattle-

He is mere conservetive, and the
party are wore conservative than
even the hon. member fer Wynnum: and,
God kn he is conservative cnough!

(Liaughter.)

CORBER (Burpetdy: An
ionr of the ¢
tm] We s

Australian
ttie indastry 1z cssen-
e _not calliug upon the Labour
party in this State to give the industry any-
thinz., We 2 only asking for a Bill which
will bring us into line with the people in
the other States under measure« to he passed
there, ia aceordance with a scheme drawn
up by the cattle juterests themssives,  The

cattle peoople in this Satr are practically
down and out, and through their organisa-
tions they have evolved a scheme which we

are acked 1o vatify. Decauxe thev come to
this House with a Biil for that purpose, hon.
members opposite zay that we have to crawl
to the Labour par romething to
save them from destr

Mr. WeIR:

Mr. CORSER : If that iz so,
member claim that the shesps

From themselves,

dnes the hon.
icn are down

and out and crawling to be ved from
themselvos—because they are incliuded in this
Bill?  The cattlomen are rg to be

saved from themecelves, but oxls for a fair
means io cuable them to briug about a
vestoration of their industry,  And it is not
being done for the eattle people alone. but
for the whnoice of Ausiv not onty for the
cattle-owner, but alio [v worker engaged
in the industry. Since the irdustty has been
practicaliy ruined, we have hal to go to the
shipping companies, the Railway  Depart-
ment, the meatworks, and ever:bedy else,
with a request that they should help us to
reduce the cost of production. o as to make
it possible for us to sl our product on the
other side of the world.

Mr. Wer: And we have to pay through
the nose for it hore.

Me. CORSER:

You have not; and if vou
have to pav through the mnose at a time
when the grewer wss receiving a  price

which was not cqual to the cost of produc-

{mrl, it is the fault of vour own Government,
What 1s the wse of the Commissioner of
Prices, of the State butrher shops or of the

State stations? When
not make WRZOS OF pay
drought and low p .
lack of organisation in il
if the hon. member has to pav through
the noze for his product. Al we ays con-
cerned ahount i3 to make it possible for the
grower to reeeive a fair remuneration, and
we are not asking the Government for one

the cattle-zrovicy cair-
his rent i1 a time of
must b come
xarion of prices

penny towards the vroverrent of condi-
tions or for the orsanisaticn. Power is
sought in the Bill to ensble the cattle-

owners to make
Mr. Wem:
do not pay.

[Mr. Collins.

levies upon themselves,

And penalise them if they
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Mr. CORSER : If the people in an industry
ave not allowed to organise, what right have
the Labovr perty to say that (’)mpu]qmv
ulizonism 1s essential? The" say that it is
necessary to compel people to orgonise and
to penalise them if they do not join witl
cne another. They preach the doctrinn and
put on the statute-bookk measures of com-
sory uniorism, and, beeause we come here
with a Bill providing for co-operative aseo
ciations between one grower and anotner,
they deery us and say that we ave asiing
for something from the Labour pavty. that
we are down and out. that we corme cap in
land or that we crawl to the Governmont
I do nct think that is fair, and I am sorry
io hear hon. members on the Government
benches so expressing themselves when men
are down and out., When wmen are down
and out, wher they eannot pax their rents and’
rates, when they cannot live in the comfort
they have enjoved in the past, when they
are compelled to live under the conditions
which the unions permit, it is no time to

B

el

put in the hoot. Beeauss we wre looking
for crganisation and hoping for assistance
for waorkers of the State it doex not say

that we sre crawling and coming
hand.,  *“ Save us from ourselves.”
hon. member for Marvhovough.

Mr. Wrir: T brought vou to
I Iwve made vou howl

2ir. CORSER: Whether I am howling or
pot, what T am sayving 1a 'vm]hllm and I am
sinerre.  The hon. memher for Marvlorough
said that the eaftiemen had done nothing
ior themselves and thet they did not attempt
to ovganise. They dird enc déavour to organise
duaring the time they were supposed to be
presperovs, hut the Governmment took away

can im
saye the

zour feet.

that prosperity Lv fizing the price of the
commodity  and seizing sufficient meat to

feed the shole of the 1;00])]1‘ of Queensland
et a price that did net pay the evower,
{Governmient laughter ) They also increased
their rentals out of all reason.

Mr. Kirwax: You are not game to quote
Bocker’s speech on that.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman can
quote what he likes. I am responsible for
what I have to sax. * Save us from our-
selves,” says the hon. member for uiary-
borough! TIIe also says that rthe cattle
industrs ltas to come to the Government
for assstance. Whom did the workers come
to when thevy wanted to establish unicns in
Qunoeasland?  They c¢ame to past Liberal
Administrations. We had unions established
in Queengiand hefore the Labour party cver
cemn into existonce.

The SPEAKER: Order!

AMr, CORSTER: This Bill is only to ratify
am agreewent and to give staturory vowcer
for oveanisation and the collection of levies,
=rd we sre not doing any more than any
cther =~ption of tho community when we ask
for thot. Decauss hon, member nnposi[,e
do not alwavs agree ;mlm Ay with some
af theso who ave interested in thiz Rilll is
that any reason why they should view this
Rill wccerdinglv?  The hon. member for
Marvberouch stated that it was left to the
Tebour Government to save this indostry.
Thev have not saved it, It is the Common-
wealth  Gavernment who have =aved the
industyy.  The State Government have done
nothing to ¢ the indust TMQ s net
their sch'me. This is the growers’ schemec.
During the whole time of tho depression i
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the cattle industry the State Government
did not do one thing towards saving the
industry.

Mr. Kimrwax: What has the (ommon-
wealth Government done? Nothing!

Mr. CORSER: During the year 19212
the Commonwealth Government advanced
£100,000 to this State by way of subsidr for
the cattle industry; they advanced £100.000
during the year 1922-23; and they will
plobably advance another £100,000 this year.
Out of £140,000 advanced by ‘the Common-
wealth by way of subsidy to the cattle indus-
try, £100,006 came to this State. That has
given us encouragement, has made it pos-
sible for us to organise our industry, has
given us hope for the future, and has
enabled us to push forward with legislation
similar to this in all the States, which will
be  better than any Government subsidy.
It will enable the cattlemen to =ave their
industry through their own endecavours
instead of looking for subsidies. This year
we expert another £100,000 by way of sub-

si

V[l Kirwan: The cattlemen rerceived
£200,000 from this Government by way of
railway concessions.

Mr. CORSER: The Government had pre-

viously increased the 11mqht~ by 63 per cent.
Mr. Bruce: Why are wsou stonewalling
the Bill?

Mr. CORSER : If the Labour Government
had not been in power we would not have
found it necessary to come forward and usk
for this measure, and the cattle industry
would not be in its present position. The
growers in Victoria have been able to get
a fair price for their cattle and have been
ahle to market their cattle. The Labour
Government in  this State have made it
impossible for the meat to he marketed and
impossible for the grower here to make a
fair living in time of depression. The hon.
membm for Murilla said that 70 per eent.
of the catltle of Australia were owned in
Quecnsland.  That is the reason why this
Bill should concern every legislator in
Queewh‘)d more than it should coucern any
other Parliament in the Commonwealth, Woe
should not look at it from the point of
view that these cattlemen are down and
kick them and keep them down and say,
“ Why should we altlow them to get up and
save themselves from themselves?”

Mr. WeirR: You forgot the tear.

Mr. CORSER: Secing that we hold 70
per cent. of the cattle 1t is necossary for
us to save this industry not only for the
owners of the stock, but in the interests of
the employees in the industry so that thev
¢an look for something better in the future,
which ecan only be hrought about by giving

them Dbetter conditions when they are
engaged. :
Mr. WeirR: Do you thlnk they are paid

decent wages now ?

Mr. CORSER: We are paying what the
union asks.

Mr. Werr: Look at the hon.
Fassifern grinning at you.

Mr. CORSER: The . hon.
Maryborough said the farmers
wet-nursed.

Mr. WEIR:

member for

member  for
were being

So they are.
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Mr. CORSER
parasites on the farmers
opposite ?

Mr. COSTELLO :
workers,

Mr. CORSER: The hon.

I wonder who are the
who are sitting

They are parasites on the

member for

Bowen gave a compilation of figures, and
said that 1,005 cattle-owners hold tl'_le
majority of cattle in the State. He did

not say that the State was excluded from
that compilation and that the State is the
biggest holder of cattle in the State.

OpPOSITION MEMBERS: Ah! Ah!

Mr. CORSER: If the State as a cuttle-
awner is taken into cousideration, then that
average would be reduced con51dembif‘.

Mr, Cowuixs: I took my figures from the
stock returns.

Mr. CORSER: The hon. member for
Bowen quoted companies =as  individual
owners, Those companies probably represent

hundreds of shareholders—widows and others
who have put their money into cattle.
{Government laughter.) Many individuals in
ihese companies have put their mons 7 into

Queensiand industries and we should stick
ro them. Probably many workers through
certain institutions have put their moeney

into the cattle industrry. and, as that is the
egreatest industry, th compaiies should be
compilniented and not counted as one big
combive or one big individual holding cattle
tu the value of millions of pounds. Those

t‘rlo arc not worth anrthing on the market
"t the present time. You could not dispose

£ them. They are of no commercial vaiue.
This Bill is to enable H e industry to organise
co-operatively and collcet the levies that arc
essential so as to pay ewperts to handle this
neat properly and lsck after the markets
i other parts of the world. It is only to
pay the people to carry out those duties
which the Agent-Gen. has failed to ¢arry
mtr (Governmenz huk iter.)  We have not
had cne iota of assistance from the Agent-
(veneral in connection with our meat 1n4v:t1y
in Groat Britain, and that is one of our
greatest troubles.  We know that during the
war and after the war our great irouble
in the eattle industry was State costrol.
State control in the cattle industry has to
a. very great extent brought about the present
acbacle.  The hon. member for Brishane
waves his hand because he is getting plenty
of cheap steak.

Mr. Kirwan: I am getting plenty of your
cheap tripe.
Mr. CORSER: The hon. member for
ory in a very inweresting specch to-dax
stated that there were miners in the North
who bad only two feeds of meat a vcar. 'The
Government  should sce to it that those
workers obtain meat from the State stations
io entble them to have a feed at leesi every
Sunday. The handling of the meat market
during the war by the Government bas
brought about this debicie. They contrarted
for and sent the mead away to DBritain. The
auattle-owners had no individual representa-
tion there. The =storcs In Great Britain
became choked with mecat. and when the
war terminated millions of pounds of beef
were lying in the steres undistributed to the
pesnle in the countrics where it might have
been sent.  Why was it allowed to 1scumu-
late? The Government were the agents for
the people. Its accumulation was due to lack
of foresight. Afier thy war 1t was found
necessary to sell £5,600,000 worth to Vesteys,

Mr. Corser.]
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and the world’s mark:! was held up for
some time owing to that sale. If the meat
had kcen handled by the co-operative methods
that arc sought to ve sct up under this Bill,
the rnarkets would ne have been wllowed
to get into the condisi-n they did got into.
It is sincerely hoped that all the cattle-
owners will be inciuded in the organisstion,
and that the State +ii1 be included. 1t Is
hoped and desired that the 3tate will pay
its contribution, just ws the owner of 100
or 300 cattle will have to do. The State
shonld not back our of the organisstion,
cenvidering that nothing has been done by
it to help the industry. Some hon. membeors
on the Government side appear to hold some
grudge against the industry, and now that
it is down wish to keep it down. I hope
that hon. members will not repcat the state-
merits that have been made to the «ffect
thai the industry has rnot been able to do
auything for itseif, and that it has to go
cap in hand to the (Government to save it
from itself. No sucu thing is asked for. We
are only asking for the ratification of a
measure which is going to operate right
throughout the Commonwealth. Wo shall
rot get the maximure of good from the
industry until we have co-operation among
ihe whole of the meat interests in Australia.
When that time arrives the indus i
bie saved from the trouble it is in to-day.

Mr. Kirwan: More State socialism.

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): The Bill we are
considering to-night is the outcome of a con-
ference of meat interests which took place
last year in Melbourne in order to devise
some method to organise the industry which
played a very important part until the last
two or three years in the development of
Qucensland and Australia. The function of
any Government is to assist and encourage
industries of the State as far as they possibly
and reasonably can. With the knowledge we
have of what the industry has meant to
Queensland in years gone by, and what it
will mean to Queensland in the days that
arc to come, the necessity was forced on the
Government to do something in its interests.
The Minister was at that conference, which
was attended by the representatives of the
cattle industry in all the States. It was
thought that some means or methods could
be devised by which the whole of the cattle-
breeders in Australia could be brought into
line to save the industry from practically
being extinguished. That fact was on the
horizon then as well as it is at the present
time. It would be very disastrous for
Queensland if anything of the kind happened.
We have been told during the debate that
Queensland was rcsponsible for six-sevenths
of the total quantity of meat exported from
Australia in 1921. A fair proportion of the
value of that export for the Queensland
interest amounted to over £3,000,000. We do
not want to see anything happen that will
cause this industry to stagger and fall, as it
is practically doing at the present time. The
State is intorested in the preservation of the
industry just as much as the individual
owners. The State is the owner of big sta-
tions and a very large number of cattle.
Those of us who are not engaged in the
industry are cognisant of the accumulation
of stock that is taking place at the present
time, and for which no remunerative market
can be found. When the cattle reach a
certain age they depreciate in value and
quality. We have been told that the demand

[Mr. Corser.
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in Great Britain is for cattle of two and
a-half to three ycars old. We must supply
cattle of that age to satisfy the consumers on
the other side of the world. We have not
been able to prove up to the present time
that we are able to do so. The council that
is to be appoiuted under the Act is going to
take over the management of all questions
concerning the industry. Scientific methods
are to be employed to improve the quality of
stock, not only in this State, but throughout
Australia. It must be patent to anyone that,
no matter how careful the cattleman may be
in a selection or breed of his stock, their
quality deteriorates in seasons such as have
prevailed in Quecensland for quite a long
time. If the cattle do not get the best fodder
or grass to-maintain them 1n good condition,
that high quality which Great Britain and
the other consuming countries desire will not
be aftained. We hear a good deal at_times
about the world’s partiy. If the price in
London comes down below the cost of pro-
duction, that is no argument why the con-
sumers in Australia should pay a similar
price to what is being paid in London.

contend that the people of Australia have
every right fo pay such a price for their
primary produce as will return to the pro-

ducer the full cost of production and some-

thing over, so that he will be able to make
a living and hold his own. The fact that the
world’s parity comes down to a point below
the cost of production is no argument why
that price should prevail here. It is only
during the last few yecars that these troubles
have come upon us. We have been told that
these troubles have been brought
about by a breakdown of the
capitalistic system, and quite a
number of other reasons arc assigned for the
trouble that the world finds itself in to-day
in so far as food supplies are concerned. I
cortainly do not think that it is a break-
down of the capitalistic system. I think the
results of the war have been much more far-
reaching than anvone of us anticipated they
would be. We only have to consider the
position of Glermany at the present moment,
where the people are practically wirhout food.
The unfortunate part of this European posi-
tion is that, although we in Australia could
trade with them by taking their promissory
notes if there was a possibility of their being
honoured, we find that those countries have
neither cash nor credit. We cannot afford to
be so philanthropic as to give away our
products that are so badly needed by the
Kuropean countries. If we adopted such a
policy. it would mean that we would soon be
in a similar position to them.

1 weleome the Bill and think it is a step
in the right direction. and that it will assist
to stubilise what is one of the greatest
industries not only in Quecnsland Dut in
Anstrelia. I conmsider thet the immense
arcas row growing caitle will for many years
be utilised for that purpose, and that the
indusiry will remain one of our principal
industries. One thing that has stood to us
in Queensland. and in Australia generally,
has been the high price that we have heen
able o secure in the markets of the werld
for the wool from cur sheep. This has
enabled Australia to tide over a very difficult
pericd. 1 think that this Bill should be
considered and discussed as a non-party mea-
sure, and with the desire to assist the
industry, which is in n very parlous condition.
T{ we can by this legislation put it on its
feet, we should do so. There may be some

[ p.m.]
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difliculty in getting the other States to pass
similar legislation. but perhaps they will do
so. There is one difficulty that I foresee, and
that is that, if a ecertzin number of pastoral-
ists 1 New South Wales, Victoria, and South
Australia do not desire {o have a second levy
made upon them after the Council has been
brought into existens:, it is probable the
whele scheme may break down. However,
we have to take that risk, and I sincercly
hope that the measure will be adopted by the
whole of the States of the Commonwealth,
and that it will not be long before we sce
the indnstry again occupylng the position
it previously held

Mr MOORE (Aubigny): I recognise thag
the cattle industry is in such a position
to-day that it is at)soxutdv necessary to give it
an opportunity to recover. I strongly object
to the position taken up by hon. members
on the other side of the Hou:c when they
say that the catile industry is going cap
in hand to the Government and asking for
assizsrance. 'Those coucerned in the cuttle
industry are not asking for any assistance,
but merely for a Bill that will allow them
to organise and so right themselves. Thom
is no question of a (Government subsids
it is simply a quesnon of enabling thﬁ
induslry to organise itsoll on similar lmob [0
other industries thxouvhout Australia. We
had the Minister, when introducing the
measure, stating that co-operation  would
never be successfully established uniess i
was compulsory. That is bunkum. Mo also
made a statement that it would be a good
iling that the 1ndu<try when it was
organised, instead of woing cap in hand to
the shipping companies, could demand &
scale of rates satisfaccory to the industry.
He might as well say that the shipping coni-
panies had the saras right to go vo the
<atile people and :ay they should lower
thelr cost of production so that the freights
charged could be paid  That is ridiculous.
There is no question of the industry demand-
ing rates when 1t is organised; but it will
be able to make contracts and have a regular
supply, thus enabling an agreement of a satis-
factorv' nature to be mado The idea of going
to shipping companies and compelling them
to chargo a certain freight is ridiculous.

We have to recognise that the other States
have to come into the scheme. I am rather
doubtful whether they will or not; but, even
if they do not, this Bill will still be of some
assistance to Queensland. We have to remem-
ber that the Gmomlment have a large interest
in cattle; in fact, they are as much interested
as other cattle-growers., It isall very fine to put
thie klame on ecattle-praswers for the destrue-
ticn of the oversca murket. We know that
contracts were made during the war, when
food was scarce and there was a difficulty in
getling it overseas owing to tho dislocation
of shipping, and that a larger quantuy of
inferior foodstuffs was shipped from Aus-
tralia. That was nof the feult of rrivate
enterprise. The Government undertook the
supervision of those exnorts, and it is not
a question of blaming the industry for supply-
ing poor foodstuffs but the Government for
allowing those foodstuifs to go out of the
country. A similar position arose in regard
to other industries, and it has taken a lot
of time to recover our good name. During
the wwar contracts were loosely drawn up.
and rgople took advantage of the wonderful
market to get rid of inferior focd products.
People were going round cndeavouring to
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secure food producis of all deseriptions. and
there was a big risk when sending them
cvorscas. A lot of our consignments went
to the bottom and never reached their
destination. Not only meat but jams, tinned
fruits, cheese, and butter were supplied of
mfo]]ar quality. I consider that it was a
quesiion of faulty inspoction, and that the
inferior products should not have left the
Comwmonwealth; and there is no oceasion for
hon. members opposite to get up and endea-
vour to hang all the blame on the cattle-
groviers for having ruined the market.

This Bill is broughr in with the definif:
objecr of organising ihe meat industry in
Australia, if possible. If that is not possible.
't will at any rate organise the indusiry &
little better than it is at present so far as
Queensland is concerncd. It is no usc saying
that there are rings and combines, or of
Llaming private entupuse for e\plmcmg
the pubhc It appesrs to be only politic
for hon. members to -ay this, and ‘thoy are
endeavouring to sccure votes. This Biil goes
a step in the right direciion, because it gives
the Board an opportunity to improve the
conditions and devise mcthods of marketing
and distributing. After al] il we can get
individuals to help thewselves fo bring about
such o state of affairs it is going to be of
great advantage, not only to Queensland, but
to Australia.  This wili be particuls Ix 50
it the Bill is made a Commonwealth Bill.

I take great cxception to hon. members
opposite putting the whole of the blame on
the cattle-growers of the State. We know
that they were prepared to make a deal that
was satisfactory to the British Government.
We have hon. members going round the
country saying that the British Government
rcbbed the m"odu(cu of this country because
they sold meat which they obtained from
Argontina at a greater price than we in
Australia were able to sell meat to the British
Government, Now, merely because we
have a Bill like this, the cattle-growers are
blamed for ruining the market through send-
ing bad beef to Grea: Britain. You cannot
have it both ways. The cattle-growers rose
to the occasion and shipped home all the
meat that was possible. They did not get
half the price for that meat that was obtained
by people in other parts of the world, and
they should not now be blamed merely because
the situation and the financial position in
Europe have made it difficult to re-establish
the markets of the world. Until those
markets can be re-cstablished, it Is necessary
to have some form of organisation so that
the supply shall be organised in a better way
than it was in the past.

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): Just a
word or two on a very pertinent side of the
question before the ITouse. The criticisms
of members on the other side would seem-
ingly indicate an intense want of sympathy
with the measure before the House. While
the discussion has been procceding, I have
taken out the figures in regard to the exports
from Queensland for a number of vears. For
the years 1914-15 to 1918-19 our total exports
amounted to £59,071,704. Of that amount we
exported wool, moat tallow, and hides of
no less value than £49.752,870. All that
there is left for other goods exported, includ-
ing butter, is a sum of £9,318,834. Whilst
we have been railing against the meat-
erowers and the wool-producers of the coun-
‘rw it 1s those 1ndn<trms that have carried
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the country, and without the value of these
exports—which has meant bringing gold to
Queensland—we could not have existed. The
whole of our lives we have been entirely
dependent and will continue to be dependent
upon the industries which hon. members
opposite have found so much fault with. The
real trouble with hon. members opposite is
not that sanction is being obtained for the
movement that is in progress just now,
but that the Government have not taken the
matter in hand, and have in some coercive
way regulated this industry as they intend
doing 1in c¢onnection with other things. I
simply rose to put this absolute fact before
the House, so that hon. members might
understand how dependent the wellbeing of
this country is on the prosperity of the wool
and mecat industries.

Mr. BRUCE (Kennedy): After spending
day after day in attacking the Government
for not making progress with their State
enterprises and in boosting private enter-
prise, members of the Opposition must feel
very melancholy when they contemplate the
failure of private enterprise in regard to the
meat industry.

Mr. EpwarRDs: The Government have
failed, too.
Mr. BRUCE: As 1 pointed out in a

previous speech, they have to come to a
Labour Government and make use of their
business acumen to try and save them. The
leader of the Opposition claimed that the
Australian consumer should pay the grower
the full productive cost of meat. I would
ask the hon. gentleman and those who sup-
port him, if they are not prepared to accept
world’s parity for meat, not to put forward
the argument that the workers of Queensland
should accept the deflated rates of pay of the
European workers. Day after day we have
them stating that wages must come down in
Australia in conformity with wages in other
countries—that is, the world’s parity in wages
must be accepted by the Australian worker.
Mr. TavLor: Absolute nonsense.

Mr. BRUCE : That has been said day after
day by members of the Opposition and by
every paper that supporis the Opposition
party. It has been continually reiterated,
and I am asking the leader of the Opposition
1f he supports that. I shall be very pleased
if he says that he does not support it, or if
members of the Opposition will say that they
do not support it. When it is a question of
the worker selling the only commodity he has
to sell—his labour—we find these attacks on
the price that he should receive for that
labour. All the energies and all the organi-
sations of the anti-Labour party are used to

keep the price of that labour down. That is
why ths Labour party are in power.
The hon. member for Murilla said the

reason for the destruction of the meat market
was that, while the war was on, cattle-
growers—he claimed to know something about
cattle-growing and cattle-growers—sold stag
beel and cow beef, and that when this beef
was sold on the Kuropcan market it
destroyed that market. He stated that dur-
ing a time of stress, when members of the
Opposition party were supposed to have all
the patriotism in the world and when Great
Britain was fighting for her life, the cattle-
growers sold them a poor article.

Mr. Morean: The British Government
wanted every pound of beef they could get.

IMr. ¢. P. Baraes.
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Mr. BRUCE: Although they wanted every
pound of beef they could get, it was not a
wise policy to sell them cow beef, because
they wanted the cows to produce more beef.
Cow beef was what they sold to the British
soldiers.

Mr. MoreaN: The Government are selling
cow becf every day.

Mr. BRUCE: The hon. member for
Burnett said the Imperial Government were
responsible  for  destroying the market
because of the fact that they had millions
of pounds worth of beef left on hand when
the armistice was signed. We know perfectly
well that in a war such as that, when we
had millions of soldiers at the front and
millions of people in (ireat Britain who had
to be supported, it was a wise policy to
have millions of pounds worth of beet on
hand, and it was only natural that they
would be left with a large quantity of beef
on hand when the armistice was signed.
They also had miilions of pounds worth of
other commodities on hand. The hon. mem-
ber was so illogical in his conclusion that.
he said the surplus was responsible for the
destruction of the meat market. We have
had a different argument from each speaker
as to why the meat market was destroyed.
We have had—a very wise provision, too—
to make provision for the workers to insure
themselves against unemployment. We know
that, although the cattle industry is now
in a desperate state, at one period huge
profits were made in 1t; and why should the
cattle-owners not be made to insure them-
selves in regard to their position, just the
same as the workers are made to_insure
themselves against unemployment? I think
that should be done. "™These people were
selling beef at one time in large quantities
on a high market and making huge profits.
There was a collapse of the becl market,
and no doubt they are now in a desperate
condition. I would point out that the
worker has only one commodity to sell—
that is his labour. Wages did not keep up
in accordance with the increased cost of
living, and the worker was actually selling
his labour at a lower price during the war
than he was before ths war, as his wages

were mnot raised in accordance with the
increased cost of living. He has had to
insure himsel{ against unemployment

against the loss of the market for his labour.
There is no reason why these people should
not insure themselves against the loss of
their markets, or be made to do so by the
Government. They come cap in hand ask-
ing for a scheme of organisation to be
ratified by the Government. Certainly, many
of the suggestions in the Bill were made
by representatives of the cattle industry—it
was only to be expected that those interested
in that particular industry should make
suggestions as to the lines on which the Bill
should be drawn—but I am of opinion that
even with all this suggested machinery we
shall not get much further ahead. You
cannot introduce legal machinery of any
kind to contend successfully against the fact
that the purchasing natlions are not able to
give the necessary price for the commodities
we desire to sell. It is just the same with
regard to the metal market, which is
depressed to-day, and in regard to the fact
that the cost of production in Australia will
not meet with the purchasing power of the
impoverished people of Kuvope; and so if
will be in the cattle industry. I hope, as
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<ne hon. member anticipated, that the popu-
intion of Australia will so increase that we
shall be able to get our beef consumed by a
class of people who will have a high pur-
chasing power through the wages they
receive. Seeing that the beef industry is
destroyed by the low purchasing power of
the people in Europe, duc to the low wages
received by the workers, we should seriously
consider any attack on wages and the reduc-
tion of the purchasing power of the workers
in Australia, I think that this Bill may do
some good, because I realise that the
collapse of any industry is not for the benefit
of the community in general. (Hear, hear!)
There is not an individual in the community
who does not suffer by the destruction of any
particular industey. The hon. member for
Warwick said that we depended on this
industry. No man who sits down to dinner
sees beef on his own plate and bread on
another plate without knowing that he is
dependent on beef and bread and other com-
modities: but he must remember that the
wages of the workers who are producing
these commodities have to be paid. There
are men engaged in looking after the cattle
and in producing wheat and the many
commodities that we use.

Mr. G. P. Barxes: That is why you should
support the Bill,

Mr. BRUCE: Naturally, if an industry is
destroyed, the result is disastrous to those
who are engaged in the production of the
commodity and to everybody in the com-
munity. I do not think that any legislative
machinery will do much towards creating
a demand for beef. That depends entirely
on the purchasing power of the people in
other countries who require it; still at the
same time I hope that the Bill will do some-
thing to stabilise the beef industry.

Mr. EDWARDS (¥Nanango): One is at a
toss to understand the attitude taken up by
hon, members opposite in connection with
this matter. The speeches we have heard
from the Government side of the House
would lead us to believe that this measure

has Dbeen introduced to enable them to
““slate” and denounce the cattlemen of
Queensland. If there was any truth in the

statements of the hon. member for Bowen
and the hon. member for Maryborough to-
night when they said that the cattlemen had
come crawling to the Labour party and asked
them to bring in this measure, it would ill
become public men, who should show a better
standard to the people of Queensland, to
kick & man when he is down and out. I
am not surprised at the hon. member for
Maryborough, because I do not think he
knows any better; but I am astounded at
the attitude of the hon. member for Bowen
in connection with this matter. I rose parti-
cularly to contradict a statement made by
the hon. member for Kennedy, who stated
that hon. members on this side are constantly
saying that wages in Queensland must come
down to the level of those paid in other
countries, That is absolutely untrue.

The statement of the leader of the Oppo-
sition that the consumer of Queensland should
paz a fair price for his beef in comparison
with what it cost to produce it was a fair
and rcasonable statement. As the hon. mem-
ber for Kennedy stated, all our industries
must be kept going in the interests of the
State. The workers are a big factor, and
the industries of the State are another factor.
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The sooner we realise the necessity for
working hand in hand and assisting not
only workers but everyone in our industries,
the better it will be for Queensland, instead
of continually bickering and introducing
party feeling into the discussions. I contend
that there is no reason for that. Every hon.
member on both the Government and Oppo-
sition sides of the House should welcome this
measure. I do not give the Labour Govern-
ment any credit for it, because the cattle-
men have discussed this question amongst
themselves for months past. They have prac-
tically brought the Bill into being, and the
Labour Government being in power they have
naturally asked the Government to bring in
the legislation. If hon. members opposite
realised what is going on at the present time
in connection with the cattle industry, they
would not only welcome this measure but
they would assist the cettlemen to get out of
the difficulties they arc in. There are men
rearing cattle who have not made one shilling
for the last two years. If any working man
in the cities or elsewhere expects an industry
o0 go on under these conditions, he is not
playing the game with his fellowman. The
sooner we cut out the party politics so fre-
quently introduced into such measures as this
the better it will be for the worker and
everyone in the State.

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

COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.)
Clause 1—*“ Short title ’—put and passed.
Clause 2—‘ Commencement of Act”’—

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I move the
omission of the following words on lines 12
to 15:—

“ Provided that such proclamation
shall not be made until the Parliament
of the Commonwealth of Australia has
passed an Act providing for and defining
the Australian Meat Council.”

The omission of these words will enable the
Minister, if the other States do not fall into.
line, to bring the Act into force by proclama-
tion, so that we can work under it in Queens-
land. If those words are allowed to remain
in the Bill, the Minister will not have the
power to bring the Act into operation unless
the Commonwealth and the other States fall
into line. I claim that, whether the Com-
monwealth or the other States fall into line
or not, we should bring the Act into force in
Queensland. This measure is very important

to Queensland. I have already
[8.30 p.m.] given figures to show that we

have 70 per cent. of the beef
cattle of Australia in Queensland, and that
for the last five or six years only a very
small proportion of the meat exported from
Australia went from the other States, and
the bulk of the beef which went from other
States was from Queensland fed and fattened
cattle. Much of the beef which was shipped
from New South Wales went from the south-
western corner of Queensland, and much of
the beef which went from South Australia
went from the far western portion of this
State, so that practically the whole of the
beef which went overseas during the last
five or six vears was from cattle bred and
fattened in this State. I contend that the

Mr. Morgan.]
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We do not want
We want the power it

amendment is important.
to lose this Bill,

gives, anyway. It is going to be beneficial
to the State, and it will help the State
stations.

The SFC‘RTT ARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Flon. W, Gillies, Eacham): I should like
to point out to the hon. member that this Bill
is part of a Commonwealth scheme, which

- cannot come into operation unless the Com-
monwealth Parliament passes a Common-
wealth Act; so that there would be no advan-
tage in ‘Lccoptma the amendment. The Go-
vernment have not framed this scheme—it is
part of a Federal scheme agreed upon at the
conterence last vear. No scheme can work
unless the Commonwealth Government pass
an Act and give the Ausiralian Meat Council
legal standing.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla):
it clear to the Committee that,
monwealth Government do not nass an Act, it
will mean that twelve months will have to
elapse before we can get any organisation.
If the Commonwealth do not pass an Act—
and they will not do it unless the other States
fall into line, and we have been told that
New South Wales is doubtful and really only
two Statss other than Queensland will cer-
tainly agree—we shall have to wait till
another session commences before we can get
anv organisation. If we accept the amend-
ment we can collect the levies and use them
locally. We need not even send any to the
Commonwealth Government unless we wish.
Tt scems a pity that we should have to wait
twelve months until Parliament meets again
before we can get a Bill passed. The pro-
ducer is in favour of it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Federa]l Parliament meets next March.

My, MORGAN: And if it docs not pass
an Act we shall have to wait until the nuxt
session of the State Parliament twelve months

from now before we can introduce another
Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
not. introduce another Bill.
from that.

MORGAN: W2 have not a day to lose
in the extremity we are in. The amendment
is not going to interfere with the principles
of the Bill, and, if the Minister does not
want to proclaim the Act, the amondment
does not compel him to do so.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is no
use collecting money to hand over to the Com-
monwealth 1f the Commouwealth Parliament
does not pass an Act.

Mr. MORGAN: T havs an amendment to
move later on which will allow the Board
to collect the levies and control them and send
any portion it desives to the Commonwealth
Government in repaym-nt of their advances.

I want to make

The

We will
Don’t get away

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULIURE: You
want to make it a State matter.
Mr. MORGAN: If the other States do

not come in, let us ignore the other States.

The SECRETARY FOR ACGRICULTURE: It is not
so much the other States as the Common-
wealih.

Mr. MORGAN: DPeople from the other
States come over here and buy our cattle—
the bulk of them go to New South Wales—
and the workers there get all the bencfit of

{Mr. Morgan.
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the employment ereated. while our meatworks
arc empty for the greater part of the year.
Thy are taking advantage of our dis-
organised conditions, and apparently the
UGovernment are not going to help us. We
have 70 per cent. of the beef cattle in Aus-
tralia, and not one of the other States pro-
duces enough for its own requirements, vet
the Minister is going to leave us at their mercy
for anothsr twelve months simply because, if
the other States do not fall into line and the
Commenwealth does not pass an Act, he will
not proclaim this Bill. TUnder the amend-
ment he may proclaim it or not as he wishes.
We may be able to convince him that, if
tho other States turn it down or if the Com-
merwealth does not pass an Act, the scheme
sliould be brought Into operation here, and,
if so, he should have power to do it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I have already
pointed out that it is not so much a question
of what the other States do as of what the
Cemnmoenwealth does, and, if the Common-
wealth does not pass an Act making provision
for the scheme, it is no use puttmg this Bill
into operation. The essence of the thing is
that it is part of a Commonwealth scheme.

Amendment (Mr. Morgan) negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 53— Interpretation’—

Mr. MORGAN (Muwurilla): T beg to move
the omission on line 23, page 1, of the word—
“ Advisory,”
with a view to inscrting the word—
‘“ Industry.”

I think the Board should be more than an
Advisory Board, and I have another amend-
nment to propos: later on to give it greater
power It should be something more than a
collecting bodwx. If I thought that this Bill
woes merely to come into 0po1at10n for that
purpose, I would vote against it. We would
merely collect £30,000 and send it down to
Melbourne to bs operated on there, and we
would get no benefit at all. The people who
do the work and collect the money should
spend it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I do not
think it is advisable to accept the amendment,
We are only ratifving what the conference
of stockowners decided, and we cannot make a
trading Bill out of it.

Am-:ndment (Mr. Horgan) negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 84— The Bourd—ILstabiishment ’—
put and passed.

Clause 5~ Qualifications of members and
electors ~—put and passed.
Clauss 6—" Appointment of first Board’—

Mr. MORGAN (Murilld): 1 beg to move
the omission, on line 14, of the words—
“one wear,”
with a view to inserting the words—
“six months.”

After the Act has been proclaimed and
hecoraes law six months iz a sufficient period
to elapse.  The Minister has power to causz
an clection within three months or within
any period not exceeding one vear. The
nv‘op]r\ who find the monesx want to elect
fheir own Board, and I think cne year is
too long.
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(FHon. W. M. Gillies, Fucham): I do not
think the time should be limited to six
months; as it may not be possible to carry
out an election within that time. I think
we might trust the men who have been
elected to the Provisional Board until such
tinie as we have an election. [ will under-
take that no unnecessary delay will occur
in giving the stockowners an opponumtv of
electing the Board, but I do not think it
is advieable to limit the period  to  six
months.

Amendment (Mr. Morgui) regatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7 to 10, both
rassed.

Clause 11— Fund 7—

Mr. MQRG SN (Murilla)

inclusive, put and

T heg to move

the omission, on line 46, clause 11, of the
words—
““Australian Mcat Couneil,
with a view to inserting the words—
¢ State Meat Advisory Bosrd.”
The SeceErsary ror Prsric Works: That

principle has been defeated on your amend-
ment on clause 3.

Mr. MORGAN: No. The Bill provides
that levies are to be collected and the money
sent to a fund down south, which I do not
think is right. The orlwu'd] draft of the
Bill plmlund that eacl Advisory Board
would collect its own funds and contribute
<0 wmuch te the Australian Meat Council.

The Premitr: The Australian Meat Coun-
cil or the State Meat Advisory Board must
have altered that subsequently.

Mr. MORGAN: It was not altered at the
conference consisting of representatives from
different States. That consultation was of
more importance than ansy action by any
other body in making subrequent arrange-
ments.  We may raise £30.000, Victoria
£3.000, and Tasmania £1,000; they are the

only three States coming iuto the scheme,
and the Australian Meat Council will con-

sist of an equal number of delegates from
those three States. Is it fair that that
Council should have the control of £30,000
from Queensland, when only £3,000 comes
from Victoria, and £1.000 from Tasmanis?

Why, the people of Queensland would vote
against this measure if that were so.
would vote against 1t myself. It is not

right to allow the people in the South to
have the conrtrol of £30.000 from Queensland.
The State Meat Advisorr Board will be
clected by the taxpayers who find the money,
and then the money 1s to be sent to another
Council to pay its expenses. That is not
in accordance with general practice, and I
hope the Minister will accent the amend-
ment. I am surprised that the Government
have foresaken their own principles in this
matter.

My, WARREN (Murrumba): The hen.
member for Muiilla scems to take a wrong
view of this matier. Beeauss the monev is
going to the headquarters of an orranisa-
tion that is not to say that Quernsland’s
neceds will not be attended to. If it does
happen, then we shall verr socon get out of
the scheme., I am of the opinion that the
clause should bhe allowed to stand. It is just
as well to say that we should not pay
our income tax because the money goes to
Melbourne. In a business matter like this
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I wssume that the State Meat Advisory Board
will be strong cnough and wise cnough to

see that the right fhmg is done. The matter
should be allowed to stand as it i

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCRE
(Hon. W. M. Gillies, Facham): The clause
cortained in the Bill is practically identical
with the eleuse set out in the ougmnl draft
Bill. ¥ cannot understand where the draft
came fl'om that has been furnished to me
by the hon. member for Murilla.

Mr. Mongan: I
delegates.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTITRE:
If this amewdment is agreed to, it will prac-
tically make it a State scheme and not a
Commonwealth scheme. Pormnally T thought
it was unfair that the bulk of the money
should go to the Australian Meat Council,
but it is recognised that the Common-
wealth Board should represent the whole of

got it from one of the

the States. We are dealing with & Common-
wealth induwtry, although 90 per cent. of
the cattle may grow 1n Queeusland. We

have a 90 per cont. interest in the success
of the scheme. The stockowners control the
scheme when all is =aid and done, and by
accepting the amendment the scheme as a
TFederal scheme would be upset.

Amendment (Mr. Morgan) negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 12— Levies ’—

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): 1

the omission, on line 28, page 5,
““ten

with @ view to inserting the word—
“ eight.”

A penalty of 10 per cent. is too high, and
8 per cent, is sufficient. A 10 per cent.
penalty is imposed on sclectors for arrears
of rent, and we are continually complaining
about it as an exorbitant penalty.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I suzgest to
the hon. member for Murilla that he with-
draw his amendmenti, as 1 have a prior
amendment on line 26. I proposc to move
the omission, on line 26, of the word “ ﬁftv i
with a view to mso‘tmg the word “ ten.
We should not reduce the penalty, beumse
it is not much encouragement to a man to
pay his assessment, and if a man does not
pay his assessment the scheme cannot
succeed.  After all, a penalty of 10 per cent.
is not a large one when considered in the
light of a penalty.

Mr. Morean: I ask leave to withdraw my
amendment for the time being.

cy to move
‘the word—

b
of

Amendment (Mr. Morgan), with-

drawn.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I beg to
move the omission, on line 26, of the word—
“Aifty,”
with a view to inserting the word—
< ten.”
Amendment (M.

by leave,

Gillics) agreed to.
Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): 1 move the
omission, on line 28, of the word—
“ton.”
with a view
“eight.”
Amendment (Mr. Horgan) negatived.

Hon. W. N. Gillies.}

to inscrting the word-—
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. Mr. MORGAN: T beg to move the omis-
ston, on line 33, of the word—
“ifty,”
with a view to inserting the words—
“ one hundred.”
The clause provides that fifty stockowners
who have paid their asscssments can demand
a poll as {o whether a further levy shall
be made. In my opinion, fiffy is too small
a number to be able to demand a poll to
defeat a levy, and I think that the number
should be increased to 100.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I am pre-
pared to accept the amendment.
Amendment (3Mr. Morgan) agreed to.
Mr. BELL (Fassifern): I beg to move the
omission, on lines 45 and 46. of the words—
“the majority of stockowners voting
thereat decide,”

with a view to inserting the words—
““at least 60 per centum of the stock-

owners entitled to vote thereat have
voted, and =t least three-fifths of the
stockowners voting thereat have
decided.”

* My object in’ moving this amendment is to
ensure that a majority of stockowners
exercise their vote. It would not be fair if
only 40 per cent. of the stockowners voted
that this scheme should be practically wiped
out by a bare majority.

Mr. MORGAN  (Murilla): A  simple
majority should rule. T am opposed to a
three-fifths majority. If the Board is not
doing its duty or carrying out its functions.
it has a right to be abolished. At least 60
per cent. of the stockowners should record
their vofes, but a simple majority should
rule.

The SecreTARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS : In that
case a minority could upset the scheme.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): 1 am
inclined to agree with the hon. member for
Murilla in so far as the first part of the
amendment is concerned. 1 suggest to the
hon. member for Fassifern that he should
agree to the insertion of the following words
after the word ‘“ taken,” on line 45:—

“at least 60 per centum of the stock-

owners entitled to vote thereat have

voted, and a majority of the stockowners
voting thereat have decided.”
‘That would cut out any suggestion about the
three-fifths majority, which I do not agree

with. T think it is a fair thing to say
that at least 60 per cent. of the

{9 p.m.] stockowners should vote, but I do
not agree with the latter part of

the amendment. If the latter part is

withdrawn I am prepared to accept the
amendment.

Mr BELL (Fassifern): I am prepared to
accept the suggestion of the Minister, and I
'therifore ask leave to withdraw my amend-
ment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr., BELL (Fassifern): 1 now move the

omission, after the word “ taken,” on lines
45 and 48, page 5, of the words—

“the majority of stockowners
thereat decide,”

with a view to insorting the words—
“at least 60 per centum of the stock-
owners entitled to vote thereat have

[Mr. Morgan.

voting
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voted and a majority of the stockowners
voting thereat have decided.”
Amendment (Mr. Bell) agreed to.

Myr. BELL (Fassifcrn): I beg to move the
nsertion on line 48, after the word  Board,”
of the words—

“upon the taking of any poll on the
question of the levying of assessments
under this Act, during the period of
three years following the taking of such
poll. ne further poll on such question
shall be taken.”

There seems to be some doubt as to whether
only cne poll shall be taken or a succession
of polls. 1t is provided that 100 stock-
owners who have paid their assessments
shall be entitled to demand a poll of stock-
owners liable to pay assessments under this
Act on the question as to whether a further
levy of aswessments shall be made or not.
If that means that & number of polls may
be taken, I think it only reasonable to pro-
vide that during the period only one poll
shall be taken. My idea is that the poll
shall not be of a frivolous nature, and that
the steclkowners, if they desire to wipe out
the lewv on a future occasion, shall have
the right to do so. I desire to ask the
Minister whether only one poll is to be
taken.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): 1 think the
amendment of the hon. member will malke
the position quite clear.

Amendment (Mr. Bell) agreed to.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 14— Returns —

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): Regarding sub-
clause (8) of clause 14, should the return
which has to be forwarded by each clerk of
petty sessions to the Department of Agricul-
ture be a monthly or an annual one? I
think that at present the clerk of petty ses-
sicns makes a return annually. E

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
wording is correct The returns are made
monthly by the clerk of petty sessions.

Clause put and passed,

Clause 15— Powers of Board ’—

Mr. MORGAN (Murillay: I beg to move
the insertion on line 29, after the word—

““ thereof,”
of the words—

“and (d) Recommend financial assistance

for the establishment of co-operative

meatworks, abattoirs, or factories, for

the manufacture and preparation of pro-

ducts and by-products.”
If that amendment is carried, it will mean
that the Board will have power to recom-
mend to the Australian Meat Council that a
certain amount of funds shall be used for
such a purpose in certain States. The
Quecnsland Meat Advisory Board might
recoramend the establishment of meatworks,
abattoirs, or factories, and they might also
recommend the establishment of retail shops.
We know ihat one of the things that is
likely to affect Australia more than anything
else is the ostablishment of retail shops in
Great Britain. If the Australian Meat Coun-
cil considered on a future occasion that it
would be advisable to take such an action,
they would then have power to do it. If
they bave not such power, I consider they
are going to do little or no good. The
present intention is only to find markets for
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‘the meatworks in existence and to find new
places to send our produce to, but not to
participate in the profits. At the present
time we know that the meatworks have
bought our meat for about 15s. per 100 lb.
and have sent it to Sydney and made enor-
mous profits. If we had our own co-opera-
tive meatworks, the people producing the
meat would get the profits. There is not
much harm in inserting the clause, as it only
means that the State Meat Advisory Board
may make the recommendation. I have
deleted the word * Render’ appearing in
the printed amendment sheet and substituted
the word ** Recommend.” My original amend-
ment was prepared on the assumption that
my earlier amendments would be carried.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{ITon. W. N. Gilhes, Eacham): The altera-
t1on of the word *‘ Render” to * Recommend”
makes the amendment less objectionable, but
I point out again that I do not think it will
accomplish anvthing, because this is not a
trading Bill. Howmer, as there does not
seem any scrious objection to the amend-
ment, I shall accept it.

Amendment (Mr. Morgan) agreed to.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 16 to 20, both inclusive, put and
passed.

Clause 21—* Elections to Australian Meat
Couneil "—

Mr. MORGAN (Mwriila): I beg to move
the lnsertlon 0'1 line 24, after the word—

‘ persons,”’
of the words—

““ who must be members of the Board.”
At the present vime the Bill does not make
it clear that the representatives on the
Austealian Meat Council must be elected
from the members of the State Meat Advisory
Bo rd. At the present time, if the State
3 Advumy Board likes to elect men

ouiside the State who are nos members of
the Board, it e¢an do so. I do mot chink
that is a proper thing. The Council of

Agriculture is compesed of men who have

been eclected by the Local Producers’ Asso-
ciations to the District Councils.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I accept

that amendment.
Amendment (Mr. W organ) agreed to.
Clanse, as amended. put and passed.

Clzuse 22— Vacancy in represeatation’
put and passed.

Clause 23— Penalties ' —
Mr. BELL (Fassifern): 1 beg to move the
onnssmn on line 56, of the word—
“ Industry,”
with a view to inserting the word—
“ Advisory.”
This is only a consequential amendment,
a Tthc SECRETARY FOR ASRICULTURE: 1 accept
that.
Amendment (Mr. Bell) agreed to.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 24— Regulations”—put and passed.
First Schedule—* Rules for FElections of
Mrinbers on the Stock Interests”—
51.1)351159 4—“ Seerctary to prepare annual
roll U —
Mr BELL (Fassifern):
clause 4 reads—
“The said list,
Le delivered by

Subclause 2 of

when so certified, shall
the secretary 1o the
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returning officer, ard shall be the roll
of electors to be wied at every election,
and such roll thail nontmue in force until
a new roll is mads.”’

1 beg to move the inseviion on line 49, after
the word—

“ cleetion,”’
of the words—

“or poll.”

Tha: will provide that the certified list
shall be the official 101l to be used at cvery
eioction or poll. Thoze who pay lavies are
entitled to vote at every poll, and [ think
tler insertion of those words will make 1t
clear.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
1Jon., W. N. Gillirs, Zachamj: The Parlia-
mentary Draftsman points out that clmm 13
of the Bill contains a paragraph which
reads—

‘ Thercupon the Board shall cause such
poll to be taken, wnd the provizions of
this Act relating to elections of repre-
sentatives of the stock interests  shall
(so far as applicable) apply to cvery
such poll.”

The amendment is
sary.

Mr. BELL: I ounly desired to make sure
that that was s0. I therefore ask leave fo
withdraw the amendn:ent.

therefore quite unneces-

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Clause 13— Voting-papers ’—

Mr. MORGAN (Muriila): 1 beg to move
the omission, on line 28, of the words—

“in two sectionz,”

with a view to inserting the words—
“on two ballot-papers.”’

This clause provides that the ballot-papers
shall contain the names of those nominated to
vepresent  the caitle interests and those
nominated to represeut the shecp interests,
and the persons who pay levies for sheep
will have a vote in determining who shall
represent the cattle interests, and those
persons who pay levizs for cattle will have
a vote as to who shall represent the sheep
mierests. It is quite possible, if the ballot.
paper is sent out in that manner, that the
sheepmen will dominate the whole position.
They can elect the four representatives to
represent the cattleraen. I do not think that
is fair. We have dccided that there shall
be four representatives of the owuers of
cattic and two represenfatives of the owners
of sheep, because the cattle industry iz more
important than the skeop industry. If the
Lallot-papers are sent out in the way provided
in the schedule the sheepmen can elect the
whoie of the representatives. That was not
the irtention of the conference, I do
nct think it is the tue~ntion of the Bill. If
the amendment is agreed to, it will mcan
that a ballot-paper will be sent out to all
these who are entitled to vote for the election
of the four represeniatives of the cattiemen
and another ballot- -paper will be sent cut o
ihose who are entitled to vote for the election
of the two representaiives of sheepmen. If
a wuan 1s both a cattle and sheep grower
and pays both levies, he will get both ballot-

rapers. This is a o8t 1mpottant amend-
ment, because the two industrics are scparate
and distinet and the¢ organisations are

All along the cattle-
Mr. Morgan.]

separate and distinet.
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men have heen subservient to the sheepmen,
and they are determined to get awa-s from
the skeepmen. Their inicrests are not alwavs
ider mcal In many important matters they
clash.  For instance. the United Graziers
A%)c‘afion could pick out a list of candi-
dates after the nomination day is fixed and
ask their members to vote as desired, and
! rule the whole roust.  The Minister will
) > that we are justificd in prefeciins
ourtelves. Let the cartlemen have their own
reprosentatives and the sheepinen also have
therr own represenfatives,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eacham): I could not
acoept the amendment if T wished to do so,
as it would upset the whole scheme of the Bill,
which recognises only stockowners as such and
does not make any difference between sheep-
men and cattlemen. The ballot-papers pro-
vide that each owner shall have a vote.
think the industry may very well be trusted
to look after itself in this respect. I do not
think there is any danger of either the sheep-
men getting the whole of the representation
into their hands or of the cattlemen doing
s0. To alter the wording as proposed by the
hon. member would not alter the scheme,
which, right through the Bill. recog-
nises stockowners. For thab reason I cannot
accept the amendment, although there may
be some logic in the hon. member’s argu-
ments.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I am sorry to
hear the Minister say that the amendment
would spoil the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR ACGRICULTURE: There
are many men who own sheep as well as
cattle.

Mr. MORGAN : The amendment will give
an owner who has a sufficient number of both
sheep and cattle the right to give a vote in
each case. Under the Bill the control of the
matter will be placed in the hands of the
sheepmen. Tt is practically giving the United
Graziers’ Assoclation power to elect the
whole of the Board. The Minister says the
Bill provides for stockowners. It provides
that four of the members of the Board must
be cattleowners and paying a levy in that
respect, and also that two of the members
must be sheepmen. Why is the discrimina-
tion made of having two sheepmen as against
four cattlemen? It is done for a purpose—
because cattlemen are going to contribute
twice as much as sheepmen—they are going

to contribute £20,000 and the sheepmen
£10,000.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The

sheepmen are going to contribute £10,000
to help an industry which is down and out.

Mr. MORGAN: Yes. and although the
cattlemen are supposed to have the right
to control the industrv, it will react againit
them, because the sheepmen are the more
numerous and are members of the United
Graziers’ Association, which is going to
control the election of the whole of the six
representatives. The Minister is going to
allow that large association to dominate the
situation. On behalf of the cattlemen I pro-
test against it. and will do all I possibly
can to bring about a different system. It is
a wrong thing to place in the Bill, and is
against the interests of the cattlemen whom
we are out to try and assist.

Amendment (Mr. Morgan) negatived.

Clause 16— Filling up of ballot-papers’—

[Mr. Morgan.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Encouragement Bill.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I move ths
insertion on line 24, page 11, after the word—
“ close,”
of the words—
“ which must be not less than six weeks
after the date of nomination.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Facham): I have con-
sulted the Parliamentary Draftsman, who
says that this is already provided for in
clause 11 of the schedule by the following
words : —

“ (not being less than twenty nor more
than forty days from the day of nomi-
nation’’).
There is therefore
amendment.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): The words
“not less than twenty days” mean that the
papers would be required to be sent in within
twentr-one davs, which would be impos-
sible. It would be impossible to get ballot-
papers returncd from  distant northern
centres within three weeks.

Mr. WINSTANLEY :
forty days.”

Mr. MORGAN: Ballot-papers might be
sent out and the voters might not be allowed
more than three weeks in which to return

no necessity for the
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It says ¢ nor more than

them. The shortest time in which they could
be returned might be six weeks. Why not
make 1t six weeks?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: We are

not dealing with criminals in this Bill.

Mr. MORGAN: It is all very well for
the hon. gentleman to talk like that—he does
not seem to care much about this matter.
We know that twenty-one days is too short
a period. It would be impossible to get a
true vote in that time. If you want to * rig”
the thing and not give people a fair chance
to vote, have it twenty-one days; but, if
you want to give the people a fair chance
let them have sufficient time. The shortest
period should be forty-two days.

As the Munister will not accept the amend-
ment in the way in which I have moved 1it,
1 suggest that he amend clavse 11 of the
schedule by providing that the returning
officer, ot the deeclaration of the nominations,
shall announce a day, not less than forty
days nor more than sixty days afterwards,
as the day on which the poll shall close
instead of a day not more than twenty days
nor more than forty days from the day of

romination, as at present. That

[9.30 p.m.] vould mcan that stockowners

who were away from railway
communication would be able to record
their votes. although I think forty days is
hardix enough for people in the far northern
narts of the State, where it takes the boat
a week to go un, and the mail another week
to go out, and another two weeks for the
mail to return.

The SECKETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Flon. W. N. Gillies, Zacham): If the hon.
member will withdraw his amendment, I
will agree to an amendment in the clause of
the schedule he has mentioned. The Bill
\nll Lave to be recommitted.

. Morcean : I ask leave to withdraw my
mnendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Schedule agreed to.



Sugar Experiment Stations

Second  Bchedule—* Rules relating to the
clection  of members in the  wmeatworls
interests —agreed  to,

The House resumed.

The C(HAmRMAN reported the
amendments

Ths SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. W. N. Gillics, Fuacham): T beg to

IOV

Bill

with

“ That the Bill be recommitted for the

purposc  of further considering clause
11 of the First Schedule.”

Question put and passed,

RECOMMITTAL.
(Mr. Wirwan, Brisbane, in the chair)
First Schedule—

Clause 11— Notifications of candi-
dates”—-

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE

(Hon. W. N. Gillies, Kacham): 1 beg to

move the omission, on line 1, page 10, of the
words—

“twenty

and *“ forty,”
with a view to inserting the words—
“thirty” and * sisty,”
respectively., I think that will mcet the view
of the hon. member for Murilla.
Amendment (3r. Gillies) agreed to.
Schedule, a: amended, put and passed.
The Houze resumed.
The CHarrmax  veported the
further amendments.

The third reading of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday nsxt.

Bill with

SUGAR EXPERIMENT STATIONS ACT
AMENDMEXNT BILL.
SEconD READING.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(HHon. W. N. Gillies, Fae ham): 1 need not
take up very much time in explaining the
principles of thiz Bill. Iis object is ‘ro pro-
vide for the systematic destruction of posts
in the sugar industry. The request has
been made by the sugar-growers, and has
been approved of by the Council of Agricul-
tur:.  The Bill gives power for the creation
of Boards in (Lmttod districls, and gives
monl power to ‘make compulsory levies of a
maximum of 3d. per ton on sugar-cane on
the basis of the growers paying onc-half and
the millers paying onc-half. The Board will
compris: three elecied representatives of the
growers and two clectod representatives of
the millers. The Board will have power to
do all things necessary to control the fund
and exterminat> the pests.

The present Act provides for a levy and
also a subsidy to the fund. That subsidy has
been paid hitherto, but there scems to be some
doubt as to the cfficacy of the scheme, and
this Bill will clear up that doubt and will
make it possible in every district where cane
pcxts affect the industry for the farmers to
make a request for a district to be gazetted
and a Board elected, and for funds to be
collected so as to deal with the pests. The
present voluntary system does not operate
too well. In somic districts they have done
wonderfully good work under that system,
but I believe that the compulsory system will
operate much better and will enable the pest
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to be dealt with., In some of the districts
they are becoming very serious and crops are
suffering very severely.

I have much pleasrure in moving—

¢ That the Bill be uow read a second
time.”

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani): As the Minister
pointed out, this Bill provides machinery for
doing work that for twonty-five years was

performed by voluntary action. I certainly
agree with the principles contained in the
Bill. Before the old system weas done away
with splendid work was done. I remember
twenty-five years ago, when I was sccretary
of what was called the Contral Destruction
Fund, which covered a big district, something
like &£2,000 passed through the accounts of
the central committee, which accounts were
macde up of two-third contributions by the
industry and one-third subsidy from the Con-
solidated Revenue. We accounted for 40 tons
beetles one season, and we pretiy well cleared
that district, and ever since work on those
lines has been carried out. There has always
been the difficulty that certain people who
henefited by the work would not contribute,
but under the Bill all those within the area
will have to pay their share of the expense.
Speaking as one who has come in contact
with the pla(tlcal conditions in the past, I
think the Bill is a good one, though T think
the levy of 3d. per ton is rather high.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is the
maximum.

Mr. SWAVYNE: In the past the levy could
only be imposed on those willing to con{ribute,
but under the Bill the matter will be in the
hands of the clected representatives of the
growers and millers. Although the maximum
lmy is large, the representatives elected by
the contributors will see that no unnecessarﬂy
large levy is declared. The maximum levy
under the principal Act is 1d. Last year a levy
of sd. was made, and I find from the report
of the Auditor-General that there was a
balance to the credit of the fund of £21,000,
although £1,855 was used in various locali-
ties. It quite bears out what I have said,
that the maximum levy in this Bill seems
very large. The Board has power to deal
with other pests that in the past have called
for attention. The power io compel all to
contribute is a good one.

I wish to point out before T sit down the
difference between the sugar industry and
other industries. Under the principal Act
the work of the sugar experiment farms
has beer. carried on at the expense of those
ecngaged in the industry. All such work
carried out in connection with other farming
operations under the direction of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture is supplied with funds
from the Consolidated Revenue. In this case,
as in most other cases, the sugar-farmcers pay
out of their own pockets for anything they
zet.

Question—That the Bill be now read 2
sccond time—put and passed.

CoMMITTEE.
(Mr. Kirwan, Brishane, in the chair.)
Clauses 1 to 6, both inclusive, put and

passed.

The House resumed. '

The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without
amendment.

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

The House adjourned at 9.45 p.m.

Hr. Swayne.]





