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WEDNESDAY, 17 SEPTEMBER, 192<1. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. B0rtram, Jfarec) 
took the chair at 10 a.m. 

ASSENT TO BILLS. 

Tho SPEAKER announced the receipt 
from His Excellencv the Govcrno1· of me"­
sages conveying Ht<:; Excellency's assent to 
the following Bills:-

Police Acts Amendment Bill and 
Auctioneers and Conimis.-.;ion ~\gcuts Act 

Anwndment Bill. 

QURSTIO:\S. 

DAWSOX V.\LLEY IRRHlATIOK SCI!E}!E-COST OF 
IIAI:LAGE FROl\J R.\XXES TO CASTLE CHEEK. 

Mr. PETERSON (c\~orman/Jy) asked tlw 
Secretary for Public Lands-

" \Vhat was tho tohl co't to thP Irri­
gation Con1n1is~ioncr for the haulage of 
n1atcrial, workn1cn, etc., from R.anne3 to 
CastlP Crc<'k, to 30th June last, inclu­
c•iYc of.-

{a) Cost of nwtors, labour, aud mauj­
tcnance '! 

(I>) Cost of vc)Jidcs of all dcserip-
tions '! 

(c) Cost of labour and maintcnan<·e? 
(r7) Cost of hor,es. if any' 
(e) Cost of horse team se n-ice? 
(f) Cost of horse fee<!, motor oil 

tyres, petrol. etc.? 
(u) An,v other costs pertaining to th~ 

~cn·1('e'?" 

The SECRE'I'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDR 
(Hon. \Y. McCurmack, Cairns) replied-

" £8,006, including capital cost of 
n1otor lorries." 

\YoiUOrEX's RAILWAY FARES BETWEEX JYlEL­
BOURXE STREET AXD SALJSlllJRY. 

::VIr. KING (Loua11) asked the Secretary 
for Railways-

" \Yhat wore the fares paid 1nior to 
the recent increase and what arc the 
prcsont fares paid in respect of first and 
s0cond cla;o;s and "\VOrkn1cn's fares, respe('­
livr'ly, between }lC'Ibourno Street and 
t;alisbury? " 

The' SECRETARY FOR IL'IILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Laru.,mbo, Ecppcl) rcpliPd---

~· The :increas'' at Salisbury, the sanh~ 
as elsewhere, is 7~ p£'r C''llt .. with a 
1ninimurn increase of ld .. , 

IC\STALLATIOX OF HEATIXG AXD COOKIKG 
APPLIAKCES. BmsnANE SICK CHILDRE:<:'s 
Hoc,PrT.\L. 

l\1r. 1\I.AXWELL (1'ooli'OII(J) aslu·d the 
I-TonH~ Secretary~ 

"\Yill he. on rcC'Pipt of sanlt', r.-t;- upon 
the table of the IIollse the reply o·iven 
bv the Brisbane Sick Childroll's ~Hos­
pital Committee to his request with 
reference to the heating and cooking 
apparatus in the kitchen of the Bris­
bane Sick Children's Hospital? " 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. ;r. 
Stopford, JI oun t JI o?·;an) replied- . 

"Yes.'' 
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s;uGGESTED CoxTIKUANCE OF BnrTrsn EMPIRE 
ExHIB1TIO:-;;. 

Mr. ELPlii:'\STONE (Oxl y) asked the 
rrcrnier--

" In view of the possibility of the 
British En1piro J~xhibition being 
extended into 1925, will ho allocate a 
definite time in the near future to permit 
of a .:liscu,•sion as to the advantD~~·cs of 
Australia's continuance tbercin, and th0 
improvements that might reasonably be 
introduced in the display of Queensland's 
proUuctionf'? " 

The PRE:\IIER (Hon. E. G. ThPodore, 
1/hil/agnr:) replied-

" Opportunities to discuss the subject 
\vill arise during thP se"-;;ion without 
allocating a special tin1c for it." 

ALI,EGED ADULTEHATIOK OF BRISDAXE ::\I!LK 
SUPPLY. 

Mr. ELPIIIJ\'"STONE (Oxlry) a'lwd the 
H orno Secretary-

" In reference to tho serious allegation-, 
' that hundreds of gallons of water were 
being added chih~ to Brisbane's milk 
supply drawn from outside district,,' as 
reported in the l'rc% of Friday, 12th 
September, "·ill he furnish the following 
infonnahon a::, appl~·ing. re~}_)Ccti-vPly, to 
-(a) Cold milk vendor's carts; (b) 
farmer.9 vPndors' caTts di~tributing fresh 
or hot milk-

1. 'I'he number of sampl0s of milk 
taken by inspectors for tho twelve 
months ended 30th J uno, 1924 ., 

2. How many of such samples were 
found to contain added water? 

3. I-Iow n1any prosecutions "\Vere 
made? 

4. 'I1hc nu1nbcr of conYietions; '' 

HoN. ::VI. J. KIR\VA:\f (Bri81Jilnr) r<'plil'd­
" (a) and (b). Information not antil-

able. 
" 1. 259. 
" 2. Thirty~three. 

" 3. Twcnty~sevon. 
"4. T\venty-fiYe." 

QrL~WELL DRILLING PLAKT SoLD BY GovERX~ 
MENT TO LANDEH On. Co>IPAKY. 

Mr. FRY (Eurilzm) asked the Secretary for 
Mines-

" 1. What quantity of oil-well drilling 
plant has been sold by the Government 
to the Land or Oil Corr;pany? 

" 2. What was the selling price? 
"3. \Yhat v. as the cc·'t of such drill~ 

ing plant to the Uovorwncnt? " 

The SECRETARY FOR :i\IINES (Hon . 
. \. J. Joncs, Paddington) replied-

" The total expenditure on plant is 
£8.0112. The total amount received for 
nlant after being dismantled is £1.634. 
Portion was sold to Lander Oil Com~ 
!)any for £700." 

LANDER OIL co~IPANY's BoRE AT 0RALLO. 

Mr. FRY (K11rilpa) asked the Secretary 
for Minb-

" 1. Has the Lander Oil Company 
L\ ll'tra.li a), Limited, completed the first 
hot'<' ctt Orall9? 

"2. If so, ''hat oil, if any, has been 
found? 

"3. If any samples haY'l been taken. 
what W<tS the quantity analysed, if 
any, and the result of such analysis 9 

" 4. \Vhat was the date or dates when 
the san1ple::3 v;ere taken? 

" 5. \V ore they taken under Go>ern­
rnent os.upen--i~ion ?" 

The SECRETARY FOU MINES (Hon. A. 
J. Jow•s, Pruldinqton) r<;plied-

,, 1. a11d 2. Operations at the fir,t bore 
arc not completed. The boro has not yet 
bc(~lt tested for oil or gas. 

" I \\ ould ask the hon. member to 
repeat Questions 3, 4, and 5 for to­
rr:OlTOW, as the infornwtion is being 
obtained." 

IIELlllOX STATE QGARRY ~\);[) THEASURV 
BUILD!l\GS. 

Mr. CORSER (Burnrtt), for :\fr. LOGA::'-J 
(J:ock)tr''), asked the Secretary for Public 
\Vorks-

" 1. \Vhat nun1bor of n1en are at 
tn·r "C>nt emploYed at the Helidon State 
Quarry? 

" 2. Is all the stone required for the 
ne~,, Trc;;sury Buildings being supplied 
by the He!idon State Quarry'! 

" 3. If not, from what other source rs 
the stone required for the Treasur!' 
Building·s being supplied?" 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS: 
(Hon. W. Forgan Smith, Jfackay) replied-

" 1. Twcnty~five. 
" 2. All stone except porphyry for base 

course is being supplied from the State 
Quarry. 

"3. Porphyry for base courm has been 
supplied from the \Vindsor Porphyry 
Quarry." 

PAPERS. 

The following papers were laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed:-

\n alteration and variation which was 
published in the "Go>ernment Ga­
zette" of 6th Sepi<'mher, 1924, of the 
Fruit .and Vegetable Growing ancl 
Packing Regulations under the Fruit 
Ca:'es Acts. 

An addition, as published in the 
~' GoYcrnment Gazette" of the 6th 
September, 1924, to the First 
ScLcdule of the Fruit and Vegetable 
Gro,ving and . Packing Regulations 
under the Frurt Case•. Act<l. 

PROPOSED 1\fOTION FOR ADJO'CRX~ 
:MEKT. 

CoNFLICT '·' rTH STANDING ORDER No. 307. 
Mr. SPEAKER: I ha' to report that I 

have received the following letter:-
,, Parllan1cnt I-Iouse, 

" 16th September, 1924. 
"Dear l\Ir. Bertram,-In accordance 

with Standing Order l\o. 137, I beg 
to inform you that it is my intention 
(on Wednesday, 17th instant) to move­
' That this Hou•,, do now adjourn.' 

" My reason for moving this motion is 
that I desire to discuss a definite matte' 
of urgent public importance. as follows:­

"The present position of the Upper 
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Burnett and Callide Land Settlement 
scheme, under the following headings:-

" (a) The urgent necessity for the 
suppl:v of wire netting for the protection 
of crops and pests. 

" (b) The unsympathetic treatment of 
applications for financial assistance for 
improvements, stock, n1arhinery, etc. 

"(c) The apparent lack of desire on 
the part of the Government to push on 
with the promised railway construction 
pnJgramine. 

" (d) Unnecesc.ary delay in establish­
ment of State schools. 

" (e) Delay in making a start with the 
promised establishment of butter fac­
tories. 

" (f) Generally, the unsympathetic 
administration of tho Agricultural Bank 
Act, the Upper Burnett and Callido 
Land Sett.lemeut Act. and other Acts 
affecting the welfare of this settlement. 

" Yours respectfully, 
"(S;.;d.) BERNARD H. ConsER. 

" 'l'he Honourable the Speaker, 
"Legislative .\ssembly, 

"Brisbane.'' 
If the hon. member will look at the fourth 
paragraph of Standing Order 307 he will sec 
that it reads-

" On the days so allotted for the busi­
ness of Supply no motion, other than a 
motion declared to be 'Formal.' shall bo 
taken until after the consideration of 
Supply, anJ no motion for adjournment 
under StanJing Order No. 137 shall be 
entertained.'' 

Under those circumstances I cannot allow the 
hon. member to move his proposed motion. 

:Mr. ELniiKSTONE: The Government saved 
again. 

The SECRETARY FOH PunLIC LANDS : Hon. 
members have sixteen davs in which to clis· 
cuss the Estimates dealing with the matter. 

SUPPLY. 

1'tESl'1IPTION OF CmnnTTEE-KINTII ALLOTTED 
DAY. 

(Jfr. P. ;1. Goopa, Brf'111G<, one oj the panel 
of Tcm,porrtry Chainnrn, in the chair.) 

DEPART1!ENT OF AGRIClTLTURE AND STOCK. 
CHIEf OFFIC'Ti:. 

QucsJion statcrl--" That £64.607 be granted 
for 'DcpartmPnt of Agriculture vnd Stock~ 
Chid Office.·" 

Mr. DEAf'ON (Cu.rminr;lwm): Provision 
is made in the Estimates fnr three instructors 
and two aHsistant instructor, in agriculture. 
I do not know the exact duties of those 
p:cntlcmcn, but perhaps the Minister will bo 
able to explain later 011. Is it necf•:sary to 
ha Ye imtrut cors? vYhat instruction do they 
bive! 

Tlwrc is a reduction of £100 in the \ote 
"Bursaries at Agricultural High School and 
College." r:I'hero should be an incrPase in 
a vote like that, and tho Government should 
YCr\~ seriously consid0'~ \Vhethcr it is not 
poss:iblc tD hlCrea:Je tho vote next year. \Ve 
are nHtintaining bursari,,- in connection with 
other forms of education. and why should we 
cut out bursaricR in connection with agricul­
tural education? If Jhe GoYcrnment are 
;.z:oing to reduce the nun1ber of bursaries in 

connection with agr:icul tural oduca t:ion, ~ tr 
sho" s that they are getting pretty hard up 
This is an item on which I will not say any­
thing more at present, as I shall have an 
opportunity of referring to it later on. 

I notice that provision is made on the Esti .. 
mates for cotton expe.rts, including a special­
ist at £1,250 per annum. Whether the sor 
vices of these advisers arc continued or nots 
the}· m a de a very baJ business of the cott011 
industry last year. 

OPPOSITION ME"IBERS : lioar, hear! 

Mr. DEACON: Any ordinary "cocky" 
could have given better advice so far as 
ratoon cotton wtts concerned than these advi­
sers. If the Government had accepted the 
advic<c tendered by hon. members on this side, 
they wo,lld have saved themselves unnecsoary 
criticism, and the industry would be on a 
better footing to-clay. 

Mr. PETEB~ON: We g·ave the Government 
that advice for nothing, too. 

Mr. DEACON: I want now to refer to the 
State stalliom. When speaking in relation 
to this matter !act session, the Secretary 
for .Agriculture stated that the Government, 
had purchaeeJ these stallions because of the 
failure of private enterprise to attend to 
hor,,e-breeding. The experience of the 
Government in the meantime has proved 
that those remarks were most uncalled for. 
The hon. gentleman now knows a little of the 
difficulties and expense connecte·d with those 
otallions and the difficulty of getting foals 
under certain circumstance~. I hope that 
loo thorou~hly appreciates the position. He 
is now shiftinp: the stallions out of the dis­
tricts whore they were last vc "r. That is 
quite contrary t;J practice. t)rivate o1vncrs 
ahra~rs gave thr! o1vncr.s of marc6 Yr hi eh 
1ui2.-;r,l some concesc~ion the next yf'ar. The 
fir::'t qncstion the O\VDl'r Df a mare ah"' ays 
:t'kod was whether the owner of a stallion 
IY-H..; {'Oining } ad{ the next year. If no 
.a~surance was given in that- l'C'spoct, he did 
1101 get 1nany marc"' The Gov·ernnlont 
insisted on C'ash payrncnts in advance at 
pretty much the same figure that priva tu 
owners chargTd, and they shifted their stal­
lions nut of the Jistricts they v. ore in without 
rnaking any conce:lsion~ tO the O\vner;;:; of 
rnarcs -;c·hirh mi~~cd. \Vhcn the :i.V1inio;;tcr 
comes to rcYif'w the whole po'ition, I hope 
that he "·ill reflect upon his statement that 
the purchase of these stallions by t.he GoYern­
nwnt wa' dm' to the failure of priYatc C'ntcr­
nriso. The keeping of shllions and hor.'e­
breec1ing· ic not an altogether profitable 
venture.- It :is a hobhv 1nort than a businc~s 
cnterpri··e. If rcgarCl was rnade for thl!! 
prof-its, ver:7 fo\"' peopll' '"-ould engage in it. 
Some br0Pdcr'"' rnay make somPtbing our 
of it if the, are carf'ful but. if thcv an• 
not 'ln ful. 'the:;- g·et into the so.nw positiou 
as the Government have done and show a 
hc~vv less at the end of the vear. I can· 
not Jnako any suggf~stionS to 'the JVIinistcr 
wh0rcbv the return can be imnrovul, and he 
rnu~t ~ake up his 1nind to fa-cc .a dead ]oss 
in thio enterprise year after year. 'The 
Government stallions rnnst ccst muf'h n1orr 
to kof''J and rnn than :if theY 'vere the 
pro11er{y of a private ownf'r. -

The expcrim0nts the Jepartment hav 
b0cn carrying on in connf'ction w:ith th('r 

heat industry and the work of the official·· 
of the department to improve our wheat i' 
something they .deserve praise for. I ha<~ 

Mr. Deacon.) 



SiS Supply. [ASSEMBLY.] Supply. 

the opportunity of observing these officials 
carrying out those expcrirnonts, and I can 
honestly say that they are doing good work 
for the industry. \Vherever possible the 
Govennnent should extend their work in this 
direction, for it is bound to bring in a large 
indirect revenue to the State. Whatever the 
venture co;ts it is no !os' to the State. These 
experimcnta I plots are carefully watched, 
and a ~rcat de.il of interest is taken in them 
by the--people of thP district concerned. We 
have experimental plot.s in the Allora ·dis­
trict, and the people of the .district have 
admired the careful manner in which every­
thing is done and all concerned appreciate 
the work of the department in that direction. 
I hope the idea will be extended. We sec 
no maize experimental plots. A great deal 
can be done in that direction, and it can­
not be done by anvbody but the Government. 
I reeommcd an ,;xtension of this system of 
experimentnl plots. Times are hard and 
the GDvornment are "\Yasting 1nuch 1no1wy in 
other directions, but I think it would have 
been wiser to keep the Department of Agri­
culture and Stook working to its fullest 
capacity rather than cut down its operations. 

Mr. PETEHSON (N orrnanby) : I regret 
that no proYision has been made in the Esti­
n1atos to con1pcnsate those cotton-~rowers 
who obeyed the law and tore up then crops 
of ratoon cotton. \YhateYer may have been 
the merits of the argument for ratoon cotton, 
we cannot "'et away from the fact that the 
Govornnwnt are no'v contemplating the intro­
duction of a measure to legalise the growing 
of ratoo!l cotton. I therefore think we have 
every nght to ask the Secretary for Agricul-
1 Lire to lot us know at rh is junctur·e whether 
it is intended to compensate the growers of 
Tatoon cotton who obeyed the law and 
destroyed their crops last season. 

The amount of £1.250 was paid to what 
was known last vear 'as the Cotton Adviser. 
As the hon. member for Cunningham pointed 
out, the State has failed to receiYe commen­
surab value for that expenditure, but what 
is much more serious, through the advice of 
that expert, hundreds of settlers in my dis­
trict have been ruined and robbed of the 
whole of their anticipated takings for a 
period of twelve months. Although, in many 
cases, the Government have to be guided by 
experts, men of this description should not 
be employed, Should the views of any 
so-called expert turn out to be incorrect. I 
think the Government should send that 
gentleman about his business. I have read 
a very inter,sting book by Mr. Henry Ford, 
the g~·eat motor-car manufacturer, in which, 
de.aling with experts, he indicates that imme­
diately one of his employees pose': as an 
expert he either sacks him or puts him back 
to the bench or a machine or to some menial 
work. That is the idea of such an eminent 
authority as Mr. Ford-to sack everyone who 
pos,,,, as an n:pcrt. Our advi.;cr in the cotton 
business >Yas Mr. Daniel Jones--

lYlr. WARREN : And the Government sacked 
him. 

Mr. PETERSON: Mr. ,Jones proved right 
to the hilt that ratoon cotton is legal tender 
and can be sold in other parts of the world. 
Ag·ainst the advice of the ratoonists and Mr. 
Daniel J ones, the Government persisted in 
··mploying so-called experts, who have ruined 
so ma.nv of our settlers in various parts of 
Qu-eensland. The growers of Central Queens­
land and elsewhere were not satisfied with 

[ lli r. Deacon. 

the ach ice tendered to the Government with 
regard to ratoon cotton, and they subscribc·d 
to a fund-and I '.cave rny little mite toward_ 
it~ to ·end their O\Vll advis('r, J.\ilr. D:uuel 
Jones, to England to ascertain "\\hether anv 
mar kot existed for ra loon cotton or othc ,:_ 
wise. It is a matter of history nov; that 
l\1r. Daniel J ones wont over to the other sidc 
and found that \\·e could place all the ratoon 
cot•on it >Yas possible to produce in Queens­
land at a favourable price to the grmycrs. 
The oth0r day, in 1\Ielbourne, we had Mr. 
l>ond, of Bonds Limited. the silk ho,ier-.­
neoplc, stating at a cDnvention, at \vhich th'e 
Secretary for Agriculture 1vas prcse11t, that 
his spinners could detect no difference between 
ratoon cotton and plant cotton. 

The Ho"JE SECRETARY: Could not the 
machines tell the diffrerence? 

Mr. PETRRSO:\': Mr. Bond >aid hi' 
spinners found ratoon cotton quito ,.atisfac· 
tory. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRI!;ULTURE: He i.• 
not prepared to pa0 the <dno price for 
ra to on cotton. 

:\lr. PI~TERSOK: \Ye are not asking- kr 
the same prieo. I mn with the hon. gentle­
man there. All wo are ar-king for is tlw 
right to grow that \\hi eh 1ve can grow in 
Queensland and for which we can find <L 

n1a.rk0t. lVIr. Rand ·wa.; so sati·-~ficd IYith 
r·atoon cotton for the pnrpose of nlanufae­
turing .artificial silk that he in1portcd a large 
quantity from Kew Caledonia, as it c mld 
not be purchased in the Commonwealth on 
account of the ban placed on thrtt class of 
cotton. By importing cotton from New 
Caledo!lia wlwn we aircadv had a similar 
class of cotton hero which was not permitted 
to be sold, we sent many thousands of pounds 
out of the State. 

'!he HOME SECRETARY: Do vou think the 
Federal Government ought to 'permit that? 

Mr. PETERSON: We shmlld first purge 
oursel Yes of our own sins before going to the 
Federal GoYernment. The Home Sec!·ctarv 
has a yer:v large cotton-growing district il1 
his electorate-one of the best part· of 
Queensbnd-and he knm' the feeling there 
in connection with this matter. If Bond_, 
Limited arc preparl'd to purchase ratoon 
cotton. is not that sufficient reason for us to 
sa v that the expert adyice given to the 
GOvernment in the past has been wrong, 
and that something should be done in tlw 
direction of not continuing that kind of 
advil ,,; in the future? 

The FfmiE SECRETARY: \Vas not the ban 
pieced on ratoon cotton to permit of the 
<'-,hblishment of an oversc:ts trade? 

Mr. PETERS()]\:: I a'TI not going to 
imput0 any motive about that. I trust that 
the Minister will accede to the requests of 
the District Council of Agriculture for 
C<mtral Queensland when they apply for n 
roirnburserne:nt of the oxpensos of 1\ir. Danil1 l 
Jcncs. 

1\Ir. IIAmLBY: Do you think the hon. 
member for \Vynnnm ought to grow cotton 
in tho "Gocde~ough" islands and import 
it. into Queensland? 

Mr. PETERSOc\): It is news to me that 
the hon. nwmbcr for \Vynnum is growing 
cotton. I thoug·ht he was engaged in the 
selling of maize, etc. In any ca':3o, I an1 not 
concerned about what the hon. member for 
\Vynnum dol's. Hc will have to obey the 
law and what he does will, I am surP, '-'" 
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within the pale of the la\;-. hope the 
2\Iini::-tcr, in his l'Pply, \\Ill gi, (' u~ '~ome 
indication as to whether his <h•parhnent is 
prepared to rcimbursc :Mr. Dani0l J ones for 
the C'xpellS£.:''1 of his trip ovel'seas. :Ear]v .in 
the s,,,sion I asked the :'vlinister to allot a 
certain amount of m one'. to allow :'vir, J ones 
to visit the continn1t of l~u~·ope to try Dnd 
find further mnrk<'ls for ratoon cotton. \Ye 
all hope that we shall soon hPat' the last of 
this raloon cotton trouble. It has C<tused a 
good d('D l of discussion iu 1-hc Chan1bPr, and 
I trust the Minister \Vill rnakc provl:;.;ion in 
the Bill which is to be introduccd to com­
pensate those growers who obc~·ed the law. 
They should certainly receiye a little' more 
than those who disobeved the la>Y, I trus' 
that a', a result of the answers the hon. 
g-cntk:11an givf':',~ \Y0 shall lwYc in Queens­
land a peaceful and contented lot of cotto!l­
gTO\VCrs. Th0rc is no quPsiion that cotton­
gro\ving ran hr~ rnarlc a succl'S8 jn Queens­
land. I know it tan b£' rnado a success jn 
Centra! Queensland, and, if RiY<'>l reason­
able assistance by Go,,ernment departn1ent;;:., 
we ea n build up > n industry that will be 
second to nono in t)w Stat". En·n the 
pastoral indmtry will ta.ko s0cond 11lace to 
it if it receives the 0ncouragc:rnont whirh it 
richlv d~serHs. I fc<·l sure the Minist· r will 
realise that ho has made a miqtak0, and I 
look forward with a certain cnnount of con­
fidence to every considC'rat1on being given to 
those growers who obeyed th0 law. wh0thcr 
that considerat-ion is in the form of com1wn­
sntion and in the direction of finding- markets. 
1ro make cotton-grO\Ying a SUCCCSS in Queens­
land it is ncccssarv that both sections should 
unite. not for the· purpose of exploiting ono 
another. but for the purpose of building up 
the primary industries in Queensland. I~ 
doing that I feel COl)fident that >>e shall alt 
,,arn the anprobation not on'" of the cotton­
g-rowcrs b1;t of the whole of the people of 
Queensland. 

Mr, SWAYNE (Jiirnni): I would like, first 
of all. to rofer to a subject which OYN 
and over a g-ain has come up for drscusston 
sin0c this Government c:mc into office. \Ve 
are heing asked to discuss the Estimates of 
vn rious dcpartlnents befor0 wo get the report;.;. 
bbled. \Vo are nearly alwa 0 s asked to dis­
cuss the Estimates o( the departnwni's with 

only the stale reports of last ,-ca,­
fl0.30 p.m.] before us. \Yo haY<' not got ncar 

the end of the S<"sion :'et. and 
\'iTC hnve a good many Bjlls 011 the busino~;;­
s1F -t: and the qurstion suggests itself as to 
why th?re is all this frantic endt a your to get 
the Estimates through hdorP we obiam the 
reports on the v::trious dcpdrtn1ents. Can it 
be wondered at that hon. members are apt t" 
attach a sinister significanc' to this pro­
cedure? 

I would like to draw aitention to the grc,a1· 
reduction which has taken place in the Yotc 
under discussion this year, as con1pared ·with 
thr amount. set do\Yn last v·rar. Last voar 
the appro·wiation y, as c£20(448; this yc:ir ;t 
is £155 096. or a reduction of oyer £46,000. It 
almost 1oDks as if the Treasurer'~ cndcavour'3 
at Pnnom·: wcro limited to ming· the prunillg 
knife unon the D0partrnent of Agriculture. 
A cur ,o\-:v glance through the appropriation 
for last year anrl that of this year for the 
various dep trtments secn1~ to indicate thnt 
the pruning kn;fe is being used more S2Yorcly 
in regard to thi • department than in any 
other, Po,,ibly the mental efforts of the 
Ministe'r in connection with the cotton induB­
try have almost ,exhausted him, and he cannot 

'c" any aH'!me for further activity on the, 
p:nt of the department. Queensland elands 
out pro-eminently as the one Australian State 
in \Yhich there is roon1 foe expansion in 
u-c~1ical and subtropical production. I han> 
F.ontc figures taken fron1 last yea1·'s '·Corn­
monwealth Year Book" indicating the 
imports into· Australia from tropical and sub­
tropical countries. Unfortunately there is 
no way of discrin1inatiHg behYccn iht~ 
importations of raw products and manufac­
tured articles, mineral oils. and so OIL Still, 
at the same time, the bold fact remains that 
Australia imported from tropical and sub­
tropical countries goods to the value of over 
£14,500,000, It s<'cms to me to be a fair 
field for im-estigation as to how much of 
the money spent on the importation of raw 
Yegctahlo products can be retained in Aus­
tralia. \\' c know that vast sums arc sent 
qut cYer:v yoar for such ari icles as riqo, coffee. 
spi< ·s, film '• and so on; yet the Department 
of Agriculture in Quecn,land, where there io 
mor" scope for enterprise of that kind than 
in any other State in the CommDnwealth, 
~;o fn r as I can discover hn.s no intention 
of prosecuting investigations in that direction. 
Since H•is Govcrnn1ent took DfficiJ I have 
often pointed out the need for experimentation 
in this reg-ard. I have shown that there arc 
other tropical products besides sugar for 
v hi eh Queensland is eminently adapted: yet 
"'IH_' ha \·o no reference in the report to any 
acti.-itics of the department in this direction. 
I have alwavs contended that e should have 
a tropical experimental farm which would 
p-o into the question of tho production of the 
different articles we are importing to such a 
larg'c extent from other countries, and deter­
mine what the cost of production would be in 
Australia, and plac0 Queensland in a position 
to approach the Commonwealth Government 
and sav: "There are certain .articles for 
whieh a great deal of Australian money is 
being sent to othPr countries, 1Yi1ie11 ttl tiel os 
can be grown in Queensland, but we require 
protcct.ion to enable us to con1petc againet 
the lower-paid labour in those countries." 

At 10.34 a.m., 

The CHAJR~!AN (Mr. G. Pollock, Grcgory) 
took the chair. 

::\lr. S\VAYNE: 'There is nothing now being 
done in connechon 'vith the encouragement 
of tropical agriculture apart from sugar. I 
think it is desirable to experiment in 
this direction and sec whether we cannot 
encourar-e these primary industries jnst in 
the 3ai~e way as ·we encourage ordinary 
n~{riculturr, This depurtmont should be in 
u position to point out those industries 
which lend themsclyes mor,e particularly to 
Queensland's conditions and which, with a 
cNtain flmount of protection, can be prose­
cuted wccessfully, perhaps not only in 
Queensl;md but also in other parts of Aus­
tralia, provided they are given sufficient pro­
tection. It would then be a question for the 
Austmlian people to determine whether, for 
the sake of keeping .a eert.ain an1ount of 
n1oney in their midst, the protection is worth 
it-not only for the sake of the extra produc­
tion but also fm· the sake of keeping moGey 
in Australia that \YO aro now sending to 
oth<er c'Juntries. There is a gre'at field for 
expl'riinf'ntation in that rf'gar·d, and Quf'ens~ 
land ,;Jands out as being the State which 
po;:..-;f's~e>A larg<' area:;: particularl~7 adapted to 
tropical products. Evidently, the activitL·,., 
of the Minister art' ,o eng-aged in the cotton 
in lustry that he has nDt time for enterpri~ 'S 

Mr. Swayne.] 
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iu tb,, ;n·cJmes 1 haYe indicated, but I submit 
th" it is about time that he should see if 
so1nething cannot Le' don~ to investigate thc~e 
matters and ascertain whether some of the 
Iurge sul115 \Ye haYO to S('nd to the other 
countries for various conunodit}:_•s cannot be 
kept in Australia. Just as the sugar indust(· 
has been annually worth £7,000,000 OJ' 

£8,000,COO to Australia, so thoro arr many 
other industries >Yhich, perhaps to a loos 
cx:tent, rnay Le 1nade the nrcans of retain­
ing- rno11Cy within our Loundaric "· Qycr 
£14,000,000 is going out of iustralia in pay· 
rncnt for irnporls frorrr tropicai and su1J­
tropical cou11trics. 

Lot me take ono industry which, at the 
present tin1e, seems to bo largely in a stat.e 
of flux. The banana industry is seriously 
attacked by disease in (~uconsland and in 
eomc parts of ='low So~Jth \Vales. It has been 
said that if the. duty on imported bananas 
wore removed, Fiji could supply the large 
demand which exists in Australia for this 
nntritwu' fruit; but in this morning's 
" Courier " I fina a report of an interview 
with a visitor to Queensland, showing that 
Fiji is no better off than Australia with 
respect to diseaso-in fact, I find at the very 
top of this article a statement that the 
Fijian bananas arc subject to a worse pest 
than bunchy top. Later on in the article 
ho,YeYcr, is this significant remark-

" \Vhile, on the other hand, Fiji would 
benefit considNably by the price paid 
for banana<;!." 

That remark is made in reference to tit<' 
proposed abolition of the Australian duty on 
Fijian bananas a11d the consequent possibl" 
expansion of importations from Fiji. They 
rpcogniso the advantage to be gained. \Yhy 
should not 've engage rnoro completely in 
this trade? V\'o know that in the northcm 
port ions of Queensland thoro are largo arhts 
of tropical scrub with splendid soil and a 
mois(c climate ancl otherwise desirable con· 
dit.ions for th~~ cultivation of bananas as \\·ell 
as for sugar, but at prcscntc tl~<•r<' is not 
scope for the expansion -of tl!is crop. It 
seems to me that scope for dm·clopmont lies 
there. \Vo ha'e no report from the depart· 
mnnt, however, nor do we know whut it has 
done in the last hve!Ye months. ,\pparentlY 
nothing has been done to encourage produc~ 
tion in this particular direction. Jt shows a 
lack of enterprise-a lack of initiative. '"" 
hav-e not even any indication of what has 
been done to combat the ravag·h of disc·as<'s 
or to keep the pr-ts in control. 

From time to time I have ach·ocatt'd tl,c 
5ubstitution of artificial grasses for our 
natural grasses. .H the prc·scnt time th(• 
cattle industry is finding it ·difficult to hole.! 
its own in the market- of the world, cmvc 
quently that inclu,try is not as prosperons 
as jt 111ight b0. It ha~,, ah\~ays Recnled io 1110 
that thc•re are nmnY di.ctrict.s in which thr' 
natural gra· "'" coufcl bc profitably roplacxl 
hy artificial grasses for th0 purpose of fatten­
in~ stock; yet yo::n after year go<?s by and 
we get no advice or information from th~·, 
dopa rtmeut in tlw t roga re!. The department 
could obtain infornuttion a:-; to \Yhether our 
inferior coastal grasses could be J 'placed bv 
artificial gras-cs. whttt would be the cost, and 
\vhat ·would be the growing c,1pacit:,· per acrr 
if such a thing wore done. Nothing of that 
kind has been clone by the department. lt. 
simply plods along in the old stcreotypc>d \>ay. 
It is onlv in connection with ihe cotton 
industry that any adYice or information ha> 

{Mr. Sti!ayne. 

k•cn sought b,v th<' department, bul as that 
has been dealt with by the hun. member for 
i'\ormanby, I rlo not propcs.' to labour tne 
que,,tion. In vicv; of tho t'2rriblo ruess that 
the .i\Iinistel" has mrtde of the cotton industry 
iu prohibiting the g-rowiug of rntoon cotton 
on th:.:o adricc of his l'XlLl'i,, it i'PPn1s to n1c 

tbat it would be a good thing tu cut out sonL 
of th~sc exJH~rt::~. If the ~dt>p<ll'trncnt had 
appoi11t,•rl :0.-Ir. Danid Jo·nL~ on an adcq1Httt._~ 
salary alld had L(','n guided b~ his :-•dvic2 
in;,tt- td of the ad,·ice of its inqJort.t•d experts, 
u n~ry ]·erg fiurn iltdcc-d would haYf' been 
sa,·ed to the cotton-producers and to Queene· 
land. There is no papC'r thut you can pick up 
which do\~S not emphasise the great mistake 
that was made in placi11g· a Lan on ratoon 
cotton The ·' Indu"trial Australian and 
_\lining· St.tndard ., in nn article cnfitln1. 
d The ( 1otton Growing Iudustr.f," says-

" Mr. Bond (:'.Ics<rs. A. Bond and Co., 
Ltd., S• dncy) spoke favoumbly of ratoou 
cotton, and gaYo instancf·':! \vhero spinners 
ernplo.vrd b.~; }J is o'-,-n fi rrn ,y ~~:;:c unable 
to distinp;uish lwh'rccn ratoon and annual 
coHons-eYcn hetwc'"n ratoon and • A : 
t_fradc, aunuals. This firn1 last year had 
bought 400.000 lb. of ratoon cotton from 
Xe•\ Caledonia, and found it rath 0 1' 

b·· ttrr than ' A ' grade. Hr had been 
unable to diseovcr that it was particu­
larly subject to attack- from insect pests." 

That v<" th.· report of e conference of State 
n:prt-·~er1tatives anti otherR interested in the 
cotton ir,dmtrv 'vhieh vas hP!d in ~Vlelbournc, 
a ml ',qs prcs;ded ovPr by the Minister for 
llonw and Territories, Senator Poarcc. The 
•,anH' journal, jn an artif'Jc cniitlPd, " Qucf'ns­
lantl's L:::ll'g-cst Cotton Field," quotes ::.Vlr. 
)fcf"1prnwl a . ..; sayjng-

" If cotton is to be mad<• ]Jrofitable and 
lntorc:;:.ting to growCrs, the 'one year' 
ratoon i::: the only hope of success." 

That wal'l poinh~rl out at the Ycry beginning 
b.'• Lon. memb'Cl'S {l]] this side, and l think 
the results sho\\' that the only persons in this 
Chan1bcr ·who posser:s a practical knowlcdgP 
of <-lgricultur'-' arc tho~;c ,itting in opposition 
It i~ lrecausc of the extreme party attitude 
that is adopted by hon members opposite that 
the utterances of hon. members on this side 
<ll'" not giYPII very much er donee, which is 
most unfortunate for Qnccnslaud. F;yerything 
that hac, llf•cn said in connection with the 
coltou irHln trv bv hon. membf'l's on this side 
has 1. 'l'll pro,:·ed ··to l10 justiiif'd, as is shown 
hv the huge mictakc v:hich \\"HS mrrdc b,v the 
Governnwnt. Their act ion caw·.•d gr.~·<ct di" · 
courJ.gement to a lllOSt prornising indnstrv. 

The hon. member for Firzroy spoke of the 
way that the farmers w're being hit up on 
all si.dPs. Ilis point of yjc,Y. how -vcr, wa·:; 
limited to the miclrlleman. This question of 
the middleman rests largf•lv with the farmer 
hirmolf. Ho can cl al \\·ith it through co­
operative effort tf· a ~rrat extent. \Ne havP 
legislation, a greai deal of \Yhich was placed 
on the statute-book bv the pre,-ious Govern­
ment. "·hich will enable him to de-al with the 
middleman if he dc<ir-es. I would like to 
point out that a tax has been made on the 
f~rmer in other quarters. For instance, vvH 
have a heavy capitali"ation which is placed 
on auy scheme designed for his benefit. Hon. 
membors know the intoierable burden that 
ha'< been placed on the shouldero of the 
settlers on the irrigation scheme at Inkcr· 
man because of the blind obedience to party 
fads by the Goyernment. Even after wr!ting 
off and debiting to the genera! commumty a 
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large amount of the cost, on which the pro­
ducer3 in that area will have to find interest 
and rnaintcnance to an excessiv·e amount, we 
know that the capitalisation of that scheme 
has been largely increased <Jwing to the 
sla vi eh adher-ence bv the Government to the 
day-labour system. ·· \Ve know further that, 
owing to the alteration in the franchise on 
which the elections for shire council arc 
held. pm• ;r has boon taken a" ay from the 
farmer to say whether the monev is to be 
borrowed on ·his security or not;" and there 
is a grave risk of irresponsible people being 
elected on those bodies and so raising the 
rates that they may reach a confiscatory level. 
All rho;,_• burdens have been placed on the 
farmer bv this Government. The hor1. mem­
bei' for ·Fitzrov has therefore to look for 
reasons for his" complaint about hitting up 
the farmer to the actions of his own party ... 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): I regret 
that tho Premier has not thought fit to 
grn• hon. members an opportunity of dis­
~ussing such an important matter as the 
British Empire Exhibition and the part 
Queensland played in it, because, in my judg­
ment, the value cannot be over-estimated of 
displaying the products of Australia and the 
various avocations which settlers may enga,go 
m if they come here to the millions of people 
who are visiting that exhibition. It seems 
to me that one is left to find for himself an 
opportunity of speaking on this matter, and 
probably this vote presents that opportunity. 

This exhibition is .a unique event in the 
lustory of the Empire. Never before has such 
.an opportunity presented itself for every 
portron o£ the Empire to display its 
productions and activities. As Australia 
1ras been committed to a sum of over 
£300.000 already, of which Queensland has 
rontributed. quite a substantial proportion 
it occurred to mo that it would b~ 
of more than passing interest to the 
community to hear what is transpiring in 
this particular directiDn. \\"hen one sees the 
millions of people who are trooping to this 
great dtsplay, most of ''horn find their wav 
into th'" .. A11stralian pavilion, he rccognise~s 
that there is in that display a tremPndous 
opportunity to educate the people of Great 
Britain and also visitors from other parts of 
the Dominions as to the importance of Aus­
tralia. In mfiny directions we hear criticism: 
launched ,,-ith regard to our failure to adver­
tise our country in the way it should have 
been advertised; but here is an opportunity 
preormtcd second to none. An atmosphere 
has been created to concentrate attention 
upon Empire products. One important 
feature that struck me was the thousands of 
school children \Yho are taken to this oxhi­
b5tion every day, and \vho are given an 
opportunity, under the direction of their 
teacher". to rtudy the various pot-entialities 
of the different parts of the Empire. 

The general conception of the Australian 
pavilion was good. \Vhoever designed that 
pavilion and .arranged for its layout certainly 
had some broad vi-ew in mind which was 
good. The pavilion was intended originally 
t-o be divided into sections, and in each sec­
tion_ i,t wa~ proposed to display one of Aus­
tralm s pnmary products in such a manner 
that a visitor could see exactly how that 
product was cultivated and the conditions 
surrol!ncling the •et tier engaged in such pro­
duction. Unfortunately, in the execution of 
that origina,l plan a lot of unfortunate 
episodes were allowed to creep in. 

1924-3 I 

Dealing first with the pavilion itself, it 
CDYC'rs, as is well kno,Yn, a large area and 
oceupics a most important position. In the 
general display, it and the Canadian pavilion 
really form the centre of this o-reat ·2xhibi­
tion 11ctivity. The comparison of the exterior 
of tlw Australian and Canadian pavilions 
rather gi-.;es Canada an advantage ov·er Aus­
tralia, and in tv o or three directions this is 
nry apparent. In the first place, the 
apprcach to the Australian pavilion is by 
means of wooden steps, whereas that to the 
C'.anndian pavilion is by concrete steps, cren­
tmg· an atmosphere of greater stability. At 
the top of the stain·-ase in the Canadian pavi­
hon rcclunng hons grve an air of di{)'nit"r to 
th<' display which is absent in the Ac~str,;:lian 
pavilion. Again, at nir,::ht time, when tke 
Exhihition is a blaze of light, the Australian 
pavilion. unfortunately, is in darkness, there 
being no outside lighting effect. whereas the 
C 'nadi:J.n pa;-ilion is em blazoned in eucb a 
manner that it mav be seen all over thB 
exhibition, and th8 name "Canada" is 
thrmnt out in such relief that it may be s-een 
no matt,,r where one may be in the exhibi­
tion grounds. 

Inside of the Australian pavilion tl:cro is 
:c:c't:H?thing that causes one to think that a 
rnistake has been made in not permitti.n~ 
each State to retain its own display sepa-rate 
from that of the t.ther States. All the dis­
pJays of the variou; States are under the one 
Commonwealth banner, and this procedure 
has not enabled th' individuality peculiar to 
each State to become apparent, nor has it 
caused a -desire on the 11art of each State's 
l'eprescntatiYes to excel the rep-resentatives Df 
Giher States in th<tt competiti-on which is so 
de,irablc if the displays are to be made 
worthy of the occaeion. One sees the displays 
mixed up in such a way that the cli,i1atic 
•. ffects and th9 conditions under which the 
ccttlers live are lost in rather an unfortunate 
ct~grf'c. To sec a Tasn1ania.n exhibit put 
right alongside a Queensland tropical exhibit 
is unfortmrate. The wDuld-be sett!<'!' prob­
abh· r?"athers the cninion that the conditions 
aJll~P'taini'lg to ea.ch of these products are 
f'iJnilar, "'\vherew", ·when 2,000 n1iles separate 
these t\;-o State~, it is ob,-ious that the con­
ditions of production and living are e.nphati­
crrlly different. The r'esult is that the indi­
Yidaalit_y of the States and the compe;ition 
that \Vould otherwise be engenckrcd are 
(•IJtil'cly lo~t, and it realiy rc~olYe6 it:3;•Jf into 
the reo;;uJt that vrhoJ is every tnun's busin-c,:·-;. 
t_ rn,J out to :·-e no 1nan's businccd. T'hat is 
really \Yha.t strikes one when nutking a survey 
of the interior of the Australian exhibit. 
The mistakes that have benn made in the 
interior of the bmlding are quire serious. 
That is to say, there are evidences that cel'­
tain influences have been brDught to bear to 
interfere with the general and original 
desjgn. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I would ask 
the hon. member to connect his remarks with 
the question before the Committee, which is, 
''That £64,607 be granted for ' Chief Office, 
Department of Agriculture.' " The hon. 
member will notice that in the vot-e for 
'~ Mi~cellaneous Services," in the Chief Secre­
tary's Department, there is an item 
" Expenses of British Empire Exhibition, 
£6.000." The amount voted last year for this 
purpose was £10,000. \Yhen that vote was 
before the Committee, a discussion on th.0 
whole question of the British Empire Exhr­
bition would have been in order. I hope the 

Mr. ElphinstolhJ.J 
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'hon. member will now connect his remarks 
with the vote before the Committee. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : My difficulty was 
to find an opportunity of having a general 
discussion on this subject, as it seems to me 

of sufficient importanc·e. I therefore 
a question on this point to the 

Premier, and his reply was that innumerable 
opportunities would present themselves for 
a discussion on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will 
have an opportunity of discussing the q ues· 
tion when the Rc,solutions from the Com­
mittee of Supply are before the House. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I intend to <lea! 
with the agricultural pmducts of Queenshnd 
as applying to this exhibition, and therefore 
will probably bring myself within your 
ruling, Mr. Pollock. The illustration that 
I intended to give was in regard to the 
Australian sugar exhibit. I understand thnt 
we sent over something like 1,000 sticks of 
sugar-cane of very prepossessing Jl.ppear.ance 
as a standing example of what can be done 
in the growth of sugar-cane in Queensland. 
One section of the pavilion was sd aside 
<Jriginally to display in an attractive man­
ner how sugar-cane is grown, and the variou;; 
processes of manufacture to whid1 the c•ne 
is subjected. Unfortunately, the exhibits 
which had been sent over were mainly 
found in the basement of the Australian 
pavilion and never saw the light of day. 
The section that was given over to this su.:ar 
exhibit wa,, mainly-certainly the whole 
front-taken up by MacRobertson's Ji;play 
of Australian-made lollies, which Pntirely 
obliterated the Queensland sugar exhibit. 
The back walls were just decorated with a 
few pictures showing how sugar-cane is 
grown, and the general display of sug.ar-grow­
ing in Queensland was lost entirely by this 
display of a manufacturer's exhibit in the 
form of Australian-made lollies which, to 
my mind, had no significance whatever, and 
did not assist us at all in the primary object 
for which this Exhibition was established. 

Again, in regarcl to the ·raw cotton display: 
that is another opportunity that presented 
itself of bringing forcibly before the would­
be ·settlers. the opportunities to grow cotton 
which Queensland presented. But unfor­
tunately the original design was entirely 
cut out, and we simply had a painted back­
ground showing what a cotton field was 
>npposed to look like, with a heap of ginned 
cotton in the foreground. Unfortunately no 
provision was ma·de to protect the cotton 
from dust, and it was gra.dually becoming 
covered with a brown and black mantle 
which entirely obliterated the good appear­
ance of that cotton. In that regard, too, 
great opportunities were lost of oringing 
forciblv before the attention of visitors 
exactly what Queensland can do in that 
important direction. Then again, in connec­
tion with pineapples-another very impor­
tant production in Queensland-there was 
abeolut·ely no reference whatever in this 
important exhibition to the growth of pine­
apples in Australia. All that I could discover 
was one of our ordinary departmental pic­
tures showing a pineapple field. Pineapples 
now play, and probably in the future will 
play, an even more important part in produc­
ticn here, and surely an opportunity was lost 
of bringing before the people of England 
how pineapples are grown and the method of 
marketing them. It is remarkable how 

[Mr. Elphinstone. 

few people on the other side of the world 
know how pineapples are actually grown. 
Strange as it :may appear, some people seem 
to have the idea that they grow on trees. 
There we had a great opportunity of appeal­
ing to the imagination of the people and of 
enhancing our displays, had we availed our­
selves of that opportunity. 

Mr. DASH: Such an exhibit would not 
do much harm in the southern States. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: That may be. 
Speaking generally, the displays were most 
unattractive, and did not bear comparison 
with those from New Zealand, Canada, and 
other parts of the Dominions. My object in 
raising these points is that, when we recog­
nise that Australia needs advertising, and this 
wonderful opportunity has been presented to 
us for remedying the defect, it is rather a 
pity that greater advantage was not taken 
of the chance given, because it may be many 

years before it comes again. If 
[11 a.m.] it is the intention, as probably it 

will be, to keep the exhibition 
open for a second year, it s·eems to me that 
the opportunity should be taken advantage 
of to see in what directions our display can 
be improv·ed, so that Australia, and Queens­
land in particular, may benefit ther·efrom. 

Another extraordinary thing that struck me 
in comparison with other parts was that no 
literature was available to visitors to the 
Australian exhibits. Surely it would have 
been advantageous and advisable to let those 
people who thought it neceSBary in their 
interests to visit our display take away with 
them some data in regard to our productions 
and other information which would be of 
value to them. Those who visited the 
Canadian pavilion were all furnished with 
some important documents, which they took 
away as a lasting impression of their visit 
to the Canadian exhibit. With us there was 
absolutely no literature that I was able to 
discover, and it seemed to me to be a pity 
that opportunity was not taken to distribute 
literature and give the visitors an oppor­
tunity of studying in their homes the oon­
ditions surrounding the various forms of 
production here. 

I do not intend to let this opportunity pass 
without making a passing reference to the 
po,ition of Mr. - Mobsby in England. I 
believe he was sent to England by the Depart­
ment of Agriculture to look after our interests 
in the Australian pavilion, and he is certainly 
doing his best under most trying circum­
stances. Had there been a separate Queens­
land display in which our exhibits would have 
been under the control of Queensland officers, 
I am quite certain that we would have got 
a very much gr·eater advantage from the 
exhibition than fhas en~ued, and Mr. 
l'v1obsby's services would have been very 
much more to the fore than has been possible 
under existing circumstances. Whatever 
shortcomings the ·exhibition may have dis­
closed, as far as our own officers are con­
cerned, and Mr. Mobsby in particular, it 
gives me great pleasure to bear testimony to 
the fact that they have done their utmost to 
make the Queensland exhibits as attractive 
as possibJ.e. 

Mr. HARTLEY (Fitzroy): I am ~rather 
struck with the remarks of the hon. member 
for Oxley in regard to the British Empire 
Exhibition. He says that we should take a 
pride in our country and in our country's 
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products and seek to develop them. I under­
stood that, when the products were displayed, 
the Department of AgriCulture took full 
advantage of the opportunity to advertise 
the products of Queensland and also the 
manufacture of the implements with which 
we cultivate those products. The lecture of 
the hon. member for Oxl-ey would have been 
more effective to my mind if it had not 
appea.red that. the exhibition in itself failed 
to impress him, as evidenced by his own 
attitude. We ought to encourage in every 
possible way the raising of our own products 
by the use of machinery manufactured here. 
Considering the efforts made and the money 
expended by the Department of Agriculture, 
the hon. niemher's advertisement does not 
induce me to believe that the Empire exhibi­
bition has been of much valu-e to him in 
giving him a pride in this country and a 
pride in our own products, because I noticed 
in the " Courier" of yesterday this adv-ertise­
ment-

" Elphinstones. German Bosch mag­
netos. stocked in all types. A certificate 
of origin and efficiency with each one. 
These magnetos are supreme." 

That is an advertisement of magnetos from 
Germany, and this advertisement declares 
they " are supreme." 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Does Australia make 
magn~tos? 

Mr. HARTLEY: If he expects this Go­
vernment to advertise Queensland products 
in the British Empire Exhibition, he should 
encourage their production her-e. Here is 
another advertisement-

" Elphinstones. Service station for 
both American and German Bosch 
magnetos. If you require parts or re­
pairs, come to the factory representa,· 
tives." 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Go on ! I like this ad­
vertisement. (Laughter.) 

Mr. HARTLEY: There is the point. If 
this British Empire Exhibition is worth 
anything, surely to God it is better to dev-elop 
and encourage the use of Australian mach­
inery, if it can be done, than to get machinery 
from the old country, where this exhibition 
was established at such a great cost to adv·er­
tise Empire products and keep trade within 
the Empire. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Do you know the differ· 
once between a pineapple and a magneto? 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. HARTLEY: Yes, and I know the 
difference between a hypocrite and a hum­
bug. 

Mr. COSTELLO (Garnarvon): We are 
dealing with the Estimates of the· Depart­
ment of Agriculture, under which agriculture 
is developed in Queensland. vVhen we look 
through the various Estimates it is very 
signiilcant to see that there is almost stag­
nation in Qu-eensland at the present time. 
All through the votes there is nothing but 
stagnation in evidence. The only thing there 
is an attempt made to boom is the cotton 
industry, which has been an unfortunate 
industry to the settlers in Queensland so far. 
It is all very well to talk about advertising 
the products of the Commonwealth in Eng­
land and in other parts of the worJ.d. Let 
me read a comparative statement with refer­
ence to land s-ettlement in Queensland, which 
is rather startling. I think it is only right 
that we should face these problems right here 

and come to some solution in regard to the 
stagnation which exists-

Comparative 

1906 
1914 
1922 

Year. Area. 

Acres. 
265,381,836 
358,331,163 
328,044,542 

Occupied in 

Increase in 
Eight Years. 

Acres. 

92,949,307 
*30,286,621 

With the high prices of commodities which 
rul-ed during the Vlfar, and which have con­
tinued since then, one would have thought 
there would have been a big increase in the 
area of land occupied, but, instead of that, 
there was a decrease of 30,000,000 acres of land 
occupied during the last eight years. It is 
not much of an advertisement for Queensland 
when our friends abroad t1)rn up the statis 
tics of the Department of Agriculture, and 
Hnd out that there has been such a big 
decrease in regard to the occupation of land 
and production in the State. · 

I am prepared to give credit where credit 
is due. There is no doubt that the H-eld 
assistants who are conducting the experi­
mental plots in the wheatgrowing portion 
of Queensland have done exceptionally good 
work. IV:e find that those officers are receiv­
ing low salaries. The whole of the vote for 
that purpose is only about .£1,400 for the 
_year. Those officers have done a great deal, 
and they couJ.d do a great deal mor-e if the 
amount was increased by £1,000. It is very 
important to ilnd out which are the best rust­
resisting types of wheat. We have to grow 
wheat at certain times with a very low rain­
fall. That r-eminds me that we passed the 
Closer Settlement Acts Amendment Bill last 
year, giving the Secretary for Public Lands 
discretion and control in regard to the com­
modities grown by the pro-ducers. 

I think that that power was intended to 
apply more particularly to certain lands at 
Goondiwindi and Roma, with the idea of 
encouraging wheat production. It is no use 
for us to put new men on land in the hop-e 
that they will increase the wheat production 
of this State unless some advice is given to 
them, and unless our field experts have the 
opportunity of gathering and imparting the 
information which is necessary to help them 
to succeed. I think it is a very good thing 
to encourage these experiments in wheat, .and 
no doubt the time is coming when the State 
will s·ee its way clear to paying a bonus on 
all exportable wheat produced in the State 
over and above our own requirements. 

We have a very slight decrease in the 
amount required for the Fruit Branch. 
Probably this decrease is due to the fact that 
we have· lost the services of the Chief Instruc­
tor in Fruit Culture. That gentleman's ser­
vices wer-e secured for us from a Southern 
S'tate, but he could not see his way to stay 
with us, and so we have lost him. An inter­
esting item is the salary of the Fruit Pack­
ing and Marketing Instructor. He was also 
a man from the South, .and a very good 
man, too. The District Council of the Fruit 
Growers' Society is to be congratulated upon 
having brought influence to bear on the 
Council of Agriculture in the direction of 
the appointment of Mr. Rowlands. He has 
revolutionised the packing of fruit in Queens­
land and thus dealt effectively with a matter 

Mr. Oostello.] 
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which was needing some attention for many 
y<'M'S. I am glad that we have retained that 
rren1lcman's services, and that \Ve have 
fncrcased his annual allowance. He is not 
overpaid for the services he gives. to the 
community in regard to the paekmg and 
marketing of fruit. 

Thoro is also a decrease in the vote for 
the Science Branch; neYcrthelcs~, "\Ve must 
give the D?partment of Agri~ulturc the 
crecht o£ ha~nng endeayoured dunng the last 
few Years to deal effectivelv with most pests, 
e;pccially those affecting t"l1e fruit industry. 
Entomologists .,,·ere hardly known a few 
years ago, but we now have three or four of 
them. lJ p to the prcqent they have not been 
able io achi·cve such a great success as we 
hoped, and I trust the department will nc;t 
endc . .tvom· to limit the expenditure on this 
branch. Too much Government money is 
invested in the frnilgrowing industry for us 
to treat this matter lightly. I rcgT·et that 
there is e. falling off in the amount w h10h 
we are .a'ked to vote this year. 

That brings me to the Stock Branch, in 
which salaries arc required for two instruc­
tors in sheep and wool. The total amount 
on the Estimate' for these two experts is 
£765. That means that we arc spending only 
£765 in trying to improve the quality and 
production of our wool and in the eradication 
of pests. Looking up the statistics I find 
that for the eight years ended in 1914 the 
increase in our sheep numbered 8.243,481, 
whilst for the eight years ended in 1922 the 
increase was 5,488,848, or a decrease as com­
pare·d with the first period of 2, 750,000 sheep 
in round figur·es. I think the Minister hir:>­
.self will admit that the greatest decrease 111 
our flocks has occurred through the dingo 
and the fly rather than throqgh drought. 
Of course, ;: is not through this ·department 
alone that we assist to combat the dingo, 
because the Department of Public Lands 
gives certain assistance in respect Df wire 
netting, but more serious attention should be 
rrivcn t-o coping with the fly. At present it 
is a very serious pe~t, and it is increasing. 
Sorne people uro going· out of fehccp simply 
bec_msc they cannot cope with the blowfly 
pest, and those who have had an::thing to 
do \\-ith breN1ing c\YL-; know the big lossLs 
that occnr. Yet only £765 is being spent in 
con1batin~', iH; raYagcs, although I <UTI glad 
to see that a considc·rable amount of work 
is done. and the present amount of expendi­
ture is bPlt.or than nothing. On the present 
valuc·o of cheep and wool, the falling off in 
the increase of our flocks to which I have 
referred means a loss to the State of about 
£2.000,000 sterlin?:. 

Mr. DASH : Do you blame the Labour 
Goven1mcnt for that? 

Mr. COSTELLO: Of course I blame the 
Labour Government for that. Apparently 
the hon. member has not sufficient intelli­
gence, judging from his interjection, to 
sec that we mu>t blame the Administra­
tion for not dealing effectively with the 
industry on which, above all others, we are 
dependent. Wool is the only thing that 
Quoer:sland is exporting to any ·extent, yet 
the Government have protec•ed it to such an 
extent that there has been a falling-off in 
the increase in our flocks annually, and we 
arfl losing £2.000,000 in hard cash this year 
as a consequence. I trust the Government 
will give this matter consideration in future 
Estimates, and that the sheep man will not 
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be neglected. It is all very wdl to say th'tt 
he is a big man and can look after his own 
industry. So he can, but it is obligat()ry 
on tho Government to remember that there 
are many omall men, and in any case they 
should help the sh('ep man just as much as 
any other man. They employ experts in 
the Department of Agriculture who are pro­
tecting the country by their efforts, and it 
is regrettable that, because thos·e efforts have 
not been greater, there is a reduction in the 
value of the sheep industry of Queensland 
this year of over £2,000,000 in hard cash. 

3\Ir. J'.IORGAN (.o/IuTilla): I want to enter 
mv protest against the department not having 
been able to produce the report at the time 
when these Estimates were being discussed. 
It is difficult for us to offer effective criti­
cism unless we have the figures pertaining 
to the year under discussion. 

\Vith refer·enco to the Council of Agricul­
ture, I am one of those who think that, 
although the organisation of the primary 
producers has not been as successful, so far 
as reoults go, as was hoped, nevertheless -a 
great deal of spade work has heen done. 

Although we have not received any very 
great benefits from the Council of Agricul­
ture in respect of stabilisation of prices, yet 
I feel sure that in time to come that body 
will prove to be of great assistance to . the 
producers of this State. Certain alteratiOns 
are necessary in the Prim'ary Producers' 
Organisation Act. When the Bill was first 
introduced it was very crude indeed, and the 
Opposition were successful in amending it 
almoot be0·ond recognition. \Ve proposed .t 
rrrcat number of necessary amendments, som-e 
~i which were accepted and some of which 
were rejected by the Minister who had 
charge of the Bill; but the Bill left the 
ChPcmbcr a very much better enactment than 
would otherwise have been the c1se if our 
amendmn1ts had not been accepted. Time 
hae pro,·cd that many of the amondmento 
1vhich were rejected by the Minister are 
ab>olutely ncucssary to make the working of 
the Council of Agriculture much n1orc effec­
tive than it is to-day. Legi,lation should be 
introduced during this scBsion to enable the 
Council to be reorganised on a commodity 
ba,is. At the present time the organisation 
is not-. cft'cctivc. and there is no po~.sibility 
of the Council being suc(;r:;sful until 1,vo 
allow those growing a certain commodity to 
have full control OYE'r the marketing of that 
commodity. Look at the great success that 
ha-,, been achieved by the sugar-growers. 
That industry was thoroughly organised, and 
tho..:c cnga gcd in the industry obtained con­
trol over the commodity, with the result that 
those engaged in the industry are obtaining 
a fair re<> ard for their services. whilst the 
people o.f Australia arc certainly not being 
asked to pay an exorbitant price for their 
sugar. 

Unfortnnately that is not t.he position in 
connection with many other industries of this 
State. The most peculiar feature about the 
fa.rming community is that a great number 
of farmers who are producing butter may 
complain about the high price charged for 
sugar, and yet would have no fault to find 
with any increase in the price of butter. 
On the other hand, those engaged in the 
production of sugar may complain about the 
high price of flour, simply because they a1·e 
not engaged in the production of wheat, or 
they may complain about the high price of 
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butter because their activities do not extend 
in that direction. The producers generally 
do not study the int<Jrests of producers grow­
ing some other commodity; and until we 
allow those prodncing a certain commodity 
to have full control ovel" matter' affecting 
that commoditv, we al"e not going to have 
the producl"s ·placed in the same position 
that the sugar-growel"s are in. ·until the 
pl"odnccrs are placed in . the .sam" position 
with regard to the stab1hsahon of pnces, 
thBy arc not going to get a fair remunera­
tion for the work they nerform. It has been 
stated that we are not· opening up sufficient 
land for agl"icultural purpoo;es, but I am of 
the opinion that in Inan:T inetanccs \VC are 
over-producing in Queensland. with the rr,u]t 
that the prices affecting those commodities 
al"e very low, and those engaged in such 
industries are not receiving a fair reward 
for their labour. Under such circumstancLs 
we have either got to reduce the price of the 
con1n1odities \Ve produce, or else "\VC have to 
find market. in other parts of the world, 
and uJitil ' o do that those engaged in th" 
production of those comrnoditie•s wiil not 
receive a fair revYn.rd for their service:;. 

I think thf' figures I an1 about to (1uote 
dcaling with the exportation from Australia 
and the consumption in Australia. of certain 
con1n1odities aro nc1v to hon. rncn1bcrs. Laf:.t 
yc•ar W•' eYported from Australia 343.339.735 
lb. of meat, and we consumed 933,124.239 lb. 
Those f_;;urC-3 show that thr,?r tim·es mo1T 
meat •l'as consumed in Al otralia than ''""' 
exported. Unfortunately we find that, whilst 
wo a.re able to export meat from Australia. 
the vri<'OS arc fixed by markets overseas. If 
tvo had only sufficient n1ca t for our O\Yl1 
requirements-that is the position in which 
the sugar-growers arc placed in connection 
with their commoditv-wc could control our 
o''Tn markets, but b8causc \Ye produce more 
than is necc,,•ary for local requirements we 
are compelled to 0xport o.-erscas, with the 
result that the prices ruling overseas form 
the b&ses for prices in our home markets. 
That should not be. Our local markets 
should be our be,t markets, and we should 
be kO pr(itccted as not to be compelled to sell 
at a loss here. The manufacturers of Aus­
tralia are protected by a hig.h tariff, and the 
manufa.cturers overseas cannot land their 
manufactures in Australia unless they pay 
very high dutic< which protect the Australian 
manufacturer from the cheap labour in other 
parts of the world, and thus enable him to 
receive a fair price for the a.rticles that he 
produc("S for the use of the people of this 
copntry. The labourer is protected by the 
Arbitration Court. Throughout Australia he 
receives a remuneration which the Court 
considers adequate for the work performed, 
with the result that he receive' a decent 
wage for the work he does. The only person 
who is not protected is the man producing the 
foodstuffs. He must accept the ruling market 
values, and, if the values recede in other 
parts of the world where cheap food is pro­
duced b;;· coloured labour, then the price of 
the commodity goes down proportionately in 
Australia. We have no protection from the 
cheap labour producing such commodities in 
other parts of the "odd. If we cannot 
stabilise the prices of our !oral markets, 
then the producer is not going to come into his 
own and is not going to get a fa.ir return for 
his labour. We have stabilised the sugar 
industry. I notice that last year we ex.­
ported 5,127 tons of sugar, and we oonsum<:>J 
226,242 tons. We only exported a very small 

quantity of sugar; but the point I want to 

make is this: The fact that we exported did 
not affect the price of .ug-ar in Austr:tlitt. 
The people of Australia had to pay th•' s:.mo 
11rice for thDir sugar as if we hud had no 
surplus for exportation. This coming year 
there may he a surplus of 25,000 tor.s, more 
or less, of sugar, but the fact that we have 
a f:urplus over local consumption is not 
going to have any detrimental effect on 
sugar pricLs in Australia. I would like to 
Rf'e cverv other industrv in that position. 
\Yhy sho-uld the r,rice of meat in Australia 
be influenced by the prices ruling in other 
pc,rts oi the world, where, perhaps, the 
meat i. produced by eh: cp coloured labour'? 
Last war we exported 31.510,272 bushels. 
of wheat. and we consumed 42.000,000 
lm .bel•. The price of wheat in Australia 
is ddinit.ely nxcd by the price that is ruling 
in :\lark Lane London. Last year we 
exported 78.571,151 lb. of bult0r. and we 
consume:[ 126.-:84.171 lb. Tlwse figures show 
1 hat \VC corlsuny•d ve-ry nearly- tvi.'ice as 
much butteY in Australia ,._s was exported. 
vd the butter producers in Australia arc 
loein:; money to-day by producing that n~.ces­
'IH)- artirie of food. It will be recogmsed 
tlw t is a , ondition of affairs that should 
nC'lt 0xi .<- \Yhcn all is Fl.id and dono, the 
irnportanec~ of the l1roducing jndustric~ is 
gn•ater than tho indu~trial centres. 

F.\RRELL: \Ylut do you suggest as a 

1lr. :\10RGAX: The stabi]i<;ation of prices 
on the ·homo market. The butter industry 
should be rcgulatrod and controlled by those 
c·ng·ag-rd in it. 'I he price of butter should 
be stal>ilised over a period, just as the price 
of sn·cnr has been stabilised. It might not 
b0 nr•rbc try to have the price of butter 
fixed for too Ion~ a period. The producer 
should ha vc the power to regula to the prices 
of butter, cheese. wheat, bacon. and similar 
products fO that the home prices would be 
favoura1J!e to those engaged in the industry. 
Through 'hat not being .done, a section of 
the community is being sweated, whilst 
;lnother section is receiving necessary articles 
at a price lower than it costs to produce. 
That is not a state of affairs which should 
opera tc from an Australian point of view. 
I find that 5.454.466 lb. cheese were exported 

while 17,855,106 lb. were oonsumed 
[11.30 a.m.] in Australia. We exported 

1,871,414 lb. of hams and bacon, 
while nn less a quantity than 52,482,942 lb. 
was consumed in Australia. Those figures 
show again that our home consumption is 
greater than the export overseas. I am not 
complaining ahcut the price' 1·uli;ng .for 
ham and bacon at the present time, as 
they are at a profitable level; but there are 
times of the vear when the prices drop to 
such an -extent that the producer loses in 
producing the pig. It is apparent that the 
producers are not going to get much benefit 
from the organiF.1 tion of the agricultural 
industr>·. The present organisation does not 
producE> results from the point of view of 
nriccs. I admit that the Council of Agri­
~ultnre has done a great deal of organising 
work, and that. as a result, the farmers are 
better org-anised to-day than at any previous 
period of the State's history. 1 believe that 
thG Council of Agriculture will eventually 
prove a success, bnt several factors are opera­
ting- at the present moment which are milita­
ting against that success being- achieved. In 
my opinion one of the chief reforms necessary 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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is that the chairman should not bo a polt­
tician. An amending Act should be intro­
dncocl immediatelY to enable the Council of 
Agriculture to elect its own chairman. 

The' SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I should 
be very pleased to be relieved of tho duties. 

::\lr. ::\IORGA::\': I understand that what 
:he :Yiinistcr sa vs is corr-ect. Hon. members 
)n this side of the Chamber have always 
con! or, clod that the position of chairman 
ohould not be filled by the Secretary for Agri­
cultqre, no matter what party may be in 
power. I am still of the opinion that it is 
a rniotalw for the Secretary for Agriculture 
for the time being to be the head of a body 
which is supposed to be non-political. The 
hon. member for Fitzroy deplored the fact 
that the Council was not political, and said 
it would never be 9.. succc:s~ unless it was. 
Om e the Council becomes more political than 
it i,, it will cease to exist ,altogether. I am 
afraid that 1ho Director of the Council of 
Agriculture is introducing a little too much 
politics into the Council. I am also a little 
afraid that " The Producer," the official 
organ of tho Council, is introducing a little 
too much politics into its columns. If this 
organisation is prayed to be an organi~ation 
of the Government for the purpose of win­
ning seats in Parliament, it will soon cease 
to exist altogether. That is on-" reason why 
the Council has not made the progress that 
it should have made. A large number of 
farmers have stood out of the organisation 
until tlwy >Yere convinced that it was being 
conducted on non-political linos. That feel­
ing may be decreasing, but until " The Pro­
ducer" and the officials desist from introduc­
ing politics, or from entering into political 
argu1nents ·with yarious politicians, no matter 
what their views may be, the primary pro­
duc-ers will Sl.\spect that the organisation is 
not an altogether non-political ono. I hope 
that it will eventually be proved that the 
organisation is not political, when it will do 
the good rt was originally intended it should 
do for those engaged in primary production. 

There are several other matters I would 
like to touch upon in order to secure some 
information. An amount of £5 000 was 
placed on the Estimates last ye~r as an 
advance for railway freights on starving 
stock. I would like to know from the Sec­
retary for Agriculture what amount of money 
was spent from that .-ote. I would also like 
to know what amount of money >t<J.S granted 
to farmers from the vote of £30,000 
that app<·ared on the last Estimates for 
relief on account of the drought. vV e 
ha.v·e not yet heard from the Minister what 
that amount was. It is necessary for the 
hon. gentleman to let this Commil tee know 
just what was granted for relief purposes. 
\V hen we get to another vote I shall ha Ye 
the opportunity of ref.erring to another most 
rmportant matter, and I shall rcserve my 
other remarks until then. 

Mr, EDW ARDS ("Yanango): I wish to add 
a fe" words to the debate in connection with 
this all-important vote. The Department of 
Agriculture is a department upon which 
depends the mal<ing or marring of Queens­
land. This hon. memben who have tra­
velled over this State realise that it pos­
se:"es the greatest possibilities of any State 
wrthin the Commonwealth. Certainly its 
possibilities in agriculture arc the greatest. 
\Vhen we CDnsider the products that can be 
produced from our soils, we must realise how 
essential it is for the Government to give 
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the keenst consideration to this subject. In 
my opinion the Secretary for Agriculture is 
not doing his duty in connection with this 
State when he allo·ws this vote to be 
decreased. It must be clear to anyone who 
considers the question at all that it is neces­
sary year by year in the early developmental 
stages of agricl!lture that the vot-e of the 
Department of Agriculture and Stock should 
be increased so that greater assistance may 
be given to the development of thos·e indus­
tries from which practically the whole wealth 
of the State is derived. 

Several things have been discussed on 
this yoh which :~re of great interest. not 
only to the agriculturist but to everyone 
in Queen.~land, and we might say to everyone 
ir. Armtmlia. One was in connection with 
th0 exhibit which was sent to the \Vembley 
R·, hibition, and which was fully discussed 
l-y the hon. member for OxleY. The hon. 
member went into details, and instanced 
mi&t.1kes that had been made. I hope the 
Department of ,Agriculture will benefit by 
t"cose mistakes and Ly the criticism o£ the 
hon. member. If we are going to advert_ise 
the State and its products on the other srde 
of the world, which is certainly essential­
particularly from an export point of vip;;­
we require all the assistance and advice that 
it is pos,iblt, to get. 

In connection with thP Primary Producers' 
Organisation Act which we have had working 
in Queensland for· some considerable time, 
I am one who believes that very much 
gTeater work could have been done by 
that organisation had the Secretary for· 
Agriculture taken notice of the sugg,Jstions 
giyen by the Country party when the Bill was 
going through the House. It was stated 
definitelv from this side of the Chamber 
that the measure could not possibh work 
-.uccbsfnllv unless it was founded on a 
commodity basis, each industry interesting 
it elf in its own products and enrleavouring 
to organioe that industry, 

\Yhen the measure was going through the 
House in 1922 I made those romarko-

" I am endeaYoruing to show that 
the producers of this State require to 
he careful in connection with this matter, 
and I would suggest to the Secretary for 
Agriculture that the sectional organisa­
tions in existence at the present time 
shouid be taken in as organisations in 
connection with this scheme. My reason 
for e.nggesti11g that is because, after all, 
when you bring the maizegrowcrs, the 
cugar-growers, the dairymen, and other 
sections of the agricultural industry 
together you find that their interests are 
not identical." 

There 'Yero many other references on 
similar lines from this side of the Chamber. 
Ha<l tho Government taken notice of our 
remarks, instead of allowing a party feeling 
to prevail, we would have been in a very 
much better position to-day. Ono great 
drawback of the organisation is that it 
has not direct Tepresentative.s from the 
diiierent industries. The people who are 
pl'Oducing the wealth of this State from the 
dairying industry would be in a much better 
position if their organisation were brought 
into one body and if the interests of each 
fadory had representation, Ono must 
realise how very careful any l\finister must 
bo when dealing with the agricultural pur­
suits of the State, particularly in the matter 
of orga·nisation. It must be realised that, 
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as we bring quantities of land ander agri­
culture, particularly small areas, so wc1 shall 
increase the production of onr different 
agricultural products. To do this we must 
find the money and must give attention to 
the marketing of our products. vV c must 
give more attention than we have in the 
r-ast to see that the distributing of thes'' 
products from the producer to the consumer 
is given better supervision and consideration. 

From the c cars of experience I have had 
in connection \vith co-operative organisations 
in the State I am satisfied that the Council 
of .'1griculture will eventually have to get 
back to Y,·hat the dairymen and men in other 
industries tL'ked for when the Council of Agri­
culture came into existence. The Council 
of Agriculture will have to lay the founda­
tions of different distributing comp£tnies so 
that the products of tlw State will be 
handled with less expense to the consuming 
population than is now the case. That is 
thu only means of doing it. This method 
of obtaining the control of things quickly may 
be all right for a time, but eventually we 
shall havo to g-o back and lay the foundation 
of distributing- companies handled by the pro­
ducers on the one hand and h:v the consuming 
populut ion on the other. 

In connection with that matter. Mr. Pol­
lock, you will remember the solid fight 
thnt the Country party put up from this 
side of the House. The hon. member for 
Burnctt moved on 22nd July, 1923-

" That in order to assure to primary 
producers the possibilities of controlling 
the marketing· of their produce, legis­
lativo provision be made and loan moneys 
be made available for the establishment 
of co-operative produce. agencies, tu be 
controlled bv the pnmary producers 
themselves through a properly consti­
tuted directorate elected bv the sub-
scribing shareholders." " 

It will be remembered that amendments 
were movecl from the other side of the 
House, purely political, simpl:· at cro'" pur­
poses with the hon. member's motion. I 
believe that, as representatives of the people, 
we should not introduce party questions into 
such matters. The question is too big for 
the introduction of party matters. Sureh­
'Y'C are big enough to rise above th::tt sor~t 
of thing and assist the primary producers 
of tlus State in the way of handling their 
products from the producers to the con•·um­
ing public. Instead of obstructing our 
ent.\eavours, Labour representatives should 
do everything in their power to see that tho 
organisations of the industrial worker also 
work along co-operative lines. They should 
sec that tho worker gets products \Yith as little 
leakage of expense as possible bctwP '11 the 
producer and consunwr. That is the only 
method b' which we shall achieve success. · 

I 'hall say a few words in connection with 
the cotton question which you indicated, Mr. 
Pollock, might be dealt with on this vote. 
I ask the Secretary for Agriculture to con­
sider carefully the question of lifting his hand 
enttrely from the cotton-grower" and o£ giving 
them an opportunity of getting down to a 
basis of producing cotton bv methods which 
will he in the best interests of the State. 
That is the only means by which we can 
possibly make a success of cotton-growing. 
It is all very weli for experts to say you 
must do this and you must not do that. The 
farmer himself is practically the expert, and 
he has sufficient common sense in his own 

interests and in the- interests of the S'tate, 
to do what is best for the industrv EYeD· 
tu"!ly we shall have to get hac!~. to that 
position. vVe have to realise that thg 
farmers are the nwn who are goincr to grow 
the cotton and, if they .are hampered too 
much, they will not grow it at all. There­
fore the I1Iinister will do well to realise 
that the time has arrivcJ to lift the ban on 
ratoon cotton as \vel! as all other restric­
tions. if the cotton industrv is to be caved 
to Queensland. It is pitiable to listen to 
men who haYe lost hundreds of pounds 
through the ban on ratoon cotton. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTl:RE : You 
arc always ~qucaling. 

:Yir. ED\Y ARDS: The hon. gentleman 
hin1sclf is -.,-crv oft<:n squoalincr about differ­
ent matter'. ·In my district" one man had 
£500 \Yorth of ratoon cotton ripe on the 
bushes and thE' men available for picking it, 
but, when permission was asked to market it, 
ho >;as turned down, although the expert 
optmon was that that cotton was equally as 
good as the plant cotton that he was picking. 
The result was that he ha·d to open his fence 
and turn hi£ cattle in. 

:\Ir. DISH: \Yhat. st oppcd him from pick­
ing the cotton? 

Mr. EDvVARDS : It ''as ratoon cotton. 
That man wus a tremendous loser and not 
only that, but it )11'eYented men from g-etting 
".Jrk becau,e, when thov had finished pick­
ing the plant cotton, they had to leaYo the 
district. I hope the Minister will take notice 
of these thing-s, and I hope that, as a result 
of his experience, he will cut politics out of 
all matters concerning our primary indus­
tries and will allow them to go ahead as 
they should go ahe•d. 

ThP high cost of transport is also retard­
ing the dc,-elopment of our primarv indus­
tries, and I want to say to the Secretary for 
Agriculture that the freights at present 
charged arc not fair. The hon. gentleman, 
in his capacity as Secretary for Ag-riculture. 
should have used ull the influ·ence he could 
possibly bring to bear to preyent the freight 
on primar~· products being incroase·d quite 
rocPntly. It is absolutely wrong to increase 
the fr.eig-ht on primary products at the· pre­
sent time, seeing- th£tt the primary pro­
ducers arc struggling after years of drought. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : How 
would you ,-iew the question of making the 
railways free altogether? 

Mr. ED\VARDS: If the Go,-ernment go 
on in the way they arc g-oing, they will have 
to ru!1 the railway free directly. 

The CHAIRMA="f : Order ! 
:\fr. EDWARDS: I hope the Minister will 

use his influence in that direction. because 
the )HCSPnt freights charged · pre~s very 
harshly indeed on the primary producers. 

I want to sav something in connection with 
the relief that was g-iven to the producer.s 
during the last financial year. I believe 
that the Minister did all he possibly could 
to see that the farmers who were struggling 
got some assistance, Jnd from the applica­
tions that were made to him he knows of 
the pitiful condition some of the producers 
were in through no fault of their own. I 
hope ihc Minister will consider tho question 
of avoiding· harsh treatment in connection 
with the repayment of the advances that 
\'.ere made. One can realise that the calls 
on these people for the money they may 

Mr. Edwards.] 
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obtain from their crops this year-the first 
they have had since the drought-will be 
wry many indeed, and I hope the Minister 
will extend the payments over a number of 
years. I do not think, unless in an excep­
tionally har-d case, that men should get the 
relief for nothing, but the Minister should 
be lenient in the matter of r-epayments. No 
one knm' s b ·tter than I do the difficulties that 
crop np in connection with the developmeJJt 
cf the land. 

Thf'rc is another mai tor that should receive 
very great consideration at the hands of the 
Government. That is the development of 
the b_;--produrts in connection with the dairy­
ing industry. Up to the present time we 
hav-e done very little in connection with the 
by-products of milk. I hope the Council of 
Agricultl.\re, as well as the Department of 
Agri0ulture, will go deeply into this matter 
and see ,,:bother greater assistance cannot 
be giv-en to establish secondary industries, 
and particularly in connection with the 
development of the by-products of milk. I 
believe that we must get down to a practical 
basi- in connection with all our primary pro­
ducts. The qlF:stions that are being dis­
cussed at the pr-esent time by the Council 
of Agriculture ·ancl by many of the offirers 
of the Department of ~\griculture are quos­
hens that, to my knowledge, have been dis­
cussed for the last fifteen to twenty years, 
and it is high time we did something to 
build up om· industries, as has been done in 
N""'·'·' ZeE!le.l;d. 

The question of providing storage for 
maize is one that interects my district, and. 
I think. the whole of the State. The Council 
of Agriculture has gone into this question, 
and I hope that the Government will give 
every assistance in this direction, because I 
am satisfi-ed that no pool will he of anv use 
to the maize-growers until proper storage 
accommodation can be provided to hold the 
maize for ~om'i:! considerable time. During 
last year there was a tremendous crop of 
maize in Queensland, and, if the same area 
of land is planted during the coming season 
and early rains come, there will be a very 
large crep this yPar. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Are 
you in favour of a maize pool? 

Mr. EDW ARDS: I have explained mv 
position thorol.\ghly in that regard. I am 
one of those who assisted to organise a volun­
tary maize nool in my district. I say without 
hesitation that, if proper storage accommo­
dation were provided, the growers of maize 
in Qu-eensland would not hesitate to form a 
pool. I£ a maize pool is formed, I hope the 
Council of Agriculture will see that none 
but busines'· men are put in responsible posi­
tions. Th:tt is where the serious drawback 
in connection with all our co-operative 
n1oven1ents com·E's in. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What 
do you mean by that? Do you mean that 
the farmers cannot be trusted to elect their 
representatives? 

[12 noon] 

Mr. EDWARDS: If the Minister is going 
to have such a suspicious mind, I cannot help 
it. When I first started to sneak I asked him 
not to introduce petty party" politics. I think 
it is disgusting; I am sick of it. When 
speaking in 1922, I said-

" Everyone who knows anything about 
maize-growing and the marketing of 
maize in Queensland realises that there is 

IMr. Edwards. 

no product in reg·ard to which there is 
more need for assistance in the matter of 
storage and in marketing." 

The SECRET.\RY FOR AGRICL'LTURE: You did 
not mention anything about pools there. 

Mr. EDW ARDS : If the Government are 
prepared to give the farmers every assistance 
they can in the way of silo storage, I think 
that a pool would be a splendid thing for 
the maize-growers in Queensland. 

i\lr. GLEDSON: You want the Government 
to make the porridge and put it into their 
mouths as well. 

;';Ir. EDW ARDS: It would do the hon. 
memb.w some good if he had some maize 
porridge. The position of the maize indus­
try in Queensland to-day is anything but 
bright, and I know that the Secretary for 
Agriculture realises that. Now that an 
improvement has taken place after years of 
delay, I hope the Minister and his depart­
ment .and the Council of Agriculture will 
give· all the assistance possible to see that 
th~··e silos are built within the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Are you 
a believer in the Council of Agriculture? 

~1ir. EDW ARDS : I am a beli8\-er in the 
Council of Agriculture if the Minister gets 
out of the chair and full control is given 
to the farmers. I believe that organisation 
is necessary in the interests of the producers, 

l.Hr. LlARTLEY: Y-ou differ irorn the hon. 
member for Stanlcy, who spoke yesterday. 

Mr. EDW ARDS: I c:mnot help that. This 
is an important question. The Minister has 
got the position fully before him. A report 
has been made in connection with the matter, 
and I undersknd that certain suggestions 
in connection. with the building of silos have 
been made. It is up to Queensland to get 
every aseistance possible from the Common­
wealth Government to put the maize-growers 
on a similar footing to other producers. 
There is no doubt they are having a bad 
time at present in regard to prices. The 
::'!linister reali-•es, I am sure, that it is neces­
sary smnetime'"' to carry over a quantity of 
maize from year to year. 

Another thing which may help the maize· 
growers to some extent is the establishment 
of a factory to deal with the by-products of 
maize, That is a matter which requires care­
ful and serious consideration, because it will 
be a big undertaking. If we could not obtain 
a market for the by-products to keep the 
wheels of the machinery going, it would be 
a white elephant. I asked questions about 
this matter in 1921, but it has not been gone 
deeply into at the present time. 

The OIIAIHMAN : Order ! The hon. mem­
ber has exhausted the time allowed him undet• 
the Standing Orders. 

Mr. TA YLOR (TVindsor): The vote we 
are considering is very important and one 
which should have the best attention we can 
possibly give it. 

I suppose that this is probably the last 
occasion on which we shall have the present 
l:ndcr Secretary for Agriculture figuring in 
the report, and I would like to pay a compli­
ment to Mr. Scriven for his work during the 
many years he has been a~cociated with the 
Department of Agriculture. If he has to 
leave during the pr('oent year, as we have 
been given to understand, I am sure he will 
have the best wishes of the whole of the 
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officers of the department and of members 
of Parliament. (Hear, hear!) I think that 
he has carried out his duties effectively dur­
ing the time he has held his position. (Hear, 
hear!) 

A number of matters have been introduced 
during the course of the debate with regard 
to this Estimate. The hon. member for 
N anango has referred to the position of the 
maize-growers throughout the State and the 
necessity for adequate storage of maize being 
provided. I would like to sound a note of 
vvarning in this connection. In my opinion, 
the use of the motor-car has Teduced at the 
very lm\ est computation the number of horses 
required in industry by 60,000, and thus de­
crused the use of maize as fodder. I think 
that the numb<>r of motor-cars which are 
reg-istered in Queensland is S{)llle,vhl~rc about 
30,000, and you can safely assume that 
each car has probably taken the place 
of two horses. If we are going to get 
,good feasons for maize, such as the 
last season, we shall have to look abroad 
for markets. \Ye have not got a suffi­
cient rnarket in Austr~lia for our maize 
when we get a good season. During the 
latter part of last year, when South African 
maize was coming into Queensland, very 
little was required in our cities and towns; 
75 per cent. of it was going to feed stock in 
the drought-stricken portions of Southern 
QnecnsLmd. 

'The mutter of a factory for treating the 
by-products of maize requires the most care­
ful consideration. From the information I 
have received, it appears that the markets 
for the by-products of maize are fully catered 
for at the present time by the factory which 
is operating in Melbourne. If we establish 
another factory in Queensland, one of them 
is going to fail. I give credit to those who 
started the factory in Melbourne, which has 
pioneered the industry and made a success 
of the venture; but we want to be very care­
ful before we consider anything of that 
nature. 

Mr. HARTLEY: By-and-by you will say that 
there are more factories in Victoria than 
there are in Queensland, and then you will 
say, " Why don't you start factories in 
Queensland?" 

Mr. TAYLOR: I want to see factories 
started in Queensland when there is a hope 
of their being successful, but 1 do not want 
to see them started here when failure is 
writhm across the front door before they 
start operations. 

I am keenly interested with other hon. 
members in the question of how the erection 
of silos for the storage of maize in North 
Queensland is going to turn out. We all 
hope it will be a success. If maize is to 
be carried over from year to year, it is 
absolutely necessary that there should be 
storage of such a nature that the depreda­
tions of the weevil can be prevented. We 
know how disastrous the weevil has been 
to maize in Queensland for many years, and 
the storage must be of such a nature that the 
weevil will be shut out. Of course, it is 
no use stacking maize in an ordinary shed 
or barn. There must be scientific storage of 
maize 1! we are to hold it satisfactorily. I 
have looked at a photograph of the silos in 
the report of the Department of Public 
Works. It is pocdible those who are re;pon­
sible for building those silos have forgotten 
more about the matter than I know but 
I do not like the practice of making' silos 

60 or 70 feet high. I prefer silos 20 or 25 
feet high, divided. into compartments to hold 
in each a smaller quantity of maize than a 
\'Cry tall silo, so that, if it should happen 
that some inferior maize or something else 
gels into one compartment, it will not de­
preciate the whole of the maize but only the 
maize in that particular compartment and 
1 he ln" v·ill be less than if the silo ' were 
hi her and bigger. However, the wi&dom or 
oihenvise of building these big 'ilos will be 
<'<•u1onstra!ed fully in the near future. \Vhiht 
I am speaking of maize, I would like to 
nwntion that thousands of bags are now 
L-·illp; cxporte.d to London, and, if it were 
not fc.r the maize which is going oYerseas and 
to I he Southern States, where ther · has been 
a shortage, I do not know what the farmers 
would p;et at all. Whether the export of 
maize to London will pro' e profitable or not 
I do not know. 

I >could like to draw attention again to a 
m:<tter with which I have dealt before 
in this Chamber. I refer to the large amount 
of produc0 which is coming into Queensland 
Lnt which \\e should be growing here-more 
particularly chaff coming over the border. 
Thotisar:·ds and thousands of tons are coming 
111 CYf~ry month. and we are sending out of 
the State thousands of pounds eYery year to 
pay for it. \Ve could grow chaff, but, prac­
tjcally speaking, 've are growing none at all. 

Me. BrLCOCK: Can't you find out why? 

Mr. TAYLOR: I want to find out the 
l'Pason, but the fact remains that \VB arc 
practically importing 98 per cent. of the 
oaten chaff which we are using. I honestly 
belirve that I am not over-stating the case. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl'LTURE: The 
people in the South arc taking 98 per cent. 
of our sugar. 

M1·. TAYLOR: They cannot grow sugar in 
the South, but we can grow chaff. If they 
conld gro\v sug·ar in Victoria, they \Yould 
not take so much of our sugar. 

The SECRtTARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Thev can 
grow be·et sugar in Victoria very successfully 
at the present price of sugar in Australia. 

Mr. TA YLOR : The Maffi·a beet sugar 
factory was a white elephant for quite a 
uumber of years, but during the last twelve 
months a lot of money has been put into the 
industry to stabilise it and make it a profit­
able venturE' for the 8tate. I should like eo 
point out that my previous remarks regarding 
maize production and the competition of the 
motor-car with the horse do not apply to 
chaff, because on account of the dairying 
industry and of its expansion i here will 
always be a market in Queensland for a 
fairly large consumption of oaten, lucerne, 
and wheaten chaff, although the motor-car 
has affected the maize grower very seriously. 

.\nother matter which I mentioned last 
year or the year before was the establishment 
of new primary industries. I would like to 
hear, for instance, whether any inquiries 
have been made to see whether we could not 
establish the growing of the cocoa bean in 
North Queensland. I do not know whether 
anything has been done, but I do know that 
we are sp·ending tens of thousands of pounds 
every year for cocoa beans imported into 
Australia. I think that at preHnt they come 
in free because they are not produced in the 
Commonwealth. The confectionery industry 
has grown to such an enormous extent of 
recent years and the sugar industry, which is 
vital to us, is so closely affected, that the 

lrlr. Taylor.] 
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matter is well worth attention. Recently l 
had tho priYikge of Yisiting J\IacRoberbon"s 
factory in Melbourne, \\flCr·c they make 
swc•cls which are supplied practically through· 
out the whole of Australia, and I got soma 
fif;ures which are re.1llv astoriishing·. They 
ar0 usine; there somc,··h.·r·e about 5,000 tons 
of Queensland sugar OYcry year in the tnanu­
ftL'hno of their products, so that we are 
,·itally concerned in the succc·n af the con· 
fcctionery industry in Australia, and, if wo 
c:ou 1-d add the production af the cocoa bean to 
our ,c 1gar production, 'YP would be conferring 
, gTeat. benefit upon :1.ustralia and aur own 
~~tato in particular. Th(_1 hon. n1e1nber for 
OxlP;. a fm,. minutH ago told us how the 
Cllac:Hoberhou exhibit had been placed in a 
prominent pr.·,ition in the Au·tralian display 
d 'Yomblev Exhibition at the expens.• of the 
()ucenslancf wgnr indnstrc. JI,Ir. MacRobert· 
son himself tald mo that he was sending 60 
m· 70 tuns of confcdionery to 'Wembley, and 
w.:s going to put up tho finest exhibit of con· 
foc-tioncry thn t had ever bl·· n shown in any 
111arkot in the world. I asked him whether 
lw was exporting, and he ·-aid ... Y cry little." 
H<· added, however, that he \Yas ,-ery hopef,.J! 
t.hat, as a rc.mlt of his efforts at \Yembley, 
lw would be able t.-, develop an o;-ersoa trade. 
rrhrso industries arc SO intel'\VO', C?ll 0118 \vith 
\he' othnr that we want to see both of them 
'' ·Ltbl ished here in Queensland. 

H •fer-.·nce v. as made in the ].,,t report of 
tho Sccrotarv for Agriculture to the tobacco 
and cofico gL·owing industries. and the statc­
nwni was made that the department hod 
r,hown quite a lot of activity in the matter, 
hut th:·re was no resnonse at all from the 
:~rowers. V\'e recollect, of C'Oursc. that some 
)'earR ag-o the late Govornn1ent endeavoured 
to c·.tablish the tobacco indmtrv and had a 
tohnrco expert, Mr. K vill. Qi1ito a lot of 
money was spent by the Government and hy 
}arg·o land firms in endeavouring to estab-
1 ish it at 'l'n:as, but for some rca,on or other 
.it all Pr·dcd in nothing. Similar remarks 
ttpply to tlP coffee industry. It is unfortu. 
nde thr,~ it should he so, an<l if the Minister 
and the department could do anything to 
t ,tehlish those industries on a sound payable 
J>a,is they 1·ould be doing exeellent work 
for Qm nsland and Australia as well, par· 
ticularly \vhen we consider the immense 
amount of tobacco which is imported every 
yHH'. 

'Yith regard to the Gouncll of Agriculture. 
my idea is that, if the primary producers 
,->'ish to work aut their oalvation, co-operation 
on their part and efficient organisation arc 
what are really required. \'Vhen we reach 
the limit of local consumption and have to 
"'lld goods overseas to compete with gaods 
produced in other parts of the world, then 
we have to be prepared to face the world's 
ruling prices, but, because a position may 
aric as a result of which certain exported 
goods have to be eold at less than the cost 
of production, that is no reason why th,, 
price to the local consumer should be at a 
leF3 rate than the cost of production. I 
certainly think that eYery effort should he 
made to maintain for the benefit of the loc.tl 
producer such a price as will giye him a fair 
and adequate return for the labour which he 
has expended. Of course it is difficult to 
<stimate the cost of production in all cases. 
I might have a farm on this side of the table 
of 100 acres, growing wheat, and the Minister 
might have on the other side of the table 
another farm of 100 acres, also growi'ng 
wheat. 

[Mr. Taylor. 

At 12.20 p.m., 

Thfr. GLEDSO~ (Ipsll'ich), one of the panel 
af Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chair· 
man in the chair. 

J\Ir T \ YLOR : If our land was of equal 
value. and it costs us about the same price 
to cult.ivate that area, and I got the rain 
and the Minister did not, and I got 14 
bush<'ls to the acre and he got about 4 
bushels, ho\v are we going to arri\ e at a 
fair cost of prcdurtion, when it cost the 
hon. gentleman as much to produce, 4 bushel' 
per acre as it cost me to produce 14 bushels? 
I understand there has been really no 
reduction in this vote. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRJCULTURE : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. T~\YLOR: An item of £30,000 in 
connection with fodder for starving stock 
has been omitted, there is a reduction of 
£5,000 with respect to railway froit;hts, and 
a reduction of £11 000 111 connect10n with 
the Council of Ag'rionlturc. Those items 
fullv acoou11t for anv difference that may 
a l>P'c.u in the vote , this } ear. I do not 
think that we can fairly and reasonably 
"'" that the Yoto has been cut down in any 
"a:-·. At thG prcseni time WC are b]e,scd 
\Yith favourable .,eawns, and, ,11though by 
and large· the prices of commodities arc :'lot 
as S\l tisfactGrv as \YC would hke, I thmk 
ihat, if the effort·, that are being made arc 
honest! carried out. there will be some 
improv€tncnt in price". ~'e ..:re not going 
to be always on the downward grad~e .. It 
i3 gratifying to kno'' th!'t m the> da1ry111g 
industry increased ~upphcs are comtng· to 
hand as compared with last month, and 
more narticularlv as compared w1th last 
VQar. ' Jt is only by ample ·protection, 
eflici~nt organisation, and by cutting out 
all unn~·'essarv costs that we shall be ablE' 
probably, to ' reduce. the cost of. living 
s1ightly without detnmentally affectmg the. 
standard of comfort which exists at the 
present time. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. W. N. Gillies_. Bacham): I think t.he 
Chairman of Con11n1Uef·':l made a very WISe 
'uggestion in regard to the method of deal· 
ii.g with the Estimates in connection with 
my department. Owing to the difficulty 
of confining oneself to tho items that one 
would like to talk about, he suggestecl that 
there should be a general discussion on the 
vote for "Chief Office." That was a very 
common-sense suggeetion, and where Stand­
ing Orders or Acts of Parliamt'nt ''onf!ict 
with com,mon sense they should be altered. 
'l'hP suggestion was a good one, but it makes 
it more difficult for· mo to reply to all that 
ha3 been said, but I shall follow the usual 
practice adopted by me since I ha vc been 
Secretary for Agriculture. and that is to 
analvse carefully all that has been said 
by hon. members on both sides. Although 
under a svstem of party politics a lot. of 
political 1.apital is attempted in dealing with 
these subjects. many practicaJ suggestians 
are made bv hon. mombers on both sides, 
and I have' always referred them to the 
officers of the dei)artmcnt to see whether 
they can be put into effect. I thank hon. 
members on both sides of the Chamber for 
making those suggestions. I appreciate. what 
has been said about the importance of 
agriculture, and I i hink that the spco9hes 
delivered bv hon. members on both sides 
indicate that members of Parliament endorse 
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\dmt the thirtieth President of the United 
States of America, J. A. Garlleld, said about 
agTiculturc. Amongst other things, he said-

" At the head of science and art, at 
the hPad of civilisation and progress 
stands not militarism the science that 
kills, not commerce the art that accu­
mulates wealth, but agriculture the 
mother of all industry, the maintenance 
of hun1an life." 

I might say I never particularly sought the 
position of Secrctar .• for Agriculture; l never 
a-ked the Premier to give me that position. 
It was not the portfolio that I \\ .mted; 
but I think it is generally accepted, apart 
from any p:nty feeling-indeed it is accepted 
in the country-that I ha.ve done some­
thing to make this a meful department. 
I admit that I have not done all that 
I "ould like to have done. Probabh if 
mme money had been available I >'tmld 
hanl appointed a greater number of 
experts-perhaps J should not ha,-e used 
the word "experts." but men who would 
advise and deal with technical matter.,,-par­
bcularly to deal with the destructive posts 
in this State. Possibly I would have been 
able to do more in that direction, but I 
think I can convince the Committee, and I 
certainly shall be a blo to convince the 
farmers of Queensland, that I have clone 
·omcthing as Secretary for Agriculture dur­
ing the time that I have been in charge of 
the department. In another month's time 
I shall have been five years in charge of 
this department, which constitutes a record 
so far as length of service is concm·ned, and 
constitutes a record so far as legislation 
affecting that department is concerned. Five 
years ago thu·e were twenty-two .\cts of 
Parliament affecting the department, and 
seven of them have been amended in very 
important directions by me, and fourteen new 
.\ets have been pass'd by me. I am quite 
aware that those fourteen new Acts, ,clr·astic as 
some of them ma.v appear to be to tho'' hold­
ing contrary :views and to some hon. member., 
opposite, are welcomed by the farmers. 
Some of the _\ds deal with compulsory 
co-operative marketing, which is one of the 
burning qne,tions of the age. In a few years' 
time those who arc opposed to compulsm-y 
co-operative marketing will come along as 
thev always have clone when a thing becomes 
an eo,t tblished fact, when the majoritv of the 
people realise the importance and rieccssitv 
for it. and say that they always believed in 
such things. Just as the workers in the early 
da.) d recognised that some con1pulsion 'vas 
necessary and that some preference ,,hould 
be given to th~ people who did the organis­
ing in the industr~'-SO will the farmers 
recognise-and indeed they arc recognising­
that some form of compulsion is very often 
necessary in order proper!:· to manufacture, 
transport and mark<'! the produch of their 
labour. ::jomc of the Acts that I have been 
rt sponsible for introducing into this Par­
liament and having placed on the statute 
book may appear very drastic to tho "e who 
arf' opposed to them, but in time they 
will Jll'OI'O a great sncces', and those who 
criticise them to-day-both ne';'spapers and 
politicianc-will say that they believed in 
them all the time. Indeed there is a notable 
change in the attitude of newspapers and 
hon. mcmbprs opposed to this party with 
n'gard to fruit marketing, the establishment of 
pools, and compulsory co-operative market­
ing. Thv time has gone by when a small 
minority of farmers, or a small minority 

of any class of people, should be allowed to 
have that freedom which encroaches on the 
freedom of the largo majority when it comes 
to the question of marketing primar·y pro­
ducts or anything else. That is recognised. 
Queensland, I submit, in her legislation so 
ftn· as tho farmer:. are concerned, is in 
advance of any country in the '"' orld, and 
n~rticularlv in advance of anv other f-\tate 
]n Australia. Thero are inciications that 
the other States are now inclined to fall 
into line. I remember that certain criticism 
was levelled when I introduced the Primary 
Products Pools Act, ancl tlw Primary Pro­
ducers' Organisation Act. Those Acts had 
their dr~fects. I havfl never said that those 
Acts were perfect. I had the honour of 
introducillg' the Main Roads Act at the 
rc<]uest of the then Secretar:c for Public 
\Yorks, :Mr. Thcodorc. I said that, while 
no GoHrnment would daro to repeal that 
Act, it would be amended and improved 
from tinw to time. I do not claim that any 
Bill I introduced into the House is pc,rfect, 
but it is surely the duty of the Opposition 
1o call attention to the defects. I think 
they will give m<' credit for accepting any 
reasonable amcndmflnt that I considered 
\1 as going to improve the legislation. A 
number of the .\cts were of an experimental 
nature, and would of necessih· have to bo 
emended from time to time All legislation 
is of an ,experimental nature, otherwise 
there would be no necessity for Parliament 
to sit. If that were not so, Parliament 
cculd sit and pass all the necessary legisla­
tion anrl then dissolve, having done all that 
i~ pos.-.ible. 

\Yhen I came to my department five years 
ago the number of letters per month was 
44,014, .,-hercas to-day the number per: month 
is 84.999, or just ahout twice the number 
receiYed ftve years ago. In 1914-15 the total 
appropriation for the department was 
£123,757, whereas the appropriation last 
~·ear from Consolidated Revenue, Trust 
Fnnds, and Loan Fund amounted to £703,000. 
The total number on the staff in 1914-15 was 
340. and to-day the number is 484, excluding 
the staff of the Agricultural Bank, which 
has nov. been taken over by my depart­
ment. 

I appreciate yery much \\hat the hon. 
member for \Vindsor has said with reference 
to the 'Cnder Secretary, Mr. Scriven. I 
think Mr. Scrivon is one of the most popular 
public servanL.; in the State, and a man 
from whom I shall feel the wrench of part­
ing keenly. There is a lot of the man about 
lVIr. Scriven. He is a manly officer. Unfor­
tunately he lives in an age when young men 
arc expected to take oontrol of things. 
Something has been nid about Government 
b"- the grev heads. It is pleasing to me, as 
one who is getting up in years, to see that 
the present British Cabinet is composed of 
men who are mostly over the age of fifty-five 
years. 

While the importance of the inexorable 
position is realised and Mr. Scriv~n has 
to retire-he has been granted extensrons on 
seycral occasions amounting in the aggregate 
to two or three years-I personally will feel 
hi• severan<+' with the department. I recog­
nise that his retirement is inevitable, and 
that the voungcr men have to come along 
and take 'the place of older men. I hope 
that thev will make an effort not only to do 
a- well as but better than their predecessors. 

Hon. W. N. Gillies.] 
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[12.30 p.m.] 
Mr. BRAND: I hope that you will be able 

to get a succecsor within your own depart­
ment. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I hope that I shall not have to go outside of 
the department for his successor, and I can 
assure hon. members that I will not do so 
if I can secure a suitable man from within 
the department. I noalise that claimants for 
the position will be numerous, but I have 
been long enough in the department to know 
what I vvant, and I am going to make the 
ve;·y best effort to s-ecure a man out of my 
department. 

Amongst the nt!merous criticisms levelled 
by hon. members opposite-I cannot detail all 
that was said-were charges of failure madf· 
agaimt the dcpar• ment and mys-elf, and all 
other references that were made in regard 
to the department and mvself. It must be 
admitted by anyone liste~ing to the criti­
cism 1hat it has be"n very contradictory. 
One hon. memb0r did not believe in the 
employment of experts in connection with 
the cotton industry. Some were of opinion 
that the cotton spccialif.t, ?.fr. \Yells v.-ho is 
drawing a big salary, should be se~1t away 
and that a farmer should be allowed to guide 
the clcstini.0,. of the cotton industrv. On the 
other hand the hon. member for 'carnarYon 
sug-g-e,tcd that the Government should 
appoint more experts to deal 'vith p•·-;ts in 
o;heep, and he empha,ised the fact that the 
los-es-he is altog-ether wrong there-during 
the last few years have been entirely due to 
1 he fact that the department has only two 
;~mall ;salaried men a·' sheep experts. Taking 
the cnhct>m all through there has been quite 
" lot of inconsistencies. That is onlv natural. 
as hon. members cannot be expected to 
tlnnk_ throug-h the same quill in regard to 
cntJcrsm. If I do not replv to all the criti­
cism that has been levelfed, I hope that 
hon. members will not think that it was 
through want of courtesy on m;~' part, because 
time alone would not permit of its being 
done. 

I want to call attention to one matter in 
particular. The hon. member for Lockyer 
repeated the time-worn statement about men 
leavi_ng ihe land and going to the city. I 
a:d!llrt that rs a very useful subject for poli­
trcrans to talk about, especially politicians 
who represent country districts. There are 
many reasons for it. It is obvious that hon. 
members have thought that the mere citation 
of figures proves their contentions, but what 
we want to do is to examine the position 
and see if they do prove what was asserted. 
The tendency for people to leave the land 
for the ci'y is a modern one that is not con­
fined to Queensland or Australia. 

GoVERO<MEKT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : 

At the Science Congress sitting in Adelaide 
a few days ago one of the lecturers point<>d 
out on? of the cause-s. which is not generally 
recognrscd or ref':'rred to by politicians, is 
the progress of -'3~Ience and machinerv. The 
politieian generally said that it was part 
of the duty of the Secretary for Agriculture 
to prevent the flow of population from the 
country to the city, and attributed the fact 
to the conditions in the city being too good. 
I do not subscribe to that doctrine. It is not 
that the conditions of the city are too good 
but because the conditions in the country are 
not good enough. 

Mr. BRAND: That is what we say. 

[Hon. W. N. Gillies. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
='J o. The hon. mernber for Lockyer-I took 
down his exact words and they are to be 
found in " IIansard"-pointed out that taxa­
tion and high wages aro responsible for the 
unnatural tendency for people to lea v·e the­
land and come to the citv. There are manv 
rea5ons for it. City life h~as rnany attractionS, 
but it has no attl'actions for me. It has no 
attractions for many mrn who desire to go 
on the land, but the solution of marketing, 
which is not sufficiently emphasised in this 
Chamber, is one that will larg ly settle thi~ 
problem. This is a matter that has not been 
g-iven consideration to in the past because 
the farmers were not organised. The legrs­
btion that the Go.-crnment hav-e introduced 
of recent :;cars to permit the farmers to 
organise, to pool their products, and make 
pl'oYision for the better marketing of their 
products all tends to a stabilisation of prices. 
Other States in the Cormnonw0alth are also 
giYin':" att?ntion to this matter. 

I wish to reply particularly to the state­
nwnt' of the hon. memucr for Lockyer in 
regar-d to lund st'ttlcmenL He said that land 
scttlen1cnt was not progressing in Quoen:;-­
lnncl as it ought. I will quote the latest 
frgures ava.ilable in the'· Commonwealth Yea·r 
Book" and they will. perhaps, help hon. mem­
lwrs to deal with the matt-cr. Hon. mernbers 
h-. .-e in the course of the debate complained 
of the delay in tabling departmental reporb, 
hut the e reports are made av-ailable a great 
do d in advance of the reports of other States 
and thr· Cornmom\'ealth. The Commonwealth 
Statistician is a war behind in hie statistics. 
The rt'il"Oll why ~ur reports arc not furnished 
earlier io bocam. 70 per cent. or 80 per cent. 
of them haw to be collected by the police and 
other Stal' officers, and ;:am< times have to 
be returned two or three times before a 
correct return can be secured. Agricultural 
statistic3 arc i1nportant, and 1 if tho figue ... ~s 
arc to be furnished, we must wait until the 
State Statistician has compiled them. The 
latest figures in regard to land settlement in 
the "Gommonwcaith Year Book" are up to 
the end of 1921. The first figure's arc those 
relating to the area under crop as follows:-

Area under Crops. 
----c-----

Year. New South Victoria. ( Queensland. 
Wales. 

Acres. A er eA. A er<''· 
1006 2,826,657 3,30:i,586 559,753 
1914 4,807,001 4,622,759 702,ii68 
1921 4,445,828 4,530,312 804,507 

These figures show that from 1914 to 1921 
there was a decrease in the areas under crop 
in New South Wales of 7.5 per cent. as com­
pared with 1914, a decrease in Victoria of 
1.9 per cent., and an increase of 1.5 per cent. 
in Queensland. That just about blows out 
the hon. member's statements concerning 
land under crop. 

GovERXMENT :'\IE}IBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 

I will now go into the question of land settle­
ment for the benefit of the hon. member for 
Lockyer. After all, figures may be somewhat 
mislea-ding in regard to land settl-ement. No 
Government can create or make land. The 
eyes of the country were p-icked out of 
Queensland befor2 the Labour party came 
into power. 

Mr. HARTLEY: The freehold was sold for a, 
mere song. 
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
That is so. It was sold in many cases to 
allow Df what is termed the opening up of 
thE' country, but it was really making the 
<:DUl!try available to the speculator and ena1Jl­
ing that individual to make a profit out of 
the people who really wanted to use the 
land. I find that the figures in regard to 
land settlement for the same period are-

Year. l'\cw South Victoria. Queensland. 
Wales. 

------· 
i _____ 

Acres. i. Acres. Arres. 
]906 32,486,080 I 22,964,029 1 ±,585,500 
1014 :HJ,825,380 I 24,138,065 16,2±4,541 
1021 42,860, gg·3 i 2±,903,100 17,152,±28 

I 

These figurn shD\v that from 1914 to 1921 there 
was an increase of the land under settlement 
in ::'\ew South "\Vale' of 7.6 per cont., an 
increase in Victoria of 3.1 per cent., and an 
inCl •voe in Queensland of 5.5 per cent. 

~Ir. MoRGAX: You know that you havo 
more land hero to settle than in those othcr 
Sta tcs, and those figures aro therefore mis­
leading. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The figures I have quote.d are convincing. 
PDliticians like the hon. member for Lockyer 
make out cases for themselves. I am just 
quoting the bare figures in reply to his asser­
tion, and they are, in my opinion, ver>' 
convinC'ing. 

At 12.40 p.m., 
The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
As the hon. member for \Vindsor rightly 
pointed out, there is really no decrease in 
the vote for the Department of Agriculture. 
I want to say, in regard to the CDuncil of 
Agriculture, that the Government first of 
all undertook to pay the expenses of the 
prDvisional council and, owing to the fact 
that the se aeon ''as bad and the organisatiDn 
was not complete, the Go>ernment undertook 
the cxp<•nse for a further vear. The Council 
of Ag!·icultme wiscly de~ided to oppose a 
levy on the p<'o)lle ,,-ho were receiving the 
benefit of the Council's operations. I remem­
bc · that mDre tlwn one hon. member oppo­
site said~and I agreed with it~that the 
organisation v.,ould ncycr be any good until 
the farmer., h d to pay for it thonselves. 
0'\nything that is WDl'th having is ycorth pay­
Ing for. lio\VGY(r. the farmers wcro not 
asked to do that. The Government were pre­
pared tD subsidise a fund fDr five vears for 
the purpo'e of the Council of Agriculture 
carrying out its functions, that subsidy to 
bo to tho ox(cnt of pound for pound. 

'l'hnt enabled us to reduce this vote by 
£11,000 this year, thanks to the decent 
scas-on~,vhich is the first good season Labour 
has experienced since corning into power in 
Queensland. 

Mr. BruND: Pull your left leg. (Opposition 
laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The laugh of the hon. member for Carnarvon 
alwevs r0rninds me of thDB2 beautiful \\Ords 
of Goldsmith~ 

"The watch-dDg's voice that bay'd the 
whispering wind, 

And the loud laugh that spoke the 
vacant mind." 

Then drought relief was given to the extent 
of £30,000, railway freight:· for the relief of 
starving stock £5,000. Those items really 
account for the difference in the vote. 

Ono hDn. member of the Opposition-! 
think it was the hon. member for Nanango­
suggested that I should use my influence to 
see that the vote of the Department of 
.\gricnlture was not cut down. No doubt 
ilL• hon. member would say the same thing 
to the Secretary for Railways with regard to 
railway fares and freights~that the Secre­
tar,· for Railways should use his influence 
to ·see that the vote for his department was 
r,ot cut down. If he wanted a school in his 
electorate, the hon. member would use the 
S<Lmc argument to the SeCI'ctary for Public 
\Yorks. 

\Ve have not yet acquired the art of 
rrwking Inonoy. I rernernber Mr. Denham, 
when he was Premier of this State and I 
introduced a deputation to hi .n from both 
sides of the Chamber urging the introduction 
of a ~1ain Roads Act, saying that he had 
nDt discovered anv modern alchemist in 
Queensland~that the Government were not 
able to dig wealth out of the ground, but 
simply had to take it from one or the other 
processes available-land tax or income tax­
otherwise they wmxld have to borrow, and 
they wore not prepared to do that, It 
remained for the Labour party to introduce 
the Main Roads Act, which hao proved a 
boon to the people of Queensland. 

One hon. member wanted the figures for 
drought relief. Drought relief was provided 
to the extent of £20,000 in the 1923-1924 
Estimates. This was exceeded, and further 
provision \WS made to the extent of £30,782, 
so that the total expenditure on drought 
relief last vcar ,,-as £64.4'58 7s. 3d. Fodder 
relief was granted tD 2,150 farmers, H;e total 
amount being £53,486. Personal rehef was 
granted to 612 farmers. This was in the 
nature of ca~h to assist f armcrs tD buy the 
nccc·,c.rtry commodities for thc'11selves and 
families, a.nd the amount was £10,957. That 
makes the total \ otc. Then we have railway 
fn,ight-; for starvjng stock. 

-:\Ir. H.mTJ.EY: DD thDse come under the 
beading "Doles?" 

The SECRJST \RY FOR AGRICCLTURE: 
J\'o. I do not think we should call them 
dol0s. That inn!lting term is on!)· used to 
applv to tho pear Ullfortunate WafO~carner 
'"ho 'h appcns to be out of wo~'k. . If he apd 
his \Yifc and fan1i1~T arc starv1ng In the city 
throu[ h no fault of their own and the:\' have 
to applY for tlw relief placcu at thcll' d1s· 
posal by a humane Govel'llmcnt, that insn_lt· 
ing term is used. \VhPn the rehd applies 
to the man on the land the term is not 
used. 

::\Ir. EDW.\RDS: That i, not fair. The 
farmers have to pay back th" a·nDunts. 

The SECRETARY FOR c\GRICDLTURE: 
The bon. member for I\anango has endcav· 
nnr..,.l tn impress me with the necessity of 
l0nking after the man on the land. There 
i., no nccpssity to do that boc"u<e I have 
been on the land as long as the hon. _mem~er, 
and probably I have done more pwneenn~ 
work than the hnn. member. ND doubt, tf 
I go on the J,md again I shall do a'" well 
out of it es the hon. member. 

Mr. EDWARDS: You know you have been 
a f"ilure. 

The SF:GRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
There is no need for the hon. member or 

Hon. W. N. Gillies.] 
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his party to attempt to direct my attention 
to the needs of the man on the land. These 
advances are made to the farmers, and they 
are expected to pay the amount back. At 
the same time the Government are not unduly 
exacting. The farmer has tweh-e months 
in which to repay the amount, and, if he is 
not able to do so in that time, he will not 
be pressed. I have alwavs suggested that 
the farmer does not want charity; he wants 
justice. 

0PPOSITIO" :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. EDWARDS: \Ve agree with that. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTURE: 
The vote for freights for starving stock 
amounted to £5,000-a pretty large figure. 
The amount actually expended was £4,000. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. 
gentleman will be able to deal with that on 
the vote for " MiscellaneoJJS S'ervices." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
In connection with the reports from the 
Department of Agriculture and Stock, I 
know that hon. members on both sides of the 
Chamber are anxious to get hold of the 
reports from the various departments before 
we deal with the Estimates of any par­
ticular department. The fault is not mine. 
I shall quote the dates when the report of 
the Department of Agriculture and Stock 
was submitted over a number of years-

1919-Report tabled 6th November, 1919. 
1920-Report tabled 2nd December, 1920. 
1921-Roport tabled 26th October, 1921. 
1922-Report tabled 11th July, 1923 

(during the receds). 
And the same thing applies to the last 

report, which was tabled during the rece5s. 
Therefore there is nothing new about the 
report of the Department of Agriculture and 
Stock being delayed until at least October. 
"' e arc l!nable to furnish a report because 
the figures have not yet been r·eoeived from 
the Government Statistician. 

Reference was made by the hon. member 
for ·windsor to maize silos, .and I agree with 
what the hon. member said about maize pro­
ducts. I went fully into this matter. which, 
like many other things, is biked about 
because it sounds well to say that we should 
utilise our various by-products, but I main­
tain that, if \Ye have no market for the 
product, it is no use talking about settling 
people on the land and opening up country. 
ThoS'l arc all fancy phrases, but those who 
use them overlook the most important thing, 
that we must provide markets for the agri­
culturist after he has produced his crop. 
The agriculturist takes a risk as to seasons, 
"' seasons cannot be regulate·d by the Go­
ve,·nm~nt or by the agriculturist himself. He 
also takes a risk with regard to pests. The 
Government are attempting to deal with 
this trouble as best they can. After the 
agriculturist has produced his crop and has 
been lucky enough to get a good season and 
has successfully fought the pests, he has the 
spectacle of the bottom falling out of the 
market through lack of organisation. In­
stead, therefore, of talking about opening 
up country and putting people on the land, 
we should pay a little more attention to the 
more important problem of finding a market 
for the produce. 

That, brings me to that oft-quoted phrase 
"Cost of production." I do not say that 
that is not the right basis, but, like many 
other things, it is talked about in a loose 

[Hon. W. N. Gillies. 

kind of way without paying any attention 
to what the phrase meanq, because the ~ost 
of production, as the hon. member for Wmd·­
sor emphasised, differs between farm and 
farm, between man and man, and from day 
to day. To-clay a man may have a good 
up-to-date dairy herd and to-morro~, 
through some disease, he may lose half h1s 
herd. After all, whose cost of production 
are "·c going to tak~? That of t~e m_an 
with the hoc, strl!gglmg .along on mfcnor 
land with the worst possible farm, or that 
of the man with the best up-to-date farm, 
the best land, the best agricultural m_achin­
crv and unlimited capital? I admit the 
cost of production is the right basis o;> 
which to pay farmer8, and all one can do IS 

to take the law of averages over a term of 
vears and for a number of farmers engaged 
in an industrv. By that means yoJJ will be 
able to arriv'e at what is called the " cost 
of production." vV.e arc all consumers, but 
unfortunately we are not all prod_ucers. 
Therefore it has always been my policy to 
look after the producer, because the con­
sumer can look after himself. The consumer 
may happen to be a wealthy, idle parasite, 
doing no useful work at all. The .word 
" producer" in its broadest sense applies to 
every man in the community who is doing 
any 'useful work either with his brains or his 
hands. The cost of production should be the 
basis of pavment; and a reasonable reward 
for the labour of all those engaged in the 
agricultural or any other industry, whether 
thev do work for themselves or work for 
wages, is the policy of the Labour party. 

Mr. G. P. BARXES: vVhat about " produc­
tion for use and not for profit?" 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIGCLTVRE: 
I am quite prepared to discuss that qu>·~~.ion 
with the hon. member at the proper time, 
but not now. All production is for use, 
but fortunately for the hon. member he 
bd~ngs to that class which is able to get 
profits without any production at 8!1. 

I a"ree that the question of maize silos 
is on~ of the very greatest importance to 
the maizegrowers and I was a little sur­
prised to hear the' holl. member for Kanango 
sav that he had aht a vs been in favour of 
a 'compulsory maize 1;ool. I apologi;,e to 
him for believing that he was ~:gaimt the 
formation of the recent maize pool because 
he did not think there was sufficient ;,torage 
f"cilitics available for the storage of maize. 
However, he has assured the Committee 
that, he has fdwavs been in favour of a 
compulsory maize pool. 

Mr. EDWARDS: I did not say anything 
of the sort. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I admit that, if a compulsory maize pool 
were formed, the large quantities of maize 
now being shipped away which was referred 
to by the hon. member for Windsor would 
!J,, in the hands of the pool, which would 
l'o able to regulate the market and export 
the surplus, and by that means be able to 
get a better price for the maizegrower. At 
the prrsent time the maizegrower is perhaps 
not getting the cost of production, and, if he 
is not going to g-et the cost of production 
next season, he i;; not going to grow maize 
at all. The farmer, like everyone else, is 
not in the busine'S for the benefit of his 
health. He engages in the c::tlling that 
pays him best, and, if the sugar-growing is 
more profitable than maizegrowing and he 
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can get a sugar farn1, he will grow su~ar­
canE'. In order to put the maizegrowmg 
ir:dustry on a proper footing it is ne•c.'ssary 
to <'stablish grain-handling facilities and 
maize silos in all the maizegrowin!l' di.stricts. 
\Ve have one in the north of (~ueensland 
that is going to be a success. It will be 
a success because the area is isolated and 
because the Atherton district is the most 
prolific maizegrowing centre in Australia. 
The maize-handling and dry <torage scheme 
there will enable maize to be brought to 
a central depot, properly classified, dried 
and stored, and the farmer will then be 
able to get an advance from the Maize 
Pool Board. In that way he will get the 
fullest possible reward for his labour. Tho 
scheme will not be complete until the whole 
of the maizegrowers in Australia form 
&uch pools and have storage accommod:ttion 
provided for them. Thal brings me to 
the question of the Commonwealth doing 
something to assist in the establishment of 
maize silos throughout Australia. 

Mr. MoRGAN: Will that northern maize 
stand transport? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTGRE: 
Most of it will. The Atherton maize got 
a bad reputation because in the earlv days 
th,, Chinese were large growers of 'maize. 
As is well known, a large number of the 
Chinese are unscrupulous and they put 
maize on the market in a v~ry bad condition, 
but . ll{JW the quality is good. There is 
nothmg new about maize silos. \Vhen I was 
in Melbourne recently I approached the 
Commonwealth Treasurer and asked him to 
ext.end to the Queensland maizegrowers the 
facilities that his Government had extended 
to the wheatgrowers of 'Western Australia, 
South Australia, and Kew South \Vales. 
Dr. Earle Page said that, if the Queensland 
producers could formulate a wor!CJ ble 'cheme 
that would benefit the maizegrowers of the 
whole of Australia, he would be justified in 
favourably considering such a sch·•me and in 
granting some financial assistance. vVhat l 
would suggect is that the Commonwealth 
make availe.ble, through the State, money to 
enable the growers to establish maize-handling 
schemes in Queensland-probably one in Bris­
bane to deal with the maize grown on the 
Downs, and one in the Burnett, and then have 
a maize pool for the who!~ of the State-therl 
follow that up wiih an agitation in the South. 
After all, our pools are of no use unless 
they are followed up by pools in the southern 
State'. This has been brought homo tu us 
in regard to butter, fruit, and in regard 
to everything else. \V e are up against 
Section 92 of the Commonwealth Comtitu­
tion, which provides that free trade shall 
exist between the States. l'l1y own opinion 
is that that section of the Constitution does 
not apply, the High Court ruling notwith­
standing. I do not think the framers 
of the Federal Constitution ever intePded 
that the primary producers of the different 
States should suffer. Section 92 was origin­
ally intended to apply to customs dl1tics 
only; but the various High Conrt rulings 
make it impossible for the State of Qc!C'ens­
Jand to. make effective a pool system to give 
protectiOn to the primary pro due •rs of this 
State, 

That brings me to the question of the 
stabilisation of the prices of dairy pro::luce. 
Tlwre has been a good deal of criticism and 
;come political capital made out of the 
efforts of the Council of Agriculture to got 

tlw Commonwealth Governmen• to agr13e to 
an Act to make it possible for the dairy 
fu.J'mcrs of the Commonwealth to regt!late 
local prices, and. deal with interstate sales 
and with the exportable surplus. It might 
be pointed out by me that the criticisms 
ihat have been made in this Chamber with 
regard io thar narticular matter have not 
be.en altogether hir, because the State has 
done all it could. The Premier of Queens­
land has wired to the Commonwealth Primo 
Minister telling him that the Que<:'n.sland 
Government were behind the move of the 
Council of Agriculture for the stabiliGatiou 
of dairy products. \Vo are consistent in 
that. 

Mr. NlORGAK: vVere any conditions 
attached to that wire? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICGLTURE: 
::'\o condition at all. \Vo simply stated 
that we were behind the scheme. I put 
tlw. scheme before the Premier the day ho 
arnvecl back from England, and I Baid we 
were quite justified in agreeing to the sug­
gestion of the Council of Agriculture to 
a~k. the Commonwealth Government to givo 
assistance to the .scheme. 1 am verv sorry 
that it is not the policy of tbe" Primo 
~1inister or the policy of his party to allow 
brm0rs to have such control. 

Mr. MoRGAK : They are bringing m a 
Bill to-day. 

Tht' SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUR:U;: 
I saw the Prime Minister in l\1elbourno 
the night before I left, and he proni.ised 
me that a Bill would be introduced but 
hr~ said he wanted to look very car~fully 
mto It to soP what powers it conferred. 
I understand that the Bill largely is on the 
lines of the ="'"W Zealand Act. which deals 
with the exportable surplus. That Act has 
accomplished a great deal, but the primary 
producers of Australia expected a great 
deal more from the Prime Minister. They 
expected bim to give power to the producers 
!hernselves to regulate prices in rega1.·d to 
mterstatc sale'. He is not prepared to do 
ihat, and, if time permitted I would gi·ro 
my views with regard to the proposal for 
a~t excise and bounty, with which I entirely 
d"agree. 

::\1r. l\10RGA~;: Yon won't give us that 
power in Queensland. 

Th" SECRETJ .. RY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
You have got that power now. The power 
ihQt the farmers in Queensland have is 
pntctically unlimited. I received a l'Cqucsi; 
from the butter factories-which request 1 
arn going to grant-to enable a butt8r pool 
to be established in this State. 

Mr. MORGAN: The Commissioner of Prices 
n-!11 not allow them to fix a price. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
A~ regardd the Cornmissioner of Yrices. 
keeping price' down as suggested be an 
bou. member yesterday, I would ask c\\hat. 
IS ihe attitude of the Prime Minister., 'l'he 
Prime Minist<'r has set himself again~t this 
s_ch_emo because he says it involves prico­
[Jxmg. The !eadcr of the Opposition and 
membet:s . of the Country party should 
use thou mflucnce with the Prime lllinister 
bnd his party to indt!ce him and his Go­
vernment to give the butter farmers of 
_\ustralia what they hav0 asked for in thi~ 
regard. 

JYI!- J\!IOOPE : Are the butter factories or 
the butter producers going to haYe a vote on 
the butter pool·: 

Hon, W. N. Gillies,] 
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Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The request made to me is that the co-opera­
tiYe factories, who really represent the 
butter producers of this State, should be 
gi Yen the vote. The arguments used were 
that the time is so limited that the butter 
factories should be allowed to determine 
the question of the formation of a com­
pulsory pool instead of the individual 
farmer'. They also feared thH danger that 
obtained in reg<ud to the formation of a 
maize pool. I have dealt \vith the question 
of the stabilisation of dairy produce. I have 
abo referred to the modern tendency, which 
the Opposition would like to aGcribe to this 
Government, .for the people to leave the 
lancl and come to the citie>. I might mention 

that at a Science Congress deal­
[2 p.m.] ing with this matter one of the 

delegatP' in dealiug with this 
moderu tendency which is evi·dent in every 
country pointed out a further reason why 
the change has taken place, and it is a 
Yerv logical one. He said that, owing to 
the· scientific growth in plant and machinery:, 
the people on the ]and-perhaps not eo much 
in this countrv as in other countries-are 
able to produ~c a great deal more by the 
adoption of scientific methods. The require­
nwnts of the people are met so far as 
primary products are concerned by a le,ser 
number of employees because of the use of 
machinery and the application of science. 
That postulates that people will continue to 
aggregate in the cities, and also bears out 
the argument which I have often used that. 
notwithstanding the desire of many farmers 
to secure cheap labour, it is in the interests 
of the farmers that the workers in the city 
should be well paid. After all, the best 
market for the Australian farmer is the 
Australian workers. Of course. higher 
prices could sometimes be obbined in other 
parts of the world \Ve are told that we 
~hould get London pa-rity; but. when 
that does not suit, increased prices are 
c],,imed. I hav0 never advocated London 
parity or nny other parity. I say that the 
Australian farmers should get the cost of 
production. Just as the farmers should 
,.e. eiYe a fair return. so should the workers 
in the cities bo well paid. The Labour 
part•· arc not responsible for the tendency 
of p'coplo to come from the countrv into the 
cities. The Labour GoYernment have done 
1nere duriLg the last eight or nine years in 
Qu0rnsland to improve the life of the man 
d1 the land than previous Governments did, 
. end he is more prosperous to-day, in spite 
of tlw rhm.<rrhts .and market fluctuations and 
ntlwre thino~; ovm· which we have no control. 
\Ve have d2'ne more to improve the conditions 
of the 1wm on the land-the man who is 
commonlv called the backbone of the coun­
tr\-a.nd ~to n1ake him more prosperous and 
u)ntcntcd and to make things better for his 
wife and children than they have eyer been 
before in any other State. 

The surrar industry has been mentioned in 
con ne< tio';', with the question of stabilisation 
of dairy. products, and that industry affords 
a very good illustt:ation in that respect: _but 
prices in tho sugar mdustry were not stabd1sed 
and could not be stabilised bv the Queens­
land Government ,alone. It could only be 
done hy co-operation with the Commonwealth 
GoYernmcnt, and that applies to all our Au>­
tralian industries in Queensland. \Ve can only 
stabilise prices within the State if the other 
States do likewise. We might fix the price 
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cf wheat grown here, seeing that we do not 
product:' enough for our owr;t r~quire1nents, 
but under the Federal Const1tut10n we c!'n­
nor prevent any other State from sendmg 
c'1eap wheat into Queensland. If it had not 
been for the co-operation of the Common­
,n-,lth Government, we could not have 
,tabili.-ed the price of sugar. I want to 
mak<) a brief reference to that. It does not 
come under thi- vote, but it is of great 
in:>portance to us that the present_ control 
of the sugar industry not only giVes the 
Australian consumer the cheapest and be·'t 
suo-m· in the world but it protects absolutely 
ev~rv individu~tl e~ployed in the industry. 

Tl;e Arbitration Court-for years we fought 
to got it for the ~orkers;-pr?tected th,e 
worker; the cane pnce legislatiOn promul­
glted by this Government protected th_e 
interests of the farmer; the Sugar Ac9U.1Sl­
tion Act-condemned by the party sittmg 
opposite-enabled w· to obtain the raw sugar 
at a pavablc price and provide for the refin­
ing and" marketing o~ the sugar und_er agree­
ment with the Colomal Sugar Rcfimng Com­
pany, and. to ft'!' _the price to ~he consume~s 
in the cap1tal mues of Austraha at a fig~re 
which generally compares favourably with 
the prices paid by consumers in other parts 
of the world, ey.en though they eat black­
grown sugar. I say that tJ;at system is good, 
and I endeavoured to 1mpress on every 
memuer o: the Federal Parliament and 
of the Cabinet when I was in Melbourne, 
that there is an absolute necessity to extend 
it for at least ten years. I do not say that 
we should !.ay it down that the prwe sh<;mld 
be fixed for ten y·ears because that might 
not be fair, but the price should be. fixed 
on the cost of production, .and a tnbunal 
mio-ht very well be set up under the agree­
mc~t for the fixing of the price of sugar for 
a period-it might be three years or five 
vPars. The system of control is so complete 
[md satisfactory and so consistent with the 
policy of a \Vhite A1;1stralia that everrone--: 
irrespective of pohbcs-as a Qucens,andei 
and an Australian should urge its contmu­
.ance. I hope that the small section who are 
so favourably disposed to the Colonial Sugar 
Refining Company will r:ot try to draw a 
red honing· across the trail by talkmg nbout 
tariff protection. Tariff protection only pro­
tects one section. The pr·esent system pro­
tects the con ·Umer, the V. ag·e-earncr, the 
canerutter, the mill hand, the farmer, +.he 
ra'v sugar n1anufactur·er, the refiner, and the 
general public . 
GoYERX~!EXT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
\Ye ask that the Commonwealth Government 
shall assist us likewise in stabilising tJ;e 
great dairying industry.· I believe that. m 
a few years Queensland will be the leadmg 
dairving State. vVe have more land capa)Jle 
of growing artificial grasses or producmg 
cream or milk than any of the other States. 
The other States have the industry ~ell 
established, whereas we are really only JUst 
making a start. \Vhen I tell hon. members 
that the value of the industry in 1914 ~as 
£2,200,000 and this year £5,000.000, I thmk 
they will agree that the dairying industry 
is going ahead. But it cannot continue to 
go ahead nor can it be placed on a sound 
footing unless some system is adopted whereby 
speculation in the product of the farmer 
can be stopped and the producer and con­
sumer can bo brought together. That ?an 
be done in my opinion only by a poolmg 
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sy,tPm whereby the butter-producing States of 
the Commonwealth-Queensland, New South 
\\'ales, and Victoria-will agree tD come 
to['<·ther with the Commonwealth uncle,· 
Ferloral legislation and supply the local 
market at ~. reasonable price. And no honest 
man, whether he be worker or idler, can 
expect any article produced by the farmer 
at less than the cost of production. If he 
dof!:-5, he is an advocate for cheap labour, 
and this party de. not stand for that. We 
ha Ye a ,ked the Commonwealth Government, 
through the Council of Agriculture, to give 
appro,·al to the scheme, but I am sorry to 
say that the policy does not meet with the 
Yievc •, of the Prime :Minister. He is prepared 
to meet us. perhaps, halfway, and give us 
an Act to deal with the exportable surplus, 
but, as I have already said, the best market 
fo1' the Auitr:tlian pr<Jducer is the Australian 
market, and therefore the control of the 
~:\ustralian n1arket is n1oro important than 
the control of export, oven though that is a 
wry important matter. What is the atti­
tude of tho Prime :Minister? He refuses to 
agree to our scheme because he says it moans 
price-fixing. Every hon. member on the 
other side says that this is a pric·e-fixing 
party, but at the same time he wants us to 
fix the price to the farmer on the basis of 
the cost of production. I have no objection 
to price-fixing so long as it recognises the 
cost of production, but I belie' e that if the 
price of anything is fixed by .anybody, it 
should be fixed by the person who has that 
article to sell. Ile should at least have a 
say in it. If the wage of the '" orker is fixed 
l>y any one party, it should be by tho person 
who has his labour to sell, and if the pric" 
Df the farmer's produce is fixed by anybody, 
it should be done bv the farmer who ha" that 
produce to selL The representatives of the 
dair.v industry offered to agree with the 
Prime Minister that he should sot up a 
tribunal roprcoen'ativo of the consumers and 
the prDdncPrs and the Government to fix the 
price from time to time, based on the cost 
Df production. I-Ic was not prepared to do it. 

Then they suggested that the price mi)Yht 
be fixed on the exportable value of the 
butter. The Prime :V1inister was not pre­
pared to do that, but he v-as prepared to 
introduce a Bill-I understand it is to he 
introdncccl to-dav or to-morrow in tlw 
Federal Parli~ment-.. ctting up a bo,rd of 
producers ":ho will control exports. That 
is a Ycry in1portant. thing, berause nearly 
every exportable article horn Au2tralia has 
suffC'rf''d bocawse of the carelessness in con­
nection with cxnorts. The 11assev Govern­
lllcnt in Ne\v Zealand l'e«:ogni<::cd "that, and 
during tho Ja,t fc\1' years they have passed 
two Acts, one d0aling with the export of 
meat and the other dealing with the export 
of butter, and that kgislation has been so 
succeesful that the good name of New 
Zealand in connection with meat, lambs, 
hacon, pork, and butter will be maintained. 
It would have been a good thing for Aus­
tralia if such a board ha cl been set up many 
yearc, ago before we suffered in the matter 
of our exports. I am going to deal with 
that pha'o of the quPqtion in connection 
with the Cotton Bill to be introduced in the 
near future, and I shall endeavour to show 
the ahsolutP necessit:;· for seeing that nothing 
but the best is exported from Australia, 
because our good name has suffered on 
account of almost everything we have ex­
ported fro:n this country, with the exception 
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of merino wool, of which we produce the 
best in the world and for which there is an 
unlimited demand. 'Where we have had to 
compete with such butter as Danish butter 
and :'\ew Zealand butter, we have suffered 
because of the carclessnc,s in export. The 
Prit •c ::\Iinister will have accompli-heel some­
thing if he places in the hands of an intelli­
gent board a picc" of machinery that will 
enable him to 'ee that exports are properly 
mal'!<ed and only the best exported. 

~.lr. :M oRGAN: Ho is going to prevent 
blending·. That i,, a very important thing. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICL'LTURE: 
That b<>ar, out mv contention that it is 
important that all" articles exported from 
Amtralia should be properly graded, pro­
pcrl~~ branded, and sold in an honeJt way. 
You C'annot. hoodwink or deceive the cDn­
'Umcrs all the time. You may be able to 
dec"iYe them for a time, but, if they cannot 
get a good article, thev will go elsewhere 
for it. I think that the thanks of every 
dairy farmer in Queensland are due to the 
new Federal member for Capricornia, Mr. 
1,-'orclc, for the vray he has a-cted in connec­
tion with butter stabilisation. (Opposition 
laughter.) 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
'l'ho :::ll~CRKl'ARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 

Mr. Fordo has done good work not only on 
the f!Dor of the House but with his own 
partv. JYicmber.s of the Federal Labour 
party repn·senting industrial centres, parti­
cularly in these times of difficulties, have to 
Jo, \ after the affair, of men who have 
families to crtrc for. For the life of me I 
cannot und•-rstand how a man can live and 
pav rent, water rates, lighting, etc., and 
reat· a hig hmily on the basic wage. l\'Iom­
bcrs rPprt'~L'llting industrial centres vvhere 
the workero have to watch every item of the 
frtmil:v budget are very naturally suspicious 
about any ]cgidation that 1nay bo brought 
in that is goihg to increase the cost of Jiving. 
I g·iye them credit for that. That is their 
job. ::\fr. Forde ha; be ~n able to demon­
slt·ate to his party that the d1iry farmer is 
-<.l \York01~ in eycrv .'l.enso of the ''-'ord, and 
works all the hours God made and seven days 
a \\eck. He has been able to make out a 
ea· 0 to flhO'>. that the dairv fann0rs are 
omitlNl to a fair and ren;onable price­
not the price that would be char<;ed hv a 
1niddlen1:-tn~ho Jw~ been ab1e to ronvince 
hi., pari to agn:~ to a policy that ',·ill 
hrin;, farLlPrs and l·on:-un10rs together 
-.,yitho:n nndn1y overcharging the con;.;urn0rs, 
and ~-iving the farm0r a f( '1 ~onnb1c re\Ynrd 
for his la bonr. I think that GYery dairy 
farmer throughout Austrc:Jlin O\YCS l\Ir. Forde 
a debt of gra tit ndo, and it is a nitv that 
some of the other Queens! and Fedora l mem­
bers haYe not followf'd the same example 
and endeayourerl to bring about the adop­
tion of a stahilisation scheme. Had the 
Nationalist Federal mcn'hrr: and the 
Nationalist members of the Queensland, Now 
South \Yaks, and Victorian Parliaments and 
the members representing the farming dis­
tricts in those Parliaments done the same 
yeoman work as Mr. Forde has done, I am 
satisfied the Bruce-Pa!Ye co,nhination would 
not have dared tD turn dmYn the proposal. 

Just one or two words in regard to the 
Council of Agricnlturc. Of course. it would 
not do for the Opnosition to ad"Ylit that the 
advice given them by the " Producers' Re­
view " in Toowoomba two years ago-for the 
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Country party to get right behind the scheme 
-was correct, and to admit for once in their 
lifetime that the Labour party had done 
something for the good of Queensland in 
establishing the Council. It would have been 
a statcsmanlike attitude for the Country 
party to have adopted if they had said, 
'' \Vc have been opposed to you all along; 
we don'c believe in high wages; we believe 
in low wages, land specula Lion, and all that 
sort of thing, but for once you have done 
something for tho bC'!leflt of the farmer and 
the man on the land." Instead of doing 
that, they have not only criticised the Council 
of Agriculture in this Chamber, but they have 
gone through the country whispering and 
tn·iug to clo all they could to injure the 
movemPnt to organise the farmers. 

Mr. ::VloRGA;>.;: That is not true. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIGCLTURE: 
Before the farmers could do anything they 
had to orgctnise. They had to organise not 
as sectional bodies but as one body. The 
small parochial idea went around that it 
was not to the interests of the fruitgrower 
to organise with the sugar-grower, that it 
v. as not in the interests of the sugar·grower 
to organi.sc with tho dairy1nan, and so on. 
The need for tho organisation of tho whole 
of the men on the land into ono body and 
1~ot f:f'c:iora] bodies was ahc,·avs stressed bv 
nw. Tlw ,., holo of their intor.:sts are closely 
allied. For instance, the n1oro '''orkers ther"o 
are cr1ployecl h1 the sugar industry the moro 
butter they \Yill con llm~. So it operates 
right through. Every farmer should be 
joined up in one nation:ll org<.tnisation to 
fight for the woll·being of the farmino- com­
munity, not only in this State but th~·ough­
o:,t Aust .. alia. That was the fir,t stop, and 
ctftor that stop had bc0n taken and the 
farmr!rs were joined up in one organisation 
-and our anticipation that in the course of 
tin1c the _.:\n~tralian Sugar Producers' Asso­
eintion, tho Cnitcd Cane Gro\vers' Associa­
tion, and the Sonthr·rn Queensland Fruit 
Growurs' Sociot.y will merge into the Coun­
cil o£ Agriculture have boon rcalit,ed-tho 
time would arrive when that complete 
organisation rnust bo organised on a cornn1o­
ditv basis. Tho Govci·nmcnt did that in 
regard to the wlwct industry before they 
orgamscd the farmers at all. \Ye decided 
that the farmers should have a good market 
for their whC'lt. \Vo did the same thing 
lest year in regard to the fruitgrowcr. \Ve 
J'Paliscd that it ·,. Lts ncco~--ary that the fruit­
grm' ers ,hould not only m~• rkot their own 
fruit, b~1t s0t up spcciUI lcgisluti?n so that 
thl':V nnght do so. ·The san1o thing n1ust 
apply to all other industries. The maize­
groyvc>rs, the dairy farmers, and tho sugar­
g-ro,·.·ers n11:;;;t have their con1n1odity boards, 
as I rnentJOncd. a 1uhilc ago. That is a 
natuJ a! corollar,· to the org,Lnisation of 
the f-• r:ncrc.. But the complete organisa­
tion of the far·mers should take place 
first. The: Go,~ernment g-ave them two 
year~ to o;. g·ani:;;e They found tho n1onoy 
t.o <'nable the farmers to organise. The 
total amount paid by the Queensland 
GoYcrnmont to enable them to do so ·was-

1921-1922 
1922-1923 
1823-1924 

'l'otal 

£ s. d. 
2,120 2 5 

... 26,361 2 0 
32,500 0 0 

£60,981 4 5 

These figm·cs show that the Government pro­
vided sufficient money to enable the farmers 
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to organise because they recognised that the 
farmers were on a somewhat different foot­
ing to the wage·earners and public servants 
-thooe who work for wages and salaries. 
The problems of those who work for wages 
and salaries aro not so great as those of 
the farmers. The farmers have problems to 
solve, and they arc the most difficult indivi­
duals under t'he sun to organise. That is 
bccau'e they have not got the time to mix 
with their follow men, as the people in the 
cities do. in order to 0xchangc ideas. They 
are isolr ted on their farms, which makes it 
difficult to organise them. That is hy they 
arc e'Cp]oited by the middlemen, who calls 
them " tho backbone of the country" when 
it suits hin1. \Ye rccognisPd that it '\vas 
nccessar~T to give the farmers rnachinory to 
enable them to organise, together with Acts 
of Parliament, and we provided £60.000 odd 
for the purposes of paying organisers to go 
round and assist thmn to organise. 

\Yith rcgard to the scheme of sectional mar­
kc1 ing, the Opposition have £ndea voured to 
make a good deal of capital out of this, and 
during my absence in the South they intro­
dnccd a deputation to the Premier asking 
for t!w industry to be organised on a com­
modity basis. Ther-e is nothing now about 
tha1 idea. As I han' said, that has already 
!wen done with wheat, sugar, and fruit. In 
orde1· to show that the Council of Agricul­
:nre recognise this ideP, and that I recognised 
It when I discusccd it with nineteen farmel' 
rcprc'lcntatiYcs. I ~hall quote a few extracts. 
It mmt be realised that human nature can­
not be changed iu ono dec.1,de. \¥hat con­
r:•rn'. the sugar-grower concerns the fruit­
f!.TOl\'C'l\ :-!nd vice \rcr::-::1. \Vhile there 1nust be 
a cedral oro:anisation to speak on behalf 
of thc farmers of Queensland, the industries 
themselves must he organised on a corn, 
modit.c· basis, and we have tnJwn steps to 
do this. To show that that ac1ion is not 
based on the deputation which waited on 
1 he Premier, or on recent Opposition propa­
ganda. I point out that on the 5th March 
of this year tho "Daily i\Iail" made a 
statt:'nwnt regarding <Jrgallisation on an 
industrial basis. 

l\Ir. "'I oRGAN: Four day& after our meE'ting. 

'l'ho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
There is no connection at all there. I can 
go further bad< and relat-e my own advocacy 
of org-anisation on n commoditv basis. On 
8th March, 1924, " The Quer;nsland Pro­
ducer" made a staten1ent '"" ith regard to 
reorganisation on an jndustry basis. 

On 28th February, 1924, proposals regard· 
ing rcorganisnJion \vcr,o subrnittcd orally by 
the Director at tho Council mooting. 'I'he 
Council roeoh·ed that proposals should bo 
subn1i1tod jn writing for consideration at 
the May meeting of the Council. 

On 25th l\iay, 1924, proposals 'vere con­
sidered at a meeting of the Council, but in 
view of the drastic change involved, and 
having· l'Cf!ard to tho fact that thi, was the 
last mcei ing for 1hc financial :·ear, it was 
l'G'ol~ed that the matter be referred to the 
incoming Council in July. 

On 24th July, 1824. there was a meeting· 
of tho Council of Agriculture. Five methods 
of reorganisation wero submitted, and they 
were given considerable consideration, but 
were deferred until the September meeting. 

I hold in my hand a page from the 
" Queensland Producer" of 10th September, 
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1924, dealing with the " Queensland Pro· 
ducer~' I{eorganisation Scheme." It says-

" It will be remembered that on the 
occasion of its July meeting the Council 
a!t-'r fully consid,'ring live alternative 
~rhcrnes for the reorganisation of tile 
Que-ensland Producers' As;ociation, 
decided to remit the matter to the ad· 
mini,trative committee for the purpose 
of framing proposals having for their 
object organi;ation on a commodity 
basis, while at the same time making 
provision for the retention of district 
councils.'' 

And I might mention that that is ono of 
the JiflicultJcs. Some people believe that 
the district councils should cease to hmc· 
tion and that it is a disability or obstacle in 
the ~vay of organising on a corn1nodity basis. 
The district council may operate where 
sucrar is gro,vn, where fruit is grown, or 
pr~bably where d~ir:·ing is carric•d on. If 
we vvant to organise on a con1modity basis, 
some people sac it is necesary to abolish the 
district councils altogether. That is not 
ac~eutable, and I do not think it is wis-e. 
I tl;mk it is preferable that the district 
councils should continue to function in a 
modifted way, The article continues-

" The maiter ''• as fully considered by 
the admini:otrative committee :md auto­
matir-allv came bdoro the Council for 
ccn,ideraticn at its meeting held on 4th 
Scnternber. Tho provi,ions of the scheme 
\V•'l'C considered b\ the Council in detail, 
and- eventuallY it was amended in the 
foll-o\ving part'icu!ars :~ 

Clause 1-Substitution of nineteen 
district councils in lieu of seventeen, 

(Note.-This of course entailed con-
scqnential aiteration throughout 
certain other claus-es. )• 
Clause 2-Suggestions amended to 

provide for con titlli ion of district 
councils as follows :-

Dairying 
Grain and fodder 
Sugar 
Fruit 
Cotton 
Poultry 

6 
4 
4 
2 
2 
1. 

There is no occa~ion to read any n1orL' of 
that. That is sufficient proof that the Coun­
cil itself has berm quite alive to the necessity 
of organising both on a district and a com­
modity basis. 

·with regard to the notice of motion given 
by the hon. member for Mirani-which IS 

largely ftrmvorks-;-I would point out that 
there is no occasion for him to move that 
motion. The Council of Agriculture can 
organise on a cornn1vdity basis without any 
alteration of the law. The law anticipated 
that thi,, phasa of organisation_ must tako 
place in the course_ of time, 1,1nd the Act 
provides that orgamsatwn of mdustr:.· can 
take place on a commodity basis. I have 
110 doubt that, when the hon. mPmbCJ· gets 
the opportunity, he will deal with this 
que~tion, bnt I tell him now that there is_ no 
occasion for him to move that motwn. 
There is no occasion to alter the law to 
give effect to the scheme. The Council of 
Agriculture has been advocating for months 
past for organisation on a comrnodity basis. 

.c\ GOVERNMENT MEMBER : Ho wants the 
credit. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
It is something like the story I heard of 
a very big man with a very small wife. 
When she got into a temper she uwd to 
get a whip and give him a hiding, and 
1)!10 of his neighbours said to hin1 one day, 
'· \Yhv do you allow such a small, insignifi­
<::nnt ~won1a11 to flog you?" He said. " It 
pkasc, her and it does not hurt '?~·" 
(L" nghtcr.) lf it pleases the Opposition 
t<, Pndeavour to claim credit for this scheme, 
it ~ertainly does not hurt me. 

Mr. MoRGAX: Wb:v all these tearo? 

The S1WRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE': 
There are no tears. I am rather gloating 
o;-er nw succeH! If it pleas0s the Opposition, 
il ccrtiinlv does not hurt me, and it certainly 
does not ca·rry much weight in the country. 

Bdore I sit down I want to say a few 
v, orcls a bout cotton. 

Tho CHAIR;\I.A:\T: I told hon. members 
that thev could discuss the cotton vote 
together with the present vote. Those who 
teak advantage of that privilege cannot 
sr;ca.k on the cotton vote. But those who 
have spoken to the main vote and not on 
cotton will be at libertY to speak on cotton 
when that vote is under consideration, 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTFRE: 
The cotton quest'on looms largely in the 
public eye at the precent time, end therefore 
van gave pcrrnis·:ion to hon. n1embor~., rf 
the, chose to take advantage of it, to talk 
a] l ~round tho compass, so to speak, on thi"-l­
vcte. All that I intend to do is to speak 
on this Yote. If there is an:. specific ques­
tion raised on other vote", I shall of course 
L>c pleased to give all the information avail­
" ble. I notice that the hon. member for 
Jh .. rnctt ha;, given notice of a question for 
1 o-n1or_~_·ow, ·which is rather in. kecpint? w~t~ 
tho hon. member's general attitude of enh­
ci~ing by asking questioHs. 1Io\Y8YPr, I 
shall dc><l wiih the que,tion nmL I want 
to deal with an aspect of the cotton ques­
tion that is generally overlooked by om• 
nitics. Let me emphasise ao,ain that there 
'"a~ no cotton industr,-;· in Quoen,,,land until 
the Go' .~rnn1ent ru{optcd a vvise cotton policy 
and gnetrantced the farmers a pric' that 
''Ots unheard of before, and which induced 
i housands of people in Queensland to put 
idlo land into use. I said in Melbourne 
tLat lcn,d that had been utilised bv "alla­
bies and kallg<noos cn:r since Capt~in Cook 
'ailed under the shado\\ of Pellenclon Kcr 
had been put into lue, ,end for the fint time 
·was put under crop. 

Mr. MoRGA:': He never did that. 

Tho SECRE'l'ARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Y c,J, he did in an old ship called the 
" Endeavour." Land that has been lving 
idle to our kno,, ledge' for 150 years for the 
ilrst time was brought into use and put 
uruier cultivation bccn.uso the Qnccnsland 
Uo,~crnnlcnt had sufficient vision to guaran­
tN~ a price to induce fanners to grow cotton. 
That was completcl:v overlooked by those 
people ·,,·ha talk about politic~t! interference 
and about experts destroying the industr,;. 
There was no indm;try at all until this 
Government adopted a policy that brought 
th<, industry into existence. The total Yalue 
of th., cotton crop in 1919 was less than 
£1,000, whereas last year, notwithshnding 
the drought, the cation crop of Queensland­
due to our policy alone-was worth about; 
£300,000. (Hear, hear!) 'fhat should be kept 
in mind, and, having guaranteed a price for 

Hon. W. N. Gillies.] 
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the cotton, it became an obligation on the 
Government to see that that cotton was 
ginncd and sold at a profit. 

The farmers thems?lves made no attempt 
to establish ginne1:'ics, and \Ve had no alter­
native but to cshblish another State enter· 
pl'ise in the shape of State ginncries or to 

make an agreement with the 
[2.30 p.m.] British Australian Cotton Associ-

ation for the ginning of the cotton. 
But we had a further obligation than that. 
IIaving guaranteed the fanners a price, w.~ 
had an obligation to the taxpayer to see that 
the cotton v. ·'" properly and efficiently 
rnarketed. \Ve had to make arrang·elnents to 
market the cotton so that the taxpayer wuo 
not put to too great a loss. The taxpayer 
up to to-day \Vill be calll'd upon to find 
£69,COO, which amounts to about 10 per cent. 
of th0 cotton crop and a bonus of 10 per ~ ·nt. 
to the cotton-growers of Queensland. It 1s 
only right that the people of Quoenslan.l 
should understand that there Wollld be no 
l JttoH industry in Queensland to-day if thC! 
St.ato Government had not guaranteed thal 
pricP, and, having guaranteed that price, 
there \'I'US an obligation to the taxpayers to 
see that the cotton was ginned and properly 
markete-d. That was the justification for 
following the advice of the British Cotton 
Spinners. and whether it was ba-d advice 01' 

not rmnains to Le seen. I had a conversation 
with the l'rime Minister in II'Ielbourne, and 
I might mention by the way that the Com­
momv<:'alth Government have defl!litcly de­
clined to reccgnise ratoon cotton. They say 
that they \I ill not guarantee ratoon cotton 
under any circun1stances-neither will ~\ c­
but they will allow the growers to grow 
it under certain conditions. The Prime 
Minister told me that all the informatiou 
he was able to collect in the old country 
\Vas against ratoon cotton. He said, 
" The question of whether your action in 
1923 \vas right or \Yhe1lwr it is right in 
1924, can onh· lJe proved by expcricncD." 
I a:::rrPc \Y it!1 hi111. The Govcrnrncnt. are novir 
allO~ving ratocm cottnn to be grown under 
u•rt in conditiom, but there \vill be no 
gunrant•_..,n in regard to it, and ihe ratoon 
~talks \Yill have to be destroyed in ar{ .n·d­
ancc with the p1 oyi,ions of the Act. Th: ,-o 
will bo no guarantPo to growers of ratoon 
cotton. but thPre ,,~in be a guarantee io 
grm:c.s of plant cotton of the best quulit)·· 

Snn1ebnd:· has Baid ornethin6' about ~'Ir. 
Bm:J. 11r. Bond, wl1o is the on1y spinner of 
cotJon in Au::<tralia. vYns pre')ent at the All 
..._\u:::tra1inn c·oiton Co:nfert.'nce. I-Ie v\··ent out 
of his to make a special plea for ratoon 
cotton, \dwn I put the defmito question 
to him as to wh thcr he \Yas prepared to 
allow tho Queensland Government to sub­
stitute ratoon cotton for plant cotton in 
regard to his requirements he sai-d, "Cer­
tainly not." Yet he had the cast-iron check 
and the brazen effrontery to say that ratoon 
cotton was equally as good as plant cotton. 

l\11-. I-IARTLEY: Ho was knocked out on 
that. 

The SECHETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He was definitely knocked out. If ratoon 
cotton is as good as plant cotton, why does 
he not sav, "I will give you the same price 
for it." He knows that ratoon cotton is not 
as g·ood as plant cotton. Generally sp-eaking 
it is recognised throughout the cotton grow: 
ing world that ratoon cotton is not as good 
as plant cotton, anrl that was one reason for 
our banning of ratoon cotton. 

[Hon. W. N. Gillies. 

I want to call the attention of the cotton 
c-.::perts on the other side to the fact that 
.Mr. Bond admitted, in reply to a question 
from Mr. Evans or some other person, tlut 
tl1e cotton be W<ls spinning was low counts-
16s. to 20s.-and I am sure hon. members 
opposite kno\Y as much about that as I do. 
Low counts will not show the irregularities of 
siaplc \Yhich higher counts \\ould show. 
People who understand the business know 
th--!1. ::11r. Bond admits that he is only spin· 
ning a cotton o£ that quality faT certain 
'- .Jrk, and that it would be unfit for other 
clasc.-·s of ''"ork. ::\1r. Daniel J ones made the 
tat,mcnt that ivlr. Bond was prepared to 

t"k' all tho ratoon cotton he could get and 
pay the same price as for plant cotton, but, 
wh 0 11 we called for tenders, Mr. Dond was not 
prepared to glve the same price for ratoon 
cotton a". for plant cotton. I do not blame 
him, because h2 is wise enough to know that 
annual cotton is superior to ratoon cotton. 

Mr. SIZER: Did he not make an offer of a 
flat rate for the whole of tho cotton in Queens· 
land? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Not that I know of. If the hon. member 
ran bring proof of that, I will give him 
credit for the statement. 

Just one more word about cotton. Vve 
are all told that we should follow the advice 
of the farmers, but the Government, when 
t·hey guaranteed a price, knew that the indus­
trv would be expanding. and they did the 
brst they could by getting the very best 
advice from the countries where cotton was 
grown. They communicated with the Depart· 
mcnt of Agriculture in \Vashington and, on 
their recommendation. selected lVlr. \Vells. 
Some hon. member on the other side sug­
gc'·ted that we could have got him at a lower 
salary, but \\ c toDk him at his own offer, and 
I bolie.-c he is doing his job, although h,; 
does not claim to be an expert. He is 
called the co1ton specialist or the cotton 
ac1Yi"'OT, and he i~ a.dYi~ir:g- the Gon~rnn1cnt 
to the best of his abilil y. I think I am 
jn:;t.ificd in saying that t'hc recent deci·,ion 
of the Governn1cnt to allow fanners to grow 
ratuon cotton h&s not bct.,n taken on the 
adYicc of ::VIr. \Yells or l\1r. Evons. Both of 
thcn1 c'-mdcmn ratoan cotton. Tho time will 
ccrnc-tht' P1·in1c :Vfinistcr hus said that 
the time 1Ttflv com::-whcn cotton gets b1ck 
to it~ norn1a·l price, v·hen it wJl be fouud 
1h:1t rDtoon Lotton cannot be gro\vn in 
Quecmland. I hope that they are wrong 
and that we sh<tll be able to continue to 
grow it. I !mow quite well that we can 
grow it and sell it now when the price is 
hi;h-nobody can deny that. But what we 
do saY i· that ratoon cotton must not be 
allowC'd to damage the good name of Aus­
tralia, and that there is a greater danger 
of pest", attacking it than of attacking plant 
cotton. I think it was the hon. member for 
Cunningham who declared that they could 
not grow cotton on tho Darling Downs. .I 
asked him why, and he said, "Because wages 
are to'l high." That will be the next cry, 
of cours0. \Vhen the value of cotton goes 
down, when the existing world's shortage 
dieappears and the guarantee comes to an 
end-because so far as I am concerned it is 
goino- to come to an end in 1926-and when 
the farmer has to gin his own cotton and 
market it himself, then we shall have the 
cry for cheap labour, and be told that the 
farmer cannot afford to pay high wages and 
grow ra toons. I shall not be very proud of 
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the advice I gave to the Queensland Gov·ern­
nwnt to nut the c 1tton industry on a sound 
fool ino; if in a few :vcar::;' time the industry 
dwindl~s and dies. IV e g-rew cotton forty 
years ago, and also during the American civil 
war. when prices were high. 

Mr. 1\IoRGA:N: \Vhat killed it? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC'CLTURE: 
Low pr:cc·:;. The farmers have got to lull'n to 
grow good cotton. Ko Governn1cnt arp g·oins 
to continue to guarantee any crop indefinitely. 
Anybody \Yho says that any industry should 
be kept in swaddling clothes cannot know 
what is good for Australia. The farmer 
has to recognise that in t\vo years' time he 
has to grO\\ a cotton that will enable him to 
pay a clcccnt wage to the man who picks it 
and at the same time permit him to compete 
in the world's m<Lrket· If he is going to do 
that. he has pot to produce the bc·Jt cotton. 
One of the deh,gates at the Australian Cotton 
Conference-a cotton grower from Grafton­
said, " I do not g-row ratoon, and I hope I 
neycr sh<tll. The slogan of the cotton grower 
should be ' the brs.t is not too good.' " And 
that is n1y opinion with regard to cotton 
and CYcrything clso we produce in Australia. 

IIoxm:n nu: l\1E:\IBERS: Hear, hear ! 

:\lr. CORSER (Bmnrtt) : I must not allow 
mvelf to be di,awn into the cotton contro­
vn"rsy with tho Minister, who has the advan­
tage of unlirnibd ti:n<e "·hilst we are limited 
to nvcntc·.fr, c uinntes in Y~-hich to deal with 
tl1P \~. 1tulo of rho Jcpnrhnental Yotc. 'There­
fore I nm g-oing to confine 1ny rcrnarks to 
tb" quc't ion hcforo the House. I a.m not 
going to agrc•c to the ~1iuistcr's statement 
that he is r:ot able to present the report of 
his clcpartn1out, because he is y.,-aiting for 
statie.tic~l returns from the Commonwealth. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I did not 
sa:-;, that. 

Mr. CORSER: Tho Minister said that the 
latest figures from the Commonwealth were 
not aYailablo, and therefore he was waiting. 

The SrwRETARY FOR AGRICULTDRE: I made a 
comparison. I ·-aid that the Commonwealth 
was twelve months behind the times. 

Mr. CORSER: I ha Ye here the booklet on 
" Australian Statistics," in which are shown 
the 1923-1924 figures-shmving that the book­
let is right up to date. That was placed in 
the hands of every hon. member during this 
last week, and, if the hon. gentleman had 
read it, he would ha'e found that the figures 
on the various pages go up to the 30th June 
last. 

2\Ir. HARrLEY: The hon. member is wrong. 
Tho~e statistics ar·e for the year 1923. 

:'vir. CORSER: .:'-Jo, they are for the finan­
cial year 1923-192+. The Minister has to some 
extent agreed with the hon. member for 
Windsor in his comparisons and statements. 
He agreed with the hon. member in his criti­
cism of this department. 

The SEcRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: For a 
start, he is a Yery decent man. 

Mr. CORSER: That is right. That is 
more than 've C'an son1otimes say of the 
Minister. The Minister in dealing with this 
vote agrees with the statements by the hon. 
member for \Vindwr, yet in the country the 
people are told of what the middleman 
would do, huw th''Y would rob the farmers, 
and take for their livelihood something which 
th8y had not earned, and take it from the 
mouths of the mothers and children of those 

on the land. Those are the statements made 
outside. yet in this Chamber, when the Min­
ister wants some proof or sotno support of 
the wiodom of his actions and his administra­
tion he is prolld to get up and say. " The 
hDn. member for \'~lindsor agrees with me." 
In fairness to , he hon. member for \Vindsor, 
the next time the .;\1inistcr and his col­
leagues go into country districts they should 
sa". that 1 he policy of the hon. member for 
\Yindwr and the policy of the Labour party 
are the same to a great extent. 

The ~iinister says that the maize prDducers 
to-day arc net enjoying the cost of produc­
ti<,n. That is lo say, they are not obtaining 
a mfticicnt return to pay them for the cost 
of production. He is quite right in that 
statement; but whv should he as a 1\Iinister 
and "-hy should the Government place 1 hose 
1; ~l izcgrowcrs up against the possibilitJ,~ of 
an indu~tr1al a'vard? 

The SEC'RETARY FOR AGRICt:LTURE: \Vhy 
did the hon. gentleman not support the pro­
posal to forn1 a n1aizo pool? 

:Hr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman does 
not kn'"' hmY I voted on that question. I 
ant going to be drawn off n1y argun1ent 
to -. .-irh something that is a business 
wntL~1· coECt'rning n1~, ~'arm. YvThcn the Indus­
tri:t! .. \rbitration Act '"as being amended in 
t~Lc direction of hri:nging rural workers under 
the Act -,n, poin,cd out that, if the primary 
prodn<'crs were able to obtain the full return 
for their labour, there would be nD objection 
to compelling them to pay increased wages 
unJer an a,yarcl. \Ve are not against that. 

1V1r. HARTLEY: Yes, you are. 

1\lr. CORSER: The Minister agrees that 
tho rnaiz,_·growcr" arc not receiving ev _'Il thE~ 
cost of production, ~yet outside evidence is 
being- collected on the question of bringing 
n1ai;;Pc;rov:ers under an a\vard. VVe do not 
find the Governnwnt or the journals associated 
with tlw Government so determined to get 
thDt evidence to-dav. If we look for the 
reason, we shall find that very recently the 
"Daily Standard'' and the "Railway Advo­
cate" opposed the Goyernment in their deter­
mination to give the farmers an opportunity 
of defending their case through the Council 
of Agriculture. An article appeared in the 
" Daily Standard" on 1st May last, which 
Wtl3 rern·od11.ced in the " Railway Ad·.roea.t·en 
of the lOth 1\lay, which says-

" A matter of serious importance, not 
only to the members of the union directly 
concgrncd (the Australian \Vorkers' 
Union), but to eyery unionist in this 
State and to the Labour movement gener­
ally, is that of the Council of Agricul­
ture, primarily a Labour Government 
rreation, in its declared intention of 
fighting in the Arbitration Court the 
nual workers' claim lodged by tl;:te Aus­
tralian ·workers' Union." 

Since that challenge appeared in the 
" Standard," and was commented on by that 
journal, and sinco that a1~ticle has been re­
printed in the " Railway Advocate" the 
Government have adopted a lukewarm policy 
in rog·ard to the collection of evidence. Are 
the Government to receiYe credit from both 
sed ions ' Are they to play the game for 
the Australian Workers' Union or the game 
for the farmers? They cannot be on both 
sides. 

Mr. COSTELLO: They cannot serve two 
masters. 

Mr. Corser.] 
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Mr. CORSER: If the,· are going to sup· 
port their masters, the Australian Workers' 
Union, they cannot sene their supposed 
Jna~t,9r, the farmer. \Ye, as representatives 
Df the country and IHOducing interests, clai1n 
that the Govornrncnt are ·doing a serious in· 
jn~tice to both sections bc~ause they are not 
playing ihe game. 

Mr. IlARTLEY: vVhy don't you play the game 
yourself? 

Mr. CORSER: The Emu Park Conven· 
ticm of the Labour party dictated the policy 
that the Arbitration Act should be amended 
>o that it would include all workers, which 
jnclnded rural workcrs. Hon. n1embers oppo· 
site haY' sig·ned that platform, although they 
are not game to refer to it at the present 
time. \Vhat is the use of the Secretary for 
Agriculture saying that the Goyernment are 
serious in their desire to as,ist the rural 
\vorker OLlt of his trouble when at the same 
time he admits that he is not recciYing what 
it cosh to produce his produce? 

The hon. gentleman dealt at some length 
·with the stabilisation scheme of the Council 
of Agriculture, and he also dealt "·ith that 
Loliv. He insinuated that hon. members on 
this. sido opposed the Primary Producers· 
Org·anisation ._'\et. 
GoYEH~~IE~T :\IE1IBERS : Hear, hear : 

:iiL-. CORSER : What is the hon. gentle· 
man's proof of that statement? 

:11r. HARTLEY: "Hansard." 

1h. CORSER: " Hansard" ·does not sup· 
port that statement. I will quote from 
"Hansard" to show that mv statement is 
correct. During the de be to 'on the Bill in 
1922 the whole of the Country party supported 
it. 

:\lr. I!ARTLEY: TheY said it was a 
Bolsh~Yi stic scheme. · 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTl'RE : The hall. 
member for Dalby said it was socialism. 

Mr. CORSER: The hon. member for Daloy 
did not say that it was socialism. He said 
that the Council of Agriculture with a Min· 
ister of a socialistic GoYcrnment as its chair· 
man would probably saYour of socialism. 

:\Ir. HARTLEY: You said it w:1s a Ku 
Klux IGan. 

Mr. CORSER: I said before th2 Goycrn· 
ment went to the country that, if the electors 
entrusted tho goYernment of the country to 
hon. members on this side of the Chamber, 
thev would amend the Act to make it one 
under 'vhiC'h farn1Lrs could organise for their 
own benefit and that we would remoye ib 
socialistic tnndcncies and its confiscatory pro· 
Yisions. I did not seek the Yote of anv 
perwn pretending to be a supporte;· of th.e 
Opposition when he wa, really a member of 
the Go\'ernment party. Such a person I 
called a political Ku Klux I<:lan. 

The CHAIRMA:'\: Order ! Order ! The 
hon. mcmbcr is not speaking to the vote. 

:Mr. CORSER: I am not going to be drawn 
off the Council of Agriculture by the inte1·· 
jcctions uf hon. members opposite. To sho1Y 
whether the Opposition supported this mea­
sure or not I would point out that seventeen 
useful amendments proposed from this side 
of the Chamber were accepted by the Govern­
ment out of twenty.one that we proposed. 
One of the amendments ·which the GoYern· 
ment did not. accept was one proposing that 
the Secretary for Agriculture should not be 

[Jir. Corser. 

chairman of the Council of Agriculture. Let 
me read what I said in supporting the Bill in 
1922-

" I am going to sunport the Bill. At 
the same time, I ha-ve not I_UUCh time 
for the attacks bv the Premier on the 
Countr" party wlien he visited country 
centrm ... to lm;nch the scheme. The Bill 
i:- not quite in conformity in detail with 
ihc scheme the Premier outlined. Nobody 
can c:nil at the good things he claimed 
i he n1casure 'vould prDvidc, and 'vi thin 
its four walls we must look for the posoi· 
bility of securing those good things to th_e 
primary producer. One great trouble 1s 
that the Bili limib the co·ordination m 
effort to the State, and that it does not 
give to the primary producers of Queen:;· 
land the opportunity of becommg par~ 
of an organisation which is esoential in 
their interests-an organisation ·which 
can oxtend itself throughout the Cam· 
monwcalth and ":0 bring the interests of 
the various industries togethn. Until 
that come~ about we cannot get the best 
~·csults _ln ,;L\.ustralia in any of Dur rural 
mdnstnes. 

\Yt" finll those statements have been borne 
ouL Even the Secretary for Agriculture 
him"'lf said to·day that the primary pro­
durers, including the n1aizcgrowe1 s, should 
be combined throughout the whole length 
of the Commonwealth. I think the hon. 
gentleman will agren that ho made that 
~tatcmt:mt to.day. I made my referenco 
in 1922. and it may be found on page 26 
of "Hansard" of that year. 

I am dealing with the Secretary for 
.. Agriculture's unfair and untrue state1nent 
th'at we were against the Primary Producers' 
Organisation Act. The only evidence the 
ban. gentleman has given is not that the 
fact appears in "Hansar'd" but that the 
Opposition went about wh1spermg. vVe 
vr<:> not whisperers. I never whisper, _I 
make my statements plainly here, ana, 1f 
a11vbodv is in the Chamber. he can generally 
he;tr them. I vote the way I think, and 
that is more than many hon. members 
opposite can say. rro continue my extract of 
1922-

" To--day wo have in the different 
States people in the same industry work. 
ing against each other's interests, light· 
ing each other in various m~rkf?ts, 
whereas we should have an orgamsatwn 
combining industrially all tho interests 
of the producer of a particular corn· 
modiiy right throughout Australia." 

The other assertion made by the Sccretar:; 
fc' Agriculture was that he claimed that 
the Country party \Verc trying to get the 
bc:nefit of the suggPstion that we should 
organise industriallv instead of by tho pre­
sent method of organising in districts. The 
hem. gentleman quoted certain extracts f_rom 
tho 1924 journals of the Counc1l of Agncul· 
ture to bear out that contention. Thu hon. 
gentleman endoaYours to prove that he and 
his associates. either in the Legislative Coun. 
cil or in this Chamber, were the first to 
mention this matter. In 1922-not 1924-
I was responsible for making this statement 
in this Chamber and this refers to the 
ven matter that the Secreta.ry for Agri· 
culture claims the Labour party had invented 
in 1924. " Hansard" reports me as saying-

" The scheme which is advocated with 
no small degree of success by the Countrc 
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party is the development of sectional 
interests, so that those in an industry 
shall control the industry in which they 
are intcre•·.ted. That is the best control. 
It is no good for a maize farmer to 
try and control the butter interest, and 
it is no good constituting a board of 
men and saying to them, ' You arc to 
control the butter indmtry,' when they 
n1ight; bo fruit, maize, cotton, or timber 
1nen, OF pig raisers." 

TlHLt is the second statement in which I 
have to contradict the Secretary for Agri­
culture. The hon. gentleman said further 
that the Opposition claimed that one section 
is opposed to tho other. \Ve have never 
said that. Our words are clear-that the indus­
tnPs are Lest controlled bv those who are 
engaged in those industrie's. I think that 
is a fair explanation of the position we 
have taken up. \Ye secured enventeon amend. 
nu:nts, r~nd we only 1o5t three or four 
amendments in !he ~vhole Bill. VYe have 
no! been r,gainst the Bill, but wo have 
supporter] it, and tried to mak~ it what 
the P;·cmic·r prorr,ised it would be when ho 
le nnched it. 

The Sccrctarv for A2'ri-culturo made 
further statements w1th reg-;rd to the butter 
stabilisation scheme. \Yhat !he Oppo,ition 
have always opvoscd is the political propa­
ganda of the Government and thoir friends 
in rcg ,,.rd to the stabilisation scheme. That 
}:8s in no way assistetl the farmer. \Ye 
h:we at ell times condemned the Government 
<tlld thcie friends for their action in drrrwing 
a pol iti('al herring across tho trail, and 
thcv now tell us that wo made the scheme 
a Jlolitical one. \Ye hav<' supported the 
scheme. Our leader has communicated that 
mpport to the proper authorities. Our 
Parliamentary Secretary has communicated 
that support to representatives in the 
Federal l'arliamcnt, so how can it be said 
that we have LPen against it'! \Vhat 
we have said is that the Government aro 
l•ot and have !Jot been sincere in their sug­
gestion that they would like the Federal 
Gon:;rnment to allow the butter producer to 
fix a price for his own commodity. \Ye 
say that the Gov-ernment are not sincere 
in saying that they would support such a 
scheme. 'l'he Minister knows that ho would 
not support a proposal to allow the butter 
producers to fix the price of their own com­
modity. \Yhy prdend to the farmers, or 
why do their journals prc,tend, that the:,· 
are supporting such a policy? \Vould the 
hon. gentleman give to the canegrower the 
l'lght to fix the price for his cane? Would 
he give the beef man th:tt right? Ii so, 
there is nothing to prevent the Government 
from doing it. The Commonwealth Govern­
ment have not granted that right now. 
'\Vhat they have refused is to have any inter­
ference between the States. They have 
agreed to giYc certain po\vers in rP~pcct of 
the exportable commodity, but within Aus­
trdia they are throwing the onus on the 
States, so it i' for the Minister to do what 
he considers best in the interests of the 
industry. During the last two or three 
yt•ars we have heard a considerable amount 
of talk about the organisation of industry 
and very little from it. If the Minister 
wunts to develop agriculture, he mmt not 
only talk about organisation but must O'ive 
to the directors in the various sub-dep~art-
11Jents of the ~epartment of Agriculture full 
control of theu sub-departments and oome 
place in the agricultural movement to enable 

titem to proceed along right lines and seeure 
llte position that their titles entitle them 
to. I belicYe ihat, as well aR organisation 
of indudry, we should have the assist:tnce 
of practical exports and develop our indus· 
tries from those pivots. \Ve should give to 
these directors full control and sufficient 
money to carry out their ideas in the intercsh 
of each branch of agriculture. Without 
touching on the cotton industry I will sav 
that, if any agriculturist wants' an illu;tra­
tion of what can be done in that reg~rd. he 
need only watch the experiments of Colonel 
Evans and Mr. ·wells in their Durango c nton 
plots. They have selected seeds from the 
Ycry best growths and propaga tee!, as stud 
breeders would do, from the very best_ so 
that in. future >Ye can be sure of a plant 
that w1ll gtYc mcrease.d production and 
every year have an opportunity of securing 
h• i.ter seed which will give better results. 
The same ehould obtain in all our industries. 
\Ye should give the experts an opportunit~­
to carry out experiments and carrv out the 

ork that they arce entitled to cal'J:y out. 

. The Minister clain1s that we wel'e snpport­
mg· and do St!pport the Colonial Sucrar 
He(lning- Companv. Thci'·C arc not rn~nv 
mcmhPrs here who are supporters of the 
Colonial Sugar Refining Company, hut \VO 

rh remember that the hon. gentlPman gave 
l he control of cotton in Quec•nsland to the 
Dritish-Anstralian Cotton Growers' Aswcia­
tion because the,.- have Government prefer­
ence in the industry a-". against the grower. 

I notice that the MuliTeldie farm is to be 
abolished. The State~ farms at Monal 
Callide Yalley, and Upper Burnett are t~ 
be continued. \ll three of these are in 
the Bm·nett electorate, which shows what 

an im)10rtant electorate it is. 
[3 )l.m.] They are not abandoning them 

all; they are only closing one of 
thcnl dow11. The 11inister ~ome tirne ao'o 
fitatcd that in eonfonnitjr vvdh a pron1fse 
rnadc in thici Ch~mber he was carryi11g 
out ratoon expenments at 1\Ional and 
l\IPlton. That may have been a misquota­
tion of ~yhat he said, but the staten1ent 'vas 
Hwde in the Press with very big headlines. 
I ddy the ~Iini ·kr to deny it. up to the 
prconnt tJmo ho has not denied that these 
experiments were not carried out, and that 
there >Yas no ratoon cotton o-rown in 1923 
or. 1924 at either :Vlulgel·die o~· Monal. He 
sad that, m accordance with promises made, 
he ·was carrying out experiments at lV1onal 
and Melton. The result of those experiments 
" not known. l:p to the present time thoro 
has not been one pound of ratoon cotton 
grm.-n at either Mnlgeldio or Monal, so the 
pmm1se made to !he Committer, has not been 
f nlflll e·cl. 

The next statement I ha.-o here is taken 
from "Smith's \Yecldy "-

" \Vnv QcEEXSLAXD GETS Goon SETTLERS. 

'·ASK GILLIES, ACTIXG PRE:\:TIER. 

" Three weeks ago ' Smith's ' told the 
'tory of Alexis Sa voroff, and pointed out 
that such a dr-•irable immigrant ought 
to b" given a fighting chance. 

" As the Commonwealth Government 
had failed to assist him, ' Smith's' Bris­
bane office ad.-ised Savoroff to see the 
Qcwenslnnd Government. 

" He did. This is how Mr. Gillies, 
the Acting Premier, treated him. 

Mr. Corscr.] 
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" Ho gave Mr. Gillios a list of his 
machinery, and the price,, he required. 
His tractor he priced at £1,000, and 
mentioned that if he could sell this his 
financial problem would be ,,<Jlved. 

"The Acting Premier thoug·ht for a 
moment, then 'phoned the Country Roads 
Bo11rd and asked them if they could buy 
the tractor.'' 

This evidently did not come off-
" Xcxt day, because the matter had not 

been ,-et fixe·d. the Acting Premier took 
the salesmanship responsibilities on him­
<:-c1f m.d connnonred negotiations l.vhich 
would proh~bl:v result in the Gm·ernment 
getting an efficient piece of 111achinery 
at f! profita blc price and Sa voroff being 
equipped \Yit~1 funds nece·,sary to estab­
lish a \'cry dc-irablc family on the 
land." 

There are f' .milit ~ in n1v district ,~,·ho. on 
arriving tD sel':'~t, have· a rorn-shcller. a 
fulk~T' >nd a fc~'. other things, and if they 

ant £25 from the State Advances Corpora­
tion, th0:v have to mortgage the few goods 
they h 'YC-

" ),;,;; an r"'\:amplo of efficienc~~. direct 
mctho<h and abolition of red tape this 
little character-,tudv of Theodore's 
1~ndentudy i,-. a shinii1g exan1ple for the 
n-,t of the States. The onl:v cncourage­
mcllt rcqnirccl by Mr. Gillies was the 
knowlcflgc that he was getting a dcsir~ 
able sott],,r for Queensland. Tho whole 
busincs' so cl~zcd Savoroff, who has had 
('XP'Ticnrc of other Governments, that 
he took the first train for his farm near 
Ips"·ich to arrange for its transfer. and 
t0 inform hi creditors of the miracle 
whi0h \\ ,,,,_ thanks to the Acting Premier 
•n<l ' Smith's '\Veckh-.' being performed 

in Brisbane." 

1h. PETERSON: A cheap advertisement. 

Mr, CORSER: This department is now 
handlin:: the fmances of the settlers, and we 
are dealing with the matter on this vote. 
\V'' haW' complaints from settlers in the 
UppN Durnett and Callidc Valleys and 
other p1_rt of Queen ,land about the treat­
ment which is bemg meted out and the want 
of funck Even from the regulations placed 
on the tabh~ yesterday--

'l'he CHATRMAN: Order 1 The hon. mem­
ber must keep to the vote. 

::Ylr. CORSER: The Minister says that this 
mattt•r comes under the administrat.ion of 
the department. Although under the Act 
_£1, 700 was provided for each settler, we 
find that the regulations will not allow more 
than an a·dvan< :· of £500 for taking over 
the indebtodnc•s of a farm. The Govern­
ment do this by regulation. When the Bill 
went thron2:h the House the Go\"ernment 
said thot £1,700 was iD be advanced. while 
the old Torv Government onlv advanced 
£1,200. - -

'The CHAIRYIAN: Order ! The hon. mem­
ber has Px<thustcd the time allowed by the 
Standing Order,_ 

Ml'. MOORE (Aubiuny): In opening his 
speech the Seer• tary for Agriculture spoke 
in totms of courtesy of the criticism of hon. 
membms on this side of the Chamber. but 
toward,- the close of his remarks he dis­
played his usual attributes when addressing 

[Mr. Corser. 

hon. -:nembcrs. After blaming the Opposition 
for all sorts of things that they never even 
contemplated, and after blaming the Fede­
ral Government for not giving the State 
Government the assistance which they asked 
for, he concluded his speech in his usual 
n1anncr. 

I regard this department as one of the 
most important that we can mention, and, 
if there is one branch to which I would like 
to giye a mood of praise, it is the Pure Seeds 
Branch. The officer in charge of it is .an 
enthusiast, and the only complaint he has to 
make is that he dooE not get enough time 
to do all the work he would like to do. If 
farmers only realised the importance of this 
question and spent more time on it, and in 
g·p'ting the assistance of the expBrls, it would 
be greatly to their advantage. I certainly 
support the voto for this branch bet ~use it 
s•,cms to be so efficient and so quick and the 
work is done for the benefit of the people. 
\Yith rderence to the stock foods activity of 
the branch, it is remarkable that, although 
when tho \et was going through thE' House it 
,,·as allog _•d that _:n enormous amount of rub­
bish:v food was being sold, novv it is found 
thnt practicrrlly all the samples taken are 
up h the requircnwnts of the law. Every­
one mnst admit that it is dc--imble that pro­
crrutic.ns should be taken to see that stock 
fc ,Jd~ arc what they arc ropreJontcd to be; 
but it is gratifying to know that, notwith­
standing \Yhat '~'as Rai.d \vhen the 1nea~ure 
w ,; bdorc ne, all those which have been 
checked seem io be above the required speci­
fication. 

On;_) of the most important matters with 
which we have to deal on this vote is the 
Conn~il of Agriculture. In last year's report 
of tb.• Director of Agriculture-we have not 
got this year's yet-we have an indic::ttion 
of the importance which the Government 
attach to the usefulness of this Council. 
t'ntl,•r the hcadii1g of "Agricultural Coun­
cil'' it is stated-

" Activities in connection with the 
Council, and standing committees 
attached thereto, have absorbed an 
appreciable amount of time during the 
year. Probably the most important re­
commendations marle through this office 
were those relating to an amalgamation 
of existing- Acts g·overning advances to 
scttlt'l's and the libemlisation of advances 
to persons engaged in primary produc­
tion." 

Of course the Council of A(iriculture has 
plenty to do, but the Teport distinctly states 
that the most important work done 
throughout the wholG year was the amalga­
mation of existing Acts governing advances 
to settlers and recommendations !hereon. 
And, as showing to what extent the Govern­
ment to-day consider the importance of this 
measure, although the Act was passed last 
session it was not gazetted until the first day 
of th;, present month. Apparently the most 
important recommendations made thrmrgh 
the· office were those enabling the recom­
mendations and provisions of the Agricul­
tural Bank Act and other Acts to be carried 
out in a more effective manne1-, but we find 
that, after all these recommendations and 
the talk about the increased amount that was 
to be allowed, the farmer is limited to £500 
-loss than half the amount allowed before 
the Act was passed. 

Sutely, too, we must come to the conclu· 
sion that the report is hardly fair to the 
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Council of Agriculture. I recognis& that the 
Council has done a great cleal of very useful 
work, but I recognise also that it could bo 
improycd to a tremendotJS extent. 

I am not going to talk about any methods 
of improvement. The l\1inister has endeav· 
oured to point out that such metho?s '!··· 
have been suggested by us have been m his 
mind ever since the scheme was started. 
·when the Primary Producers' Organisation 
Act was going through this Chamber, hon. 
members on this side pointed out that the 
most effective and economical way of ?arry­
ing out the scheme would be to orgam.se ~m 
an industry basis rather than on a .distnct 
basis. \Ye pointed out that mdustne~ hke 
the sugar industry and part. of the da1rymg 
ircdustry were fully orgamse~l, and other 
inrlustrics were i ttrtly organrsed, nud the 
opportunity was there. to carry on those 
organisations with considerably less ,expense 
than b? organising afre,h. The l~lmistcr 
refused to accept any a-n1endrnent 111 . that 
direction, and after t\YO :ye~rs of expenence 
he has come to th 3 uncluswn that the only 
satisfactorv wuy in which the organisation 
can be ea niccl OJJ for the henefi t of the 
furn1ers is on an i1·dustry basi and now his 
chief endeavour appears to be to p!'ovc that 
the Director of )cgriculture was not influenced 
by the Opposition. 

The Minister said th<tt he considered com­
pulsory co-operation was necessary, an?, 
although it as not achocated by a certam 
section to-day, it would be found. to be 
succcs:,ful in the futuro. That IS qmte pos­
sible. bLJt the scheme of compulsory co-op~ra­
tion has to be improved by electing effiCient 
1nanaging bodies before any las6ng succcb-, can 
b(• achiewd. I quit~ believe that c'?mpnl;ory 
co-opcrJtion will become more efficwnt when 
those handlin~ the various commodities have 
had sufficient ';,xperience to be able to handle 
them in a more effective way. At the pre:,ent 
time no one can say that the various com­
pu1sory co-operation schemes . have been _a 
brilliant succes.,;. Insufficient mforma t10n IS 
given to the produc<:;r affected. I quit.:; sym­
pathise with the Munster from some pomts of 
view. I quite agree with lnm In Ius remarks 
on the ·wheat Pool. \Ve arc in a peculiar 
position. \Ve do not grow enough wheat for 
our requirements, and it is merely .a question 
of holding on to it and distributing it to the 
mills throughout the year. It is absolutely 
senseless for the \Vheat Pool to spend the 
producers' money on silly, stupid advertise­
ments advocating the continuance of the 
pool. The farmers realise the benefits of 
the pool quite well, and we do not want to 
have money spent on such advertisements. I 
have an advertisement hero which was pub­
lished in Saturday's issue of the " Toowoomba 
Chronicle" pointing out the benefits of the 
pool. The whole of the expense of this 
advertising campaign has to come out of the 
levies or charges on the wheat producers, and 
it is quite unnecessary to go in for such an 
expensive campaign. This sort of advertis­
ing does not induce the farmers to votp for 
a pool; it only raises issues of contention. 
In this advertisement certain pre-pooling 
years are taken, in which the price paid 
'vas-

1912 
1913 
1914 

Price per Bushel. 
8. d. 
3 1 
2 9! 
3 5 

That is compared with the price l{•I 1Jnee 
pooling years-

1921 
1922 
1923 

t}. 

8 0 
5 {) 
5 7~ 

\Vhat is th.:; sense in a Board conducted by 
farrnets gomg in for propaganda of th,is 
sort? They have taken the three years m 
which wheat was cheapest in Queenslan?, 
and they have taken the cheapest months .m 
t,he whole of the year and averaged th~ pnce 
on that. The "Agricultural Journal pub­
lishes a price list every month showmg th_e 
various prices of wheat throughout th·c van· 
ous areas. There is a discrcpar~cy ~n the 
price per bushel . as quoted by t~,e ·N~eat 
Board and the pnce given by the Agncul­
tural Journal." 'The figures sho\v-

1912 
lDl:l 
1014 

Year. 

PRICE PER BusHEL. 

Wheat Board. 

8. d. 
:l 1 ., 01 
3 5 10 

The \\'heat Pool BoJrd omits w ' J ~ :my 
reference to any years s1_nce the 1 )0C'l has 
been in operation, but tho "_\g;icultural 
,J011 rnal'' gives these figures for the 'oalOJ-

Price per B11~heL 
s. 

1915 7 7 
1916 5 6 
1917 3 8 
1918 L 0 
1919 5 3 

The farmers are not so silly as to be nuslet1 
h" advertisements of this sort, and they a:e more likely to prejudice the vote on the 
pool than assist it. 'l'he farmers do not want 
10 be misled by stupid propaganda of tho,t 
sort. The farmers are likely to adopt the 
attitude that, if it is necessary to :resort to 
tactics such as these to get a vote; for the 
pool, then it, is not worth while gomg on 
with it. The policy i~ a wro_ng one1 and the 
pool is making a serwus mistake m. pursu­
ing it. They have also sent arou.r;d ?r:culars 
making personal attacks on mdiVIduale. 
There is nothing to recommend that co.urso. 
If the pool has been successful, there JS no 
need for tactics of this sort to be :resorted 
to. It is only by telling the truth th.at the 
farmers can be appealed to, otherwise an 
adverse vet<: may result. The Secretary for 
Ao:riculture stated that " cost . of P,ro<_1uc­
ti~n" IS a loose phrase. Very hkely 1t 1s a 
loose phrase, and he often uses another loose 
phrase-" production for use and not . for 
profit." In my opinion the cos~ of _produc­
tion cannot be taken as a basis,· smce all 
farmms have not similar classes. of ]and and 
climatic conditions. If the pnce J,ased on 
productiDn is high. it will enc.onrage f?Cople 
to go in for a certain industry m .a p01't~on of 
the State which is perhaps not smtable for _Jt., 
The only way to set a sufficient and effective 
average cost is to see that the produoer g?ts 
·1 return for hj-:; produce comn1cnsurat':l w1th 
~he cost of production in districts ouitahle for 
'Ucc.-,sful operation. It is no us~ saymg 
that the proclucer should get a pnc: qom-, 
mensurate with the cost of product:ton no 

Mr. Moon'.] 
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mattc1 how inefficient his methods, or how 
un"tlltable his land may be. It would. be 
absolutely impossible to f1x mch a pncc. 
The J\ll:inister went on to say that the con­
eumcr could look after himself, and that 
"'"' why he always carefully looked after the 
i.nl•Jrosts of the producer. ·what wa_s the 
object, then, of the Government !'ppom~mg 
a. Commi,•Jioncr for Prices and still contmt!-
tll[!; that o!Iice" · 

Mr. HAR'l'LEY : I do not think the Minister 
·id that. 

1.\h. I\TOORE: I took it down. The extra­
nedin rv thing lo me is that the sympathy 
o[ thCl Government and the Minister is only 
,apparent wh0n prices. are low. As. soon as 
••ri r 1mnwnce to nsc, we shall find that 
the ··c·mpatC>y apparent now is not with th_e 
producer at all. The Secretary for Agn­
cnlturc spoke about the farmer being _allowed 
t.o fix his D\\Tl pnce for butter, n1a1ze, and 
other p1·oduce grown by him. How is it that 
this is exactly the same Minister whose 
l1binct-ap_parontly he did not have suf­
ficient :nfiuencc, .and the sympathy of the 
GO\ crmnent then did not allow them to 
adopt the principle now enunciated by the 
MinistD;·-!lxecl the price of butter at a rate 
l1clow the co>t of production? It is only, 
a.s I have sa1d, \vhcn prices come down to a 
1 • nl -,,hi eh hi\J not been rr.cwhocl for years 
tlmt we hear of the sympathy of the Minister. 
[n 1915 the Commissioner for Prices fixed the 
t•ricc of butter at 196s. when the export value 
was 220s. Sd.; in 1916 the price of butter 
V.'dS fixed .at 140s., when its export value 
mngr>d from 170s. to 130s.; and in 1920 the 
[lrico was fix.ed at 238s., when the export 
value "as 274s. The Dairymen's Associa­
t-ion estimated the loss of butter factories 
Juring the August quarter of 1920 at :£8,000 
prH· week, while the total los,es of co-opera-
1 1ve faetoric, were set down at :£500,000. 
That was the time when prices were fairly 
high. Now, when we come to the time when 
prices are so exceedingly low that it is 
~tlmost impossibl\' for the men engaged in the 
tndustrios to carry on, the Minister cameo 
fmw:ud with all 'orts of sympathy, and 
"a's that those men should be allowed tD fix their prices. . 

The Secretary for Agriculture said that 
tile good name of Queensland products had 
been affected to a. great extent by reason 
of the faulty articles that were sent oyor­
Bt,as, The hon. gentleman is certainly justi­
(ied in his remarb, but what really happened 
·ss that tho e concerned found it more profi­

b ble to eend second and third class products 
timn to -end first-class products. At the time 
when pools and contracts were first made 
for sending products to the British Govern­
ment during the war time, the prod•teers 
found it far more profitable to send :wcond 
and third grade articles than to send first. 
Constqu(ntly the factories got into the o1abit 
>f making poorer class stuff. and it has taken 

lorw time to get out of this habit. It has 
tn ken Qu. cnsland a long time to restore 

the credit that she lost. 

There 1s another item of v0ry vital 
importance. I understand the cold storage 
r>tt.e hns been increased in iust the same 
p10portion as railway freights-that is, by 
15 per cent. At present the extra freight of 
cvery t-on of butter within 100 miles of 
Brisbane is £1 a ton, and now the rate., 
<>f cold storage hnYe been increased 15 per 
e>'nc This means a very heavy chf!lrge 

[Mr. Moore. 

on a. section of the community that the 
Minister f!ldmits can scarcely bear the pre­
f,ent chargof', If, as the P_r?rnier _said, 
there was any rcacSOll for ralSlHg railway 
freights-and I do not agree that theri.' 
was-it is quite unnecessary to add 15 
per cont. to the cold storage ·rate;.. It ~s 
not the wish of the producer ~o store h~s 
produce. That is forced upon .him. Quanti­
ties of goods ha YE' to be held O\'- mg to the 
shipping difficulty, and also because It 1s 
11ot desired to overload the London market 
and cause a glut. To my mind tbs 15 per 
cent. imposition is unfair. 

Various pools have been in operation, and 
th~ Secretary f~r Agriculture did not say 
much as to thmr success or othennse. I 
bayc ah·eac\1• mcntionPd the YYheat pool, 
\rhich is gro~ing 1norc efficient \vith experi­
ence. I am not at all sure that the cheese 
pool is as '' isc or equitable a'< it might be. 
I do not think it is right to keep the local 
priceo:: high and ha Ye a Yery high ]evy. to 
ecmalise the low '- xport price. To my mmd 
it: would be fairer to the twople of Queens­
land if the prices wore made more equal. 
It is unwise to keep the pric.o of cheese up 
to 1s. 1d. in Queensland when the export 
price is about ?cl., and then to make a 
levy of 4 },d. or 5d. a lb. on the cheese sold 
in 'Queensland to equalise the low price for 
'-hich it is sold oyerseas, with the result that 
Sout·hern cheese floods our local market. It 
y;ould be better to equalise the two prices, 
and thus increase the consumption of a valu­
able item of food and give the people of 
Queensland the opportunity of securing this 
whole•,ome food o.t a price which would hdp 
the Queensland r-roducers instead of the 
f\outhern ones. ·when someone concerned 
investigated such matters he was told that 
it did not matter if the price was high, that 
it did not interfere' with the consumntion of 
the product. It is a bad principle to make 
undulv heaYY leYies on locallv-sold com­
modities to ccfJualise the expo1;t price. I 
understand the same principle is adopted in 
other pools, and it is advocated by f.ome 
people to a grea tor extent. I consider the 
priLciplo is \HOll'l". \Ve should advocate 
greater efficiency in handling products and 
co-oporatiYe marketing so that some of the 
cost may be cut out. In connection with 
that we ha\'C a huge Co-operative Federation 
aln:ady functioning on the other side of 
tho world which has 1een remarkablv success-
ful. · 

Mr. Il.-I.HTLEY : \Yhy (·annat you get a co­
onPrative marketing scheme under th€ 
Primary Producers' Organisation Act? 

Mr. MOORE: There is no occasion to estab­
lish anotht'r when thorc is one already there, 
in which Now :;l,ealand, South Africa, and 
i\uc.tmiia alrearlv arc joined. It is there 
functioning and doing wonderful work, out 
it is not doing all the g·ood it might because 
of the prejudice of some indiYiduals wh:J 

pparontly do not want tD support thiA 
federation on the other side of the worJ,d. 

Mr. HARTLEY: \Vhy cannot you get the 
dairy companies throughout Queensland to 
sell through the Co-operative Federation on 
the other side of th world? 

Mr. MOORE: The only thing I can tell 
you is that they think they can get a better 
deal through •ome other organisation. These 
people ar2 not actuated by any political 
motives. Their desire is to sell their products 
in the best and chca pest manner and to gGt 
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the b~,;t 11rice. If th y think they can get 
better pnces by selling through privata 
agents, they will do so. To my mind tho 
rrinciplo is not a sound one without adequate 
trial. \'~'o have a co-operative agency there. 
but we cannot tell what it y;[ll .do until it 
Lets adequate supj·,o·rt. Until the directors of 
the various rompanies give the1n adequHte 
support it is impoo,sible to tell whether it ,_-ill 
be a succc-' or a foilure. 

l\1r. HARTLEY: You are not dependent on 
1 heir support. You can organise ont;-;idE" 
them. 

:'dr. ~IOORE: The hon. member does not 
mH'Prst1•1d the position in the difl"erent indus­
tries in Queensland. 

Then• is only ono other quo·tion I wish to 
deal 1Vl~l1, ar~d that i::; in regard to the Egci 
Pool. > understand the Govt'rnment hav• 
e;uanwtecd this Egg Pool £10,000. From 
SeptPmher to Januarv thcv made what the~ 
r:~ll progrrss payn1cni-s, -~dlich \Yero consi_de1: 
.· ol:- UJ,d·r the market value at that time. 
Up to the prcsC'nt no further pa:-·monts havo 
bc0n made. It is a most difficult thing for 
poultry fanners, \Vho as a rulo arc not always 
111 a lal'ge way of business and require their 
money n•a:•onably quicklv to be kept waitinO' 
senm or eighth months"' for tho balance of 
their payments. In many instancP'i the 
poultry fanners ha vo been kept waiting six 
1nonths after. selling their ,eggs, \vhoreas if 
they took theu ep;gs to a private agent, tho:y 
\\ oe<ld get their cheques the same day or tbo 
next cla:y. \VlL'n thc:v se11d their eggs to the 
Egg Pool they should receive the same con 
sideration. Although Queensland has an Egg 
Pool. th<· week before last it had the distinc­
tion of h~~Ying the lowest price for egg" of 
any St~tc 111 Australia. That scen1s a rf:mark­
ablc result. I suppose the expenses are rather 
high_ when you arc -only d0aling with one con1-
moclity and then onJy with a portion of that 
<'Ollllnc-cht:-·. It i; unfair that the ]lroducor-s 
~hc_~ulcl Le con1pe1lcd to sell their t'ggs through 
a pc-1l a~1d then be kept waiting for their 
ntonPy. li IS ab~olutely 1/:rong in principle, 
and the poultry farrrE-rs are practically being 
pu~ht·d out of busines--. thwu~h financial 
di~cultius. If \VO are going to l1avc a pool, 
tt Is the dnt_v of the Government to see the 
pool i.'3 run cffif'iPntly, and producers ·who are 
compelled to sell through it c:i ,·en the same 
opportun,ity of gc•tting their inoney to carry 
on ns If they 'old through the or-dinary 
sourrr--. of trade. A number of men have 
c-omplained to me. I have received letters 
from individuals from Dunclaberg down· 
\ 'ards a slung- ·what I would recommend to en· 
able tht•m to evade the Act berause t-hey are 
placed In. such an unfortunate position. ] 
havt' replied that thcv must obcv the law 
I am prepared to acl;:,1it that some of the 
poultry men are able to carry on satisfactorily, 
}~ut a largo nun1bor arc not, and it is up to 
tnc GoYerninPnt to sec that this orcranisatio!J 
i~ r1rriod on in an efficient man~er. The 
poultr: people shonld have the ordinary 
privntl'. citi7nn's right of freedo1n if they are 
nn~ g'OJng to g.et any advantage through 
being compulsonly fo1·ccd into these pools. 
I am not g0111g to say that compulsion will 
not bo a good thing in the end, but in the 
rneanhme, through inpfficient Inanagcment a 
largo number of these people have b~en 
pla~cd m nn awkard position, and the Go­
vernmc•nt shoul-d be vcrv careful as to how 
far they go in the matte·;, of compulsion. In 
all tbc"C· ca~cs they should look into the 
question of thC> rights of individuals and see 

whothor they arc going to be placed m a 
l" '-tcr position by compulsiou as against 
Yo]untary co-operation. r.ro my n1ind, volun­
~nry co-operation c,an be made effective and 
It ha~ been Inadc effective in cases 'vh~re it 
has been tried. 

3-lr. S\L\ YC\E (JI:mn i) : I am one of those 
Inen1bc1s who C0lllplain about havino· to dis­
c-t>.ss this. department without the~ report. 
The i\hmster chcl not give us auy good 
reason wh} we should have to do so. It is 
IDipo-c.sible to do justice in diseus·,in~ the 
Yotcs unless we~ haYe np-to-date inf~rn~ation 
snppiiccl by the reports. The i\Iinister said 
tl. 1t rhe departmental figures wore not reaclv 

but '"'' have o,ix Dills on the bus{ 
[3.30 p.m.] nesF-shcet, and there are other 

Bills to be introduced, and we are 
tnlrl the House wiil not be likely to rise 
lH'forc the eJ~·d of October, and as there is 
plenty ol' other bu _ ine:5s to consider bc.sidr"'' 
the E~timaks. we could hold them over 
and then there would be ample time 
to g-et the departmental rq}orts before 
we arc called ur on to discuss the Estimates 
of tho,e departments. I notice that the 
::Vlinistcr gave credit to tho Government for 
all the prosperity that has accrued to the 
cgric·ultural indudry since they have been 
m power. The chief agricultural industry 
~:;; th·,~ r:ng·:1r 1nd1.2~try, and the greatest factor 
m thP pros]writy of the sugar industry has 
been the action of the Commonwealth Go­
\'Prnment. The prospGrity of any industry 
rlepen-rh larg·.-ly on the price obtained for 
the proclnct., and thfl price \VC have got for 
our sugar wos solclv in tho power of the 
Commomccalth Gove.rmnent. If we have to 
thallk anv Go1·ernment for the prosperity of 
the industr,. it is the Commonwealth Go· 
vc·nmerd. The best friend wo had was ;y{r, 
Hughr '· whose Government fixecl the price 
at £2'0 6'. Stl. a ton. The Minister claimed 
that "gTicultural prodLJCtion had increased 
nnclt'r the administration of this Govern­
ment. l'p to 1916 the planting or sowing of 
t.ht~ o·on:: was n1o"tly done uncler previous 
Gm·prnmrHts. In 1916 the effect of this 
GoYcrnmcnt's adrninistration had not become 
perceptilJie~tho decline of production under 
their rule was IWt felt until then. In that 
:-rar I fine! from the "AB C of Queensland 
Stntistirs" that there \Yere 2%,241 acres 
under the plough. In 1922 .. after a period 
of ~ix yctn·s. t-he arrcago under plough had 
gonP dmn1 to 863.755 acres, or a .decrease 
of 21,186 acres. \Vhat is tho us" of the hon. 
gPntlem,•n ~aying otherwise. Agriculture 
has Q'OllP back und<•r the rulo of the present 
Govcl'llment. 

The Minister had bCJmething to say about 
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company. That 
does not wncern anvboclv on this side of the 
Chamber, but I wo.uld !Joint ou 1• that hon. 
membci, opposite ha ,-o hanclec{ over the 
control of the sugar industry to that company, 
,, J far a~ rcfini11p; and financing it is con~ 
rcrnecl. If anybody bclieYes ill Llw Colonial 
Sugar Refining- Cc-mpany, it is apparently the 
pre-se-nt QuecHsland Goyernmcr,t. FJrthcr­
Inore, a'" showing their leaning towurds big 
combines, I would likA to rC'fcr tCl what they 
have clone in tho cotton inclu try. 

Thr CHAIRJI.L~)J: Order ! Tlw hon. mem­
ber mu~t keep to thr vote. 

Mr. SW' AY::">JE: I am confining my remarks 
to the Yote. I want to show how the whole 
of the activities of the Government have 

Mr. Swayne.1 
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been in the direct ion of placing the cotton 
industry in the hands of a big company. 
That may be perfectly justifi,able, but at the 
same time the mere fact shows that it does 
not become the Government to talk about 
other people being the sunport,rs of com­
hnw' and big companies. S'o far as we can 
judge by their actions-and only by their 
actions can we judge them-there has been 
a tendency for the Government to place the 
primar::' prnducers in the hands of big com· 
panic:::. 

C,ll- BDLCOCK (Barcoo) : Although I was 
not aware of the arrang·cmcnt whereby the 
wholo of the debate on this ·department, 
including the cotton industry. would be taken 
Ol:. ~he vnte for the Chief Office--

T!:.c CHAIRMAN: The cotton industry 
mav be discu"cd on the Chief Office as well 
as 'the administration' nf the department. 

}lr. RCLCOCK : The a:~Tic.Iltural industry 
seems to me to be one of the most importl1nt 
question-. \\~have to discuss. Every other vote 
in thesl! Estimates seems to fade into com­
paratively less importanee bc.oide this vote, 
which really mNm·, the prosperity or other­
\Yi~t' ·which rnu:;:.t ncccssarilJ ::ll!rround the 
comli; ions of the people. The mor·e one 
'·Ces cf the State of Queensland and the more 
one re::di~r::: its potentialities, the n1ore one 
realises the importan~" of agriculhual pur­
::;ait~. ant1 the more ono is forced to the 
conc1n~lol! ihat we are only on the Yerge 
of ngrwultural knowledge and developnwnt. 
So far a~ a~"rlet•1tural problems arc con­
cernerl it is necessary for the State to adopt 
IYtorn scientific action and pursue a more 
,-igoro''" policy than has been adopted in 
th., pa,t. l \Yas Yery interested to read the 
other day in an American journal of a Com­
mi:; ion whirh h~1d be·en appointed to inquire 
into ,IJ thu uhascs of agricultural life in 
the L:nited Stat0s. It was a Federal Cnm­
mi·.;sion With very 'vide powers of investiga­
tion and rccoE1n1cr~cla tion, and they can1e to 
certain conciu~i<Jns which, in Yiew of the 
prcsenr p.:.)~ition of t-t.griculture in our State, 
are wore or lu;.:; illuminating. The point 
I want tc> make is that every one nf their 
rr1C'OtrP11Cndations is represented in Queens­
land in the activities of the Labour Govern­
ment as they have been developed between 
1915 and the present time. 

They recommended, for instance, the 
acaptati<ln of the banking Sy'tem to the 
pecnlwr credit needs of the rural industry. 
A good de a I of discussion has surrounded 
that question in our nwn. Parliament and 
State, and it is obvious that a system of 
Tural credits is bPing strongly but surely 
evolved from the conditions of things which 
existed befc.re thi, Government took over 
the reins of office If ever there was an 
industr; which was left to the tender mercies 
of haphazard enterprise, with all the short­
:Jorning·s of di~orghlJiFat.-ion. it \vas the agri­
cultural industry up to 1915; but since 1915 
there has been a s1c'ady and at times rapid 
in0linntion to de s01nething ''rhich previous 
GovernHH."nts were r1ot prepared to do in 
Queensland, and which anti-Labour Govern­
ments in other States could not dn on account 
of the influences surrounding them. We 
1nay sa:v that our present credits system is a 
bad svstem, but it is obvious that something 
is !wing undertaken, and I believe that the 
time is not far d;>t<n.t when we shall have 
tn 8ctahhsh rura I credits in such a way that 
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the fa1·ming 001r rnunit0• will enjoy the 
.seC'nrity of tenure .and occupancy ·which is 
ordin:n·il~· C1-1L'11d(•d bv .t:ucuns of banking to 
other iEdustrial pursuits. 

It is remarl,a1lo the small amount of 
money tlw+, goes back to the farmer in the 
way of loan in comparison with the amnunt 
of mono)' that goes in the furtherance of the 
secondary industrie' of the various States. 
The farmN. who produces all the wealth, 
gets in tho final analysi.' about 15 per cent. 
of that creation returned to him in the form 
of a loan, and 85 per oent. of it is invested 
in secondary industries. 

:Yir. KELSO : 1'\ ot in Queensland. 

Mr. BULCOCK: I am speaking of the 
whole of the Commomvealth. That is one 
of th,, r< asons why agriculture is not making 
the progress that it should make. The 
D1011f':V g-ained fron1 ::q:rricultur·e should be 
rr•lnYc~J rcl in ag-ricultural pursuits and activi~ 
tics, which would mean salvation not only 
to the individual but for the community 
ah J. 'rho s0cond recJmmcndation that was 
1n~do y1, a~ a rrduC'tion in freight rates. \Vhen 
,\.(' C'tJHlf' to C'ompar·c thn American freig-ht 
rates with OL!T o\yn, 've can well see "\·hy 
th0v -..houlrl a~k for ~on1c rPclnc' lon in that 
regard. Then it is suggested that the adop­
tic)-lJ of a unifonn. accurate, and rn·actical 
,_,-rndc for all our commodities and the adop­
tion of a unifnrm standard would lead to 
br'ttcr marketing- frrcilitl~:::. Our own experi­
ence has be0n that we have suffered in that 
direction in tho past. \Ye find that this 
Con1rn1s~ion hrts Ycry litlle to tench us, 
iwcansc what it proposes has alreadv been 
i:;itiatcd in onr own State, and there is 
0vcr" prc"[wct of it being put into success­
ful opci:ttion in the near future. I see that 
tlw Council of Agriculture through their 
activitic~ have decided that they will intro­
dllc:> a s~;-:tPrn of fr~rm hf'lDk-kcenlnQ·. 'That 
is one of the recommendations of the Com­
mi,sion that I am quoting. A proper system 
nl' l1ook-k"cning will show the relative costs 
of pro·durtion on a farm nnit basis. That is 
a thin"' that we have been desiring fo~ a 
long tirnc, but it has not yet come. Again, 
I think QuNnsland is going to lead the way 
in that direction, and lay down a founda­
hcn for a proper sy~,ten1 of book-kcen111g· ~o 
far as farm records .are concerned. We 
have also been prepared to do the things that 
srif'ntists sav we should do. The fifth recom­
mendation by this Commission is the prac­
tical and scientific investigation of farm and 
rural problems. The Labour par'y in 
Qtwensland have created the machinery that 
will allow of the scientific investigation of 
problems that arise from time to time so 
far as marketing and diseases and other 
incidental rural problems are concerned. 

Mr. KELSO : Do the other States not do 
that 9 

Mr. BLTLCOCK: The hon. gentleman 
knows that the nther States have been look­
ing to Que.ensland for some consi~erable 
time. Only last year the farmers m con­
ference at Tamworth, New South Wales, 
passed a rc,solut ion ~ski":g the Government 
to introduce the legislatiOn that ha;d been 
introduc·cd bv the Secretary for Agnculture 
in Queensland. (Hear, hear!) I ln:ow ~~at 
many Southern States have made mqmnes 
concerning our legislation. 

Mr. KELSO: The cotton industry, for in­
stance. 
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Mr. BULCOCK: That matter will be dealt 
with later on. The hon. gentleman pos­
siblv knows quite a lot about cotton from 
his "experience gained by growing it on the 
Nundah flats. 

JVlr. KELSO: There arc no flats in Nundah. 

Mr. BULCOCK : The final recommendation 
of the Commission is provision for better 
roads for the transport of the commodi, ies 
the farmer has produc;ed. These are the 
things on which this American Commission 
·says agricul!Ure depends. It says that if 
those things could be done, together with 
the betterment of the communal village life 
on the farm, agriculture could be placed 
on a firm, equitable, and sound footing. 
If that is all they can recommend, we have 
already beg·un to traverse that road. We 
know their recommendations, and we know 
that those things must be done, and we are 
doing those things, and we shall probab 
continue to do those things, and Queensland, 
as a result of the activities in that direction, 
is rapidly emerging as one of the chief agri­
eultural St.a es of the Commonwealth. Hon. 
members opposite may say what they like, 
but since 1915 the Government have dis­
charged a distinct duty tD the communitv, by 
reason of th0 fact that the Government have 
done all in 1 heir power to provide better 
facilihcs for the man on the land by open­
ing up new a Yenues of production that were 
not exploited when this Government took 
office. 

It is obvious that no Government can 
affm·d to neglect the man on the land, more 
particularly as it is not.iceable that in other 
parts of the world the Labour and Farmers' 
parties arc beginning to realise that they 
have an identity of interests, and that the 
commodities pwduced by the latter should 
flow through untrammelled channels from 
the prodncor tD the consumer without beircg 
o:p!oitecl by others who utilise the products 
of the farmer for the exploitation of the 
farmer and consumer. 'fhe objection of hon. 
members opposite to the a ;tivitics of this 
Govornrnoni in the direction of doing so~nc­
thing for the man on iho land is probably 
due !o the f cct that, althou<Th in thP fi·::d 
analvsis that may take some considerable 
time; the distance" between the producer and 
tho consumer might b.-, considerably h•"ened 
to the advantage of both. 'l'hat is why we 
get <Ich a Yast rango of abjoctions to tho 
legislation \Ve have brought forward. 

So1nc quc~tion has been raised about the 
organisation of the farmers on a con1n1odity 
basis, and it wa' suggested that the GDvcrn­
mont had stolen the thunder of the Countr'>' 
party-if ever they haJ any thunder--and 
thrtt !he Secretary for Agriculture had rnerPl:V 
enunciated the principles laid down come­
where in the early part of the present cen­
tury by hem. members of the Conntry party. 
I would like to read for their benefit from 
an article pub! ished in the " A Llstralian 
Farming Journal" of 16th May, 1924. upon 
the conference of the Secretaries of Agricul­
ture-

" 0£ the fDur JVlinistorial representa­
tives, while :Hr. Chaffey as chairman, 
showed a commendable grasp of mo.'t of 
tho subjects submitted for discussion, 
there can be little doubt but that Mr. 
Gillies, who is acting as Premier of 
Queensland, with the almost certain 
reversion to the position on JVlr. Thee­
dare's retirement from State politics, 
dominated the conference with his force-

ful personality. Into some of the resolu­
tions he infused a spirit of definiteness 
and progro-siYcness that was previously 
lacking, and there as no doubting his 
<wermasterinv desire to see the other 
State·. adopt- the State-assisted policy of 
orgamsmg the farmers on a cDmmodity 
ba;;.is.'' 

l\lr. •KELBO : How long did it take ;you to 
find that out? 

Mr. BULCOCK: The Secretary for Agri­
cul! Lire has gone further afield than Queens­
land, and has shown that he is prepared ro 
c 'rry what Queensland has done to the 
other States and the Secretaries fDl' Agricul­
ture there, so that they may benefit from the 
lt gisla tion passed by Queensland in the 
intc•rcsts of the farmers. 

I made reference to the scientific progress 
which was necessary to the progre·,s of agri­
' nlture of the State. One of the chief pro­
bl,,ms that prc·sents itself to me is the need 
for sound agricultural surv('ys in the various 
areas which the Government propm"e to open 
np for agricultural pursuits. Hon. members 
had a pretty gcoJ example of that when the 
l'arliamentary party visited the Dawson 
and Callide irrigation settlements a short 
ti:ne agD. Most of ns had gone to the 
trouble of looking up the classification of 
the soil, the varieties of the soil, the 
,,,echanical texture, and so forth, and, when 
we arrived there, we found that in very few 
case' did the map of the classification of 
the soils coincide with the soils wo found 
lhc1·c. There has been too loose .an idea of 
a;;ricul tural surveys fm· the purpose of 
founding communities. The time has arrived 
11lwn it has become necessary to do some­
thing in the Jirection of securing more 
a~cnrate surveys to show at a glance what 
bnd is available for specific classes Df crops. 
If that information was a.-ailable, we would 
k1.ow "·hat propmtion of that land could be 
prepared for crops, and its relative produc­
ti-:ity in an average season. This inforrna.­
t:on wou!J be ddiuitely advantageous to the 
pr :rluver> in so far as the volume of pro­
duct ion is concerned, as by haYing a full 
<JlJd ~ound kno\\'lcd;;e of the output they 
11 ould know what they could sell, and thus 
cl" away with tli. periodic gluts and periods 
cl f uuder-consumption \Yithin the State. 

!!u:1. nH~lnbcrs opposite have a hrrbit of 
biking of Dvor-production. They say 

I;,,' t proJm·e thio, don't produce that 
nr:d taat. bccausr', if ;you do, you will 
L~: producing too rnuch." The question is 
1:c 1 u'lc' of producing too much. \Yith a 
c(· rJJnunity such as 1ve h:1YC, "\Yhcn; some 

of the community may be starving. 
can f'uggt?st that \VC produce too 

. lt is not a question of o\~cr-pro-
(wn but of under-consumption. Th ,t is 

a trouble that nn only be remedied hy a 
pr ,per understanding of the ag-ricultural 
J'IJ, scs of our life anJ by a morP- equitable 
:'.icl ribution of the foodstuffs that we are 
c pable of producing. 

There is another question, which is more 
pcrticularly related to th3 health of the 

.nmunit;v, and that is of the individual 
ho is a dairyman, and who may wish tD 

ha' e his herd tested for tuberculosis. He 
may make application to the Depa~tment 
o[ Agriculture and Stock, and the services 
nF a vPterinary surgeon will be placed at 
his disposal to see whether or not he has 
tu bercu!osis in his herd lt is th, practice 

Mr. Bulcocl£ J 



\llO S1tpply. [ASSKMBLY.] Supply. 

;;! the Deprtrlment of Agriculture and Stock 
to rncnuraac duirvn1cn to snbn11t their herds 
to these te~ts. B~t if there is one individual 
householder who has a cow which he keeps 
for milking purposes and who ?e.,ires to have 
hlK cow tested for tuberculosis, he will be 
told when he makes appli<;ation that, mving 
to the time it takes to carry out the test 
on one partit2ular co,v, the test cannot be 
c~rried out. I think some scheme• should 
he devised "hereby men with individual 
cows \d10 are milking those cows for the 
feeding of their children and families, should 
be enabled to take their cows to depots 
to have them tested. I am confident that 
if such tests for tuhc·rculosis were made, it 
would be found that the range of tuberculosis 
in house cows was equal, proportionately 
speaking, to the range in any ordinary herd 
of dairy cows supplying milk for consump­
tion in lawns. I believe it is necessary for 
every cow that is supplying milk to be 
le •-ted for tuberculosis, and I hope the 
11inistcr will givo some consideration to 
thie suggestion so that thc,e inclividu<tl cows 
may bo broug·ht to central depots and ~hero 
tested for the purpose of dotermmrng 
whether they have tubc'rculosis m· not. 

A lot of cliJCU"··'ion has taken place on 
the Council of Agriculture on this vote, and 
I am pleased to sec that the amonnt of the 
snbsich· to the Council of Agriculture lu1s 
been 'reduced by £11,000. I would l~ko 
to sec a greater reduction, and I shall give 
my rcuson for that as"crilon. I maintain 
that no organisation worthy of the Nlmc 
crrn li,-e unless on its own strength and 
vitalitv. I do not believe ihat an organisa­
tion should be fostered bv this State to snch 
an extent th>tt it V ilJ Collapse as SODll 3S 

the Lig grant is withdrawn. I believe that 
an organisation worth anything to the 
fJCople of the State or to thooe for whom 
it is functioning should have to stand on 
it; m0rits. I take it this is the first of a 
nun1 bet· of sUCL' 0 Ssive decreases of the arnou11t 
of subsidy to t·lw Council of Agriculture, and 
rho sooner j{: bccoJncs solf-~upporting in 
e,·ery respect the l1citer for all members of 
the communii.v. \Yhcn all is said and clono, 
if it is right continually and incc3santly 
to subsidisn j he Council of Agriculture, it 
IS just as right to suboidise every union 
m the l:nd. 

rrhe SECRET_~RY FOH ...._\GR1CLLT"Cim: ~Hear, 
hea:t! 

l\Ir. BULCOCK: \Yhen the hon. member 
fot' Kanango v.a.:; speaking, he aid "Let 
the cotton lndu<::trv :;;tand on its own fe:et-." 
I cannot (]Uite u'nderstand what tho hon. 
member meant. It is obvious that the 
Shte must crmtrol some of the phases of 
cotton activity so long as the guarantee is 
going to prov ail. 

The SECREL\RY FOR AGRICULTL'RE : Hear, 
hr'ar! 

Mr. RCLCOCK : If the hon. member 
.Juggc~ts that the guarantee should be wiped 
out of <-xistencc, then the State has no 
further justification for interfering with the 
cotton induslT~- in an"";- \Vay unless it can 
bo shown that it is ncce,·sarv for certc;in 
bone. fide reasmb 0f public policy to inter­
fPrc in thn conduct of the industrv. Gener­
ally speakinr\. it is not necessarv for the 
st::.le to inh·rfcro with an industry unless 
the State ha9 some inter0st at stake. In this 
case the taxpayers' interests are at stake, 
and the Government must prescribe the 

[Jllr. Bulcock. 

regulations nc<:P"'.;ary to safeguard the 
int•'rcsts of t l1o taxpayers. \V hen the 
interests of tho taxpayers arc adequ<ttely 
safeguarded, over and above that the c0tton 
industry must be g1ven an opportumty to 
expand. 

I want to ray a wor-d or two about some 
of the .e so-called cotton experts. We were 
g;nided b:, thew c0tton experts, and ,;ve said, 
" There shall be no ratoon cotton. I am 
not vet conyinced that cotton should be 
ratcoi10d, but I say from what I have seen 
of cotton-growing that it is impossible to 
grow plant cotton in all parts of Queens­
land. Either the industry has to perish or 
ratoon cotton ha' to he grown. That is the 
conclusion I haye come to. Tho experts 
told us that ratoon cotton should not be 
allowed to be o-r own. \V c accepted their 
dictum, and wen went into the question at 
consich•mble length, but only one side of the 
quQstion was presented to us. That is what 
I ant kicking against. Only the experts' 
side was prc.scntcci to us, and man,Y o! them 
are vioicntlv opposed to the growmg of 
rnioon cottoi1. There was no possibility of 
hearing· the other side of the question. The 
S--crdn·:r for Agriculture told us this after­
noon thn t the exncrts in the Department of 
Ag·1 iculture are opposed to the growing of 
r~toon cotton. If that is so, they cannot 
consistently be employed an~ longer, because 
they are not in sympathy with the pohcy of 
the department. The best cxpnrienco that 
"\YC can g0t is the experience that we pur­
chase: in our o" _l State, no n1atter what the 
cost n1av be. )..lr. Danld Jones has doo1e rnorc 
for the· cotton industry than anyb0dy else­
cYcr,·hoclv is pcopared to admit that. The 
probabilities are that we were too much 
p-uiclcd b:: expert opinion and did not take 
enough notice of the sound practical opmwn 
of a gentleman '' ho has spe_nt the best part 
of his life in the cotton mdustry. I am 
Faying that. not be: a use I ha vc any axe to 
grind. but because I was ono of those who 
oppo'·Ccl Mr. Jones and his attitude on 
ratoon cotton. I think it is going to be 
better for the State if we take less notice 
of the experts and more notice of the men 
who have had practical experience. 

Mr. \Y. COOPER: He ic, not a spinner. 

.Ylr. DCLCOCK: \Ve have thrown away 
h,-clve months of valuable time so far ae 
cation is concerned, and wo have destroyed 
valuable crops. That is the po;ition, and we 
cannot ~et away fron1 that pm·ition. 

An OrPOSITIOX ME:I'BER: \Yhat about com­
pC'nsation? 

~Ir. DULCOCK: Never mind about com­
pensation. \Ve han1 to start off afresh, and 
I hope that in the future >ve shall be guided 
more bv c0mmon sense a ncl be fully satisfied 
before· -clcfJllitely committing ourselves to a 
policv which in the Gnal analysis is pr0ved 
to bo '' rong. The same position obtains in 
reg-ard to Gatton College. The other day 
the Government appointed a new staff, and 
not ono of them was a Queenslander. Why 
cannot we o-ive Queenslanders a chance? 
That ;s wh~t makes people think. \Vhy 
cnnnot we appoint people in our own State, 
who have kno,vlf'dge and experience? Never 
mind the man 1vith academic degrees. The 
man with acad0mic deg-rees has led us into 
the wildernc's in reg-ard to cotton. Give us 
practical men to help our agl'icultural indus­
tries along, and >ve will be safe. (Hear, 
hear!) 
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Mr. G. P. BARNES (lVaTwick): I take it 
that no man in this Chamber will deny the 
importance of the agriCLtl~ural indu.stry. If 
it were not for our agncultural mdustry, 
we as Queenslanders would quickly go into 
oblivion, and our clear duty is to do all that 
is possible to develop the ,·ast resources of 

this land. No man would dream 
[4 p.m.] of saying that the country can be 

developed unless the people are 
devoted to the soil-to the tillage of it and 
to the producing of all that it can and should, 
produce. All hon. members agree that the 
industry is of paramount importance. Like 
the hon. member who has just resumed his 
scat, I am emphatically of opinion that in 
any appointments which may be made from 
time to time in the Department of Agricul­
ture and any other department we should 
give first thought to men of our own training, 
who may merit appointment to positions 
which become vacant by the retirement of 
public officers. \V c are informed that the 
1: ndcr Secretary for Agriculture will shortly 
retire, and I would emphasise the importance 
of one of our own men who has graduated 
in the service of the State receiving the 
appointment. Unless we recognise merit in 
our own service we arc not going to get the 
best results from the men who already are 
in our employ. The higher positions should 
b0 open to evcrv man in the service, and it 
should be laid down as a rule by the Govern­
ment that such positions are open to those who 
qualify them'elves and show that they are 
worthy of confidence. 

The :Minister dealt with various matters 
connected with his department. However 
much I may disagree with him, I admit that 
he has a deep love and reverence for the 
agriculturists and z,,al for his department; 
but it is to be doubted whether all the good 
work that he 'seeks to claim credit for has 
been done. He told us what had boon done 
by the department. He stated that fourteen 
new Act< of Parliament had been passed in 
connection with the department since he 
became Minister. Ho pointed out that much 
of the leg-islation was of a dra,tic nature, 
and rderred to some of the compulsory pro­
visions. I-le told us about the increase of 
expenditure and the increase in tho staff, and 
he emphasised the point that thoro was an 
increase of something like 2 per cent. in 
the are>L und,,r agricultural production. He 
made a c0mparison bPtwrcn this State and 
J\"ew South \Vales and Victoria, but it is not 
much to our credit that, with all the oppor­
tunities afforded us and the vast areas of 
land in Queen•·::! and, 've ha vo only increased 
tlw area under agricultural production by 
2 pcl' cont. in that tirnc. It i11 no use 1naking 
ecmmaris~ns with what other Stat~9 have 
acco'inplishecl in that direction. 

Tho hou. gentleman failed to indicate tho 
nature of m~!ch of the drastic legislation and 
th-.: ffcct which it has had upon us. 
Although a great arnount of rnoney has been 
spent f!ncl hon. rncn1bcrs oppo~.ito glor:v in 
it. I think it is only a burrlon on the 
taxpayers. \Vhat is the need for the huge 
f'Xjwndituro that has taken place? Of 
cont' ·c, some hon. n1embers opposite 1nay not 
con~idcr it to be very great, and I do not 
kno\'' that the 'pccial amounts, totalling 
approximately .£70,000, ar,e exoossive, and 
ono \\'Ould not grudge such a sum being spent 
on agriculture were it not that I am certainly 
of opinion that it is impossible to show 
clearly any good result from it. A good deal 

of displacement has tak n place, a good deal 
of discouragement has been placed upon the 
people, and, so far as we can discover·, things 
haye not been stabilised materially, and mw 
still feels that the Secretary for Agriculture 
has held a lot in reserve. Going baclc 1;o 
1915, we kuoW' that he >poke very differently 
from the opinions he has expressed now. One 
r1ust come to the conclusion that there is 
reformation in his mind to.day. In 1915, 
when the country was very much disturbed 
over some of tho actions of the Government, 
during the debate on the acquisition of 
butter the hon. gentleman stood solidly for 
the action of the Government and appealed 
to the people to support them and their 
derision to acquire the butter at 196·· per 
C\Vt. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Ha, c c au 
nothing better than 1915 to refer to? 

:11r. G. P. BARNES: If the hon. gentle· 
man has chanvcd his mind, it is for him to 
indit ate it. At any rate, at that time when 
JUr. Steyem, the late member for Rr<ewooc(, 
moYcd for a return showing the particulars 
of the Government's butter transactions, th'• 
pt·es"nt Secretary for Ac-ricult.uro spoke in 
thr following terms:-

" I do nvt care v, hcther the hon. 1nem· 
her objects to it or not. It is a wonder 
that theY did not toll this House that the 
price fixed by this Government as thcl 
wholc"a!c price of butter was £3 13,;. 
higher than the highest average price for 
th,' la, t eight years. In fact, the price 
lixl'd by the Board is tho highr •t priee 
on r -cord in QueensJand." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : There 1H 
nothin:; wrong· with that. It is a 'My good 
record. 

:VIr. G. P. B~\RNES: Thr hon. g;'ntlomc n 
prc, coded to say-

" It is a wonder that those people are 
not honest or patriot.ic enough to tell 
this Honse that the price fixed by the 
B,card appointed by this Government i:J 
.£3 13s. higher than th- highc,,t averag·o 
priec for the last eight years. I have tho 
figures for the last eight year··, l hnY' 
the figures from the A;sricultural Dopart­
nicnt going back for eight years, D,wl 
tnking- the highest month-not the real 
avc~rage, but the highest individual pric, 
-I find ihat the average whole-:alo prico 
c·f butter is 125s. Tl1at is taking th. 
hi;z11cst price obtained in each of th< 
eight y('ars. 

":VIr. Yowlcs: Vvh'lt was lho cost ·,f 
producing it? 

"::V1r. GrLL1EE: The co:·t of producti{)n 
has not gone up in the sarr1c proportion. 
Tho price fh d b·· the Board is 73'1, per 
cwt., or Sd. [Her' lb, higher than the, 
higLL't average price for the ]r:-t oig·ht 
_years. 

''I do not br~icvo, und r normal eon 
tlitions, in fixing prices by proclamation 
-I say it is unf3ound and unscientific­
but I refLFO to believe that the da]ry 
farmer of Quensland is le's patriotic than 
an_T:T other farmC'r or prcduccr in thi:> 
State. I am going to quote what ono of. 
th soldiers at the Dardanelles "lid in 
regard to this question of fixing prier · 

~\Ir. DA~H: Who said that? 

11r. G. P. BAHNES: The present Sccrc)­
tary for AgTiculture. 

Jir. G. P. Barnes.] 
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'rlw b~-'RCTAnY FOil AGniCULTUHE: That is 
vcr ', :uncl. I am rather proud of that 
~pe(,ch. 

Mr .JP. BARNES: There ttre certain 
rc,.~l" in the speech. If the hon. 
gentlorrun was not prepared to allow the pro-
duce:.· full return for his labour nt that 
tim-e, "' now prepared to allow the pro-
ducer th full return for his labour, or has he 
a de sir t. limit and preyent him from getting 
that full value? 

i:'\L•0 RETABY FOR AGRICULTVRE: The hon. 
knows that on that occasion it 

middleman who was being dealt 
"n.l n ~t the farmer. 

r,lr BARNES: At that time charges 
wore 1 against middlemen, but a com-
plei.r> ciilsv. or to that was that near!:;· all 
the In:' \er in Queensland was controlled 
by tlw co-opcratiYc societies themselves, and 
the~ raiddlornen "\VCre not in it. 

T]:;,, b8>cRETAnY FOB AGRICULTURE: No. 

Mr G. P. BAHNES: When the Govern­
ment Juk control they limited the price, 
anc' r; t Lhat very time they protected the 
rr-iddlc-rden in Melbourne. They sold them 
butter ab 13s. 4d. per cwt. less than the value 
of that butter in Melbourne. 'rhey showed 
considerable reepect at that time to the 
mid-dlemen in Melbourne. When the hon. 
gc·ntlcnnn makes reference to middlemen it 
leads ono to remind him of thol occasion 
when the Government showed great respect 
to the middlemen in Melbourne. During 
the h,'l.mo speech the present Secretary for 
Agricultur:: went on to say-

I want to show hon. mPmbees on 
other side who hare contributed to 
,iebatc, who, to our knowledge, are 

amongst the greatest advocates of low 
WJ,gcs, that we know that many worker~ 
'~uld not afford to buv butter even at 
196s as fixed by the Government." 

The SEC'RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Per­
fectly true. 

Mr· G P. BARNES: Ho continues-
, '1.'herefor•., if the price of butter had 

been fix8d at a higher price by the Go­
vernment it naturally follows, as Mr. 
Hughcs pointed out when introducing· 
tlP "ar tax proposals-if men with low 

are to be taxed it means that the 
'·age system of Australia has to 

ht: ~·eviscd." 

Ali.houg·h we haYe the hon. gentleman stating 
to-;,.. that the farmers should get all 
thoy t'ossibly can out of what the;- produce, 
yet ,, ' know that a certain position might 
ari ,i "-tlY moment, and the l'I'Iinister might 
be u l' a"'ainst the carrying out of what 
to-cL:,' lw professes to be the first and fore­
Jno•'t ".;_~sire in his n1ind, and that is to give 
the cndi, idual farmer the full value of 
what he produces. 

I •,' to make a few remarks in connec-
tion ym·ious pools, more especially as 
tl!il people in my · district arc deeply 
interested in this matter. The Minister 
n1ade certain ren1arks in connec6on ·with 
thn formation of pools, but I am not quite 
sure vd1ether he is right in his remarks. 
In cpeal<:ing of compulsory pools he asked 
if 95 per cent. of the farmers or producers 
of a cmtain commodity desired a pool, why 
they should be disturbed by the other 5 per 
<;ent. He asked why they should not be 
broug·ht into line. That is an extremely 
gcn 2rous ;vay of putting it-if 95 per cent 

[Jlfr. G. P. Barnes. 

favour doing a certain thing, then it should 
be done, 'l'hc trouble is that the ratio is 
not quite like that. The people in my dis­
trict are extremely agitated on this matter. 
I have had sent to me by ono of the local 
producers' associations in the Warwick dis­
tri ~t a letter to this effect-

" Under the Primary Producers' Pools 
Act before a pool can be formed it is 
ncce>c,ar:i that " poll be taken and a 
75 per cent. majority obtained thercat. 
It has come to the knowledge of my 
as"ociation that a moYcment is on foot 
to have the required majority reduced 
from 75 per cont. to 50 per cent. My 
association is of the opinion tha.t such 
an alteration would not be in the 
interests of primary producers, and so 
it respectfully solicits your support in 
opposing any mch alteration. 

"Yours faithfully, 
" S. \V, C. Morris, 

. '' Hon Secretary, 
" Gbdfield Local Producers' 

''Association.'' 

I ha yo taken the earliest opportunity of 
bringing the request of th0 Gladfield Local 
P10dnccrs' A,sociation before this Chamber. 
Similar requests have be8n made by other 
Loc:tl Producers' Associations, and I trust 
that they ,,-ill result in the Minister giving 
some attention to and respecting the wishes 
of those bodies. As a r:·•sult of that atten­
tion, I hope the hon. gentleman will show 
that h~ is not prepared to hand over every 
spark of liberty that those men possess. 

I would like to draw attention to some of 
!he propaganda that has be,,n going on in 
advocacy of the pools-the leader of the 
Opposition also made reference to this 
matter. I notice by the \Varwick "Daily 
News" the other dJ.y ihat the Wheat Pool, 
in 11rging their case for continuance, made 
statements which cannot be borne out by 
faets. The statement was made that in 1912-
13 the price of wheat was 3s. 1d. per bushel; 
in 1913. 2s. 9],d. ; and in 1914, 3s. 5d. I 
z.annot get any cDnfirmation of those figures. 
I ha;-e turned to the "Agricultural Journal," 
and I find that the following prices were 
paid:-

1912 
1913 
1914 
1915 
1916 
1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 

Price per bushel. 
·'· a. s. a. 
3 7' to 5 6 
3 6 

2 

to 4 1 
3 3 to 4 6 
5 4 to 8 9 
5 4 to 8 9 
2 3 to 4 10 
4 0 to 7 9 
4 6 to 5 9 
7 6 to 11 0 

It is as well that these figures should appear 
side by side with the figures (;ontained in 
the propaganda which has been issued by 
the \Yhoat Pool. 

Mr. W. COOPER (Rosewood): I regret the 
reduction in this vote. Those hon. members 
who have taken a keen interest in primary 
production in Queensland realise that the 
money asked for in this vote for the a.dvance­
ment of agriculture is not by any means 
adequate. Hon. members opposite have been 
condemning the Secretary for Agriculture 
and the administration of the department 
generally, and they also claim that sufficient 
funds have not been placed at the disposal 
of the Minister for carrying out the work of 



Supply. [17 SEPTEMBER.) Supply. 913 

the department in the manner in which it 
should be carried out. On several occasions 
we have noticed that a great scream has 
gone up from hon. members opposite accus­
ing the Government of reckless expenditure 
>nd reckless finance. 

At 4.20 p.m., 
Mr. F. A. COOPER (Bremer), one of the 

panel of Temporary Chairmen, r,lieved the 
·Chairman in the chair. 

Mr. W. COOPER: It appears to me to be 
such an inconsistent attitude for hon. mem­
bers opposite to take up. On the one hand 
they accuse the Government of being spend­
thrifts, and on the other they say we are 
voting insufficient money for the work of this 
important department. · 

We find that up to 1915 Tory Governments 
did practically nothing so far as helping the 
Department of Ag-riculture and Stock by 
great expenditure was concerned. Not only 
that, but· they attempted in every direction 
to hamper those who were employed in the 
primary industries. They put all kinds of 
imp"Cdiments in the way of primary pro­
ducC'rs ·who were endeaYouring to get their 
products to market. They never attempted, 
as our Government have done, to establish 
a system by which the farmer is able to get 
his products to market in a, simple and effec­
-tive way. 

Mr. KELSO: It took you eight years to get 
a move on. 

Mr. W. COOPER: If it took us eight 
years to get a move on, we were at least 
1,000 per cent. quicker in getting that move 
on than were hon. members opposite. It 
took them sixty years to get a move on. 

The SECHETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : And they 
did not get a move on then. 

Mr. W. COOPER: If it had been left to 
them to get a move on, they would have been 
~tanding still all the time and would not yet 
be out of the Garden of Eden. The present 
Government have given the be'lt advice to 
farmers by employing experts. I heard tho 
hon. member for Barcoo condemn experts 
to-day. I am not going to take up that 
attitude, because we depend upon experts. 
\Ye have depended on experts all our lives, 
it does not matter whether it be in medicine, 
accountancy, agriculture, or in blacksmith­
ing; and if any hon. member wants advice 
in that particular trade I am prepa,red to 
give it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGTIICULTCRE: ·without 
any charge. 

Mr. W. COOPER: Yes, free gratis, because 
after all, I am philant-hropist enough to givo 
hon. members opposite any advice which I 
know would be to their betterment. 

Mr. KELSO: About wire-pulling? 

Mr. W. COOPER: The hon. member talb 
about wirc-pu1Jing'. I know of some other 
pulling that I "ould not accuse them of. 
The great difficultv with the man on the 
land to-day is that'he was compelled in the 
past to acquire land under a systcn1 brought 
about by hon. rnembers opposite-the free­
hold sv tom There is no .doubt that his 
greot. difficulties have been caused bv tr"' 
fact (hat he has paid too much for his. land. 
Anyoue who knows anything about land at 
all knows perfectly well that land is only 
worth what it will produce. If a farmer h~' 
to pay more for his land than it will produce, 
then he must get into a condition where he 
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cannot carry on. \Ye have, too, a system 
of banking in Queensland which is detri­
mental to the·man on the land. 

I am not going to say that the corporation 
banbo have taken U!'J the best attitude to­
wards the unfortunate farmer who is trying 
to eke out an existence on the land. During 
every period of drought, when distress comes 
along and these financiers cannot get their 
pound of flesh out of the man who is the 
greatest Empire-builder in the State, they 
arc prepared to squeeze him off his land and 
drive him into the city. In the 1915 election 
I advocated a policy of rural credits to 
enable the farmer, after he had sent his 
produce to market, to receive 75 per cent. 
of the value, so that he might be able to 
carry on. IV e know perfectly well that 
when the farmer sends his stuff down to 
Brisbane, unless he sends it to a produce 
agent who is in a position to advance him 
mcney, very often he has to wait a certain 
t'me before his products are sold. Very few 
farmers in Quecns!and-more iparticula"ly 
small farmers-are in such a position that 
they can wait any length of time for the 
price of t,heir produce. There should be 
established a system of rural credits to 
enable the farmer to receive 75 per cent. 
of the apvroximate value of his products as 
soon as he sends them to market, and then, 
when the products are sold, he could receive 
the amount realised over and· above that 
which he has alrea·dy received. If that were 
done, the Government would be on the safe 
side. This svstem of rural credits will be 
introduced in- the near future. It must be 
introduced, because under a Labour Govern­
ment the farmer has been educated up to a 
svs em ny which ho will be able to organise 
,!nd control his own indmtry and thereby 
get the full reward of his labom. I have 
arh·ocatcd both inside and outside this Cham­
ber that cverv man, whether he labours with a 
f'1lovel or whether he is a farmer. is an 
industrialist and should receive the full 
rnward of his industry. If that is done, very 
few men will leave !he primary producing 
induotries. \Ve have to-day men \Vho cla,im 
that the farmer should get something dif­
ferent horn anvone else. I do not think 
he should. I think that the farmer should 
he treated in exactly the same way as other 
men. The unfortunate thing is that the 
farrrwr has to contend y;ith the elements, 
\vhich no other industrv has to do. Ho has 
to dep·cnd on a good season to produce 
sufficient to make his farm a, payable pro­
positio!l. \Vhile this great squeal has gone 
up from members opposite and from tho 
Press that men are leaving the land and 
comin" to the city. there is such a thing as 
producing too much and thereby reducing 
prices. All o\·er-procluction reduces prices. 
Over-nroduction of labour will reduce the 
pric~ 'that ,-ou haw> to pay for labour. \Vo 
hav,, fixed a price for the man who labours, 
and it is nec~:;;Elarv-I have ahYnvs advocated 
this-to fix 'he pr:ice the farmer 'shall receive 
fnr !1is prodnce so that he may got the full 
reward of his indu-trv. Yet we find hon. 
members opposite fro!TI. 1918 up to the nresent 
time opposing price-fixing by this Govern­
ment. At the same time you find tl,e pri­
mn r~r prochwers going- down to 1 he Fcd0ral 
Gm·erument and asking them to stabilise 
rural industries in the Commonwealth. \Vo 
h11Ye men opnosite who represent tho 
Notionalist party and the Country party 
claimi"'g to be the frien<;h of these men 
and advocating better conditions for them, 

Mr. W. Cooper.] 
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and at the same time they advocate "' policy 
of no priec-fixing, so that they may Ge 
pnabkd lo exploit th<J farmers, as they have 
done in the past. 

[4.30 p.m.] 
The Go,·<'rnment have done something to 

e-ducate the children in rural dietricts by 
establishing rural schools, and this is part 
and parc<'l of the subject of the education 
which comn under this vote. 

Mr. KERR: :\To. 
Mr. W. COOPBR: Vi·e have established 

an }l.grieultural Colleg.', and are endcavoui'­
ing to find a certain an1ount of rnoney for 
the Pdncation. in the scientific procc .scs of 
farming and agricultnro generally, of tho~, 
who have been n glectecl in the past. 

J\Ir. KELFO: \\'ho started the first Agn­
cultural Colleg-e? 

.!'!lr. \V. COOPER: I think that Adam was 
the ftrst man >vho started an agricultural 
collf~gP. 

Mr. KELSO: In Queensland? 

Mr. W. COOPER: It would ha Ye been far 
hcott-cr if the Liberal Gov0rument ha-d never 
start,,] the Ag-ricultural College at Galton, 
considering the R'nall amount of good it has 
clone 

Mr. KELSO: You an~ following on with it. 
anyhow. 

Mr. W. COOPER: 2\'o, we have changed 
the policy at Gatton College, and haye pmc­
tically turned it into an educational college. 

Mr. KELSO: When did you do that • 

Mr. \"l. COOPER: \Ye have done it 
recently. We discovered the mistakes that 
the Liberal Gov-ernment had made, and, after 
all. a man vvho neyer makes a mi~take never 
cloPs an:;thing. The present Government have 
endeavour-ed to provide in the Gatton Agn­
cultural Coll-ege a better system of education 
for thO':·C in rural industries than \vas ever 
attempted before in the history of Queens­
land. Sotn(' men say, '· This is all right. but 
there are a lot of highly-paid ,;en-ants here." 
If that is so, we also have a lot of highly­
paid servants in the D•partment of Pub]i,; 
Instruction. The Agricultural College at 
Gatton is not directly revenue-producing, but 
it is n)vonuc-producing indirectly, because 
it is e-ducating the [Wople in the rural dis­
trict'. It would be just as \\'ell for some hon. 
members opposite to tnkc a colll" ,_, there. 
They woul-d then be able to com·, here and 
speak with authority on some of the sub­
jects the:v hayo m-cntionPd to-day. 

Mr. KELSO: Have you taken a course 
there? 

Mr. IV. COOPER: No, there was no neel'•­
sitv for DlP to do so; I v,~as born an agri­
culturist. (Laughter.) At all events, we ha,-c 
don something in the direction of attempting 
to produce a better type of horse in Queens­
land. The Government haYe purchaeed '' 
number of hJghly-brcd stallions of the Glydcs­
dale tYJl.' for the purpose of producing a 
bettn cla.<; of draught stock. I am not alto­
gc1lwr in ar_ord with the system, because, 
if I had mv way. I would-as I have advo­
' te11 bofm~e-sct apart one of our State 
stations for the purpO·'' of brecdin g horses 
a_nd distri_b';lting them all over the State, prae­
''c 'lly RJVJng them to various settlers, so 
that we mic;ht improve the breed. I -do not 
know wheth0r it would be a more pavablo 
proposition than to breed cattle. C<>rt-ainly 

[Mr. W. Cooper. 

for the first two or three vcars it would not 
be rey,•nuc-producing-perhaps it woul·d nevm·· 
ho rpvenue-produdng-but at the same tirne 
it would be a bcltcr paying proposition in­
di,·ectlv. The same principle might be 
applied to the production of a better class of 
dairy cattle, for throughout the Stat2 num­
bers of farmers haYe herds which arc not 
pa~'HlJle. rrhey do not n1akc ll10llC'J becaUS(;' 
tllev arc cndPaYouring tu dairy frmn inferior· 
classes of cattle. VIe have men in Queens­
land dairying with Herefords--

Mr. ELPHIXSTOO:E: Getting milk from tho' 
horn·~ (Laughter.) 

Mr. W. COOPER: Getting milk that would 
not produce butter. If tho Government 
thought it was a payable proposition-and I 
think it would be-they might start the 
breeding of dairy bulls or cows for the pur­
pose of dist.ributing them all over the State 
and giving the farmers sonwthing that would 
increase the production of their herds. I 
certainly do agree that it is better to breed 
dairy cattle of the beef type, because any 
that were not fitted for use as pure-breds 
might be sold, whereas the purely dairy cattle 
such as Jerseys and Ayrshires arc of a small 
type, and would not be saleable for the 
price wo would be able to get for Short· 
horns or Herefords. I think the Government 
would be well advised to take such a scheme 
int<J consideration, because the dairy industry 
is going to be one of the most important in 
Queensland. I shall endeaYonr to tell hon. 
members what is now taking place. \Ve have 
hundreds-I can safely say thousands-of 
farmers who are growing lucerne, which is 
fed primarily to horses. Within the next ten 
years horses will bo things of the past on 
account of the advent of the motor-car and 
n1otor lorry. 

l\"Ir. ELPHI:\'STONE : No. 

lV1r. \V. COOPER: I sav that the hon. 
member cannot be thinking If he says " No." 
To-day You can see hundreds and hundreds 
of motoi·-cars in this very city where there 
>Yore formcrlv hundreds and hundreds ol 
horses. If the hon. member does not believe 
in the motor industry, why is he embarked in 
it? \Vi thin the next ten years there >vill be 
more motor lorries in Queensland than there· 
are hor.s:·s to-day. Horses are going out­
you can sec it day by day-the farmer is 
adopting traction engines and motor traction 
for ploughing, and a motor-car does not eat 
lucerne whilst horses do, so that the lucerne 
farmer must go out of that branch of the 
industry in the near future. 

Mr. MOORE: Why arc the big firms in the 
South going back to horses? 

Mr. W. COOPER: If they are, it is be­
cause of the excessive prices which are being 
chargE>d for motor-cars and motor-car acces­
sories. I predict that within the next ten 
years the motor-car and the traction engine 
and the motor lorry will take the place of 
the horse for traction purposes. Consequently 
the farmer who to-day is producing lucerne 
and hay for fodder for horses must go out of 
business, and he will be compelled to go into 
the dairying industry, and we as a Govern­
ment and the people of Queensland must 
look forward to a greater advance in th·• 
dairying industry than has ever taken place 
before. 

Mr. NOTT: Why are the American farmers 
giYing up the tractors and going in for 
horses to-day when they can obtain petrol at 
:t.Od. a gallon? 
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Mr. W. COOPER: That is a statement 
l;he hon. gentleman cannot back up. 

:Mr. l'\orT: Yes, I can. 

Mr. W. COOPER: It is just one of those 
wild statements that is usually made by 
hon. members opposite. I must congratulate 
the MinistPr on his very excellent atti;ude 
in endeavouriag in the past to bring about 
a better condition for those engage-d in 
agricultural industries. vYe have heard a 
lot to-dav in connection with his attitude 
on t!J.e cotton question. We had the hon. 
nwmbcr for Barcoo eulogising ::\fir. Daniel 
J ones for what he has done for the cotton 
industry, but it must be remembered thdt 
the hon. m<'mher for Barcoo, Mr. Bulcock, 
was on the Agricultural Committee that 
advised the :Yiinister to place an embargo 
upon ratoon cotton. 

:VIr. KELSO: Another split in the party. 

Mr. W. COOPER. To-day we have the 
Cabinet deciding to remove the ban on 
ratoon cotton. We had Mr. Daniel Jones 
advertising hims-elf in the " Courier" and 
stating· that ratoon cotton was equal to the 
best annual cotton. 

Ml'. KELSO: He has provod it. 

::\Ir. W. COOPER : He has not proved it. 
I have followed very closely the statements 
ffuat were made !by cotton experts and 
:-:p1nnr·rs in ~ngland, and not one has ever 
said, so far as I have been able to learn, 
that ratoon cotton is as good as annual 
eot'on. We have to realise that Queensland 
embarked on this new cotton industry only 
recently, and the Government stipulated the 
price they were prepared to pay for annual 
cotton. The Government did not for one 
moment force anyone to grow cotton. They 
merely intimated that, if the people wer6 
prepared to grow annual cotton, they were 
prepared to pay 5~d. per lb. for it. They 
never advised the people to grow ratoon 
cotton, for which they had stipulated no 
price. In the Central district they have 
large areas of ratoon cotton, which they 
claim can be grown more profitably than 
the annual cotton. but perhaps in the future 
w•J shall see those gentlemen who have 
~ro,vn ratoon cotton com-e wailing and cry­
ing to the Minister and asking him to pay 
exactlv the same price for ratoon cotton 
1 hat is guaranteed for annual cotton. I 
support thC' Minister's attitude in saying, 
"vYe will not pay the same, because we 
am not sure if we can dispos,e of the ratoon 
cotton at all in Great Britain." How many 
timco in this Chamber have we been told 
1hat we must produce the best article for 
sale in the old country? vVe have not been 
able to sell our beef because of the con­
dition it v·as in 'vhen it was exported, and 
we have not been uble to sell ryur (ruit 
because of the condition in which we sent 
it overse~s; and now hon. members opposite 
want to earry on that same bad policy and 
spoil the Queensland cotton market by s-end­
ing an inferior class of cotton overseas. 

:\lr. KELSO: They cannot toll the differ­
ence. 

Mr. W. COOPER : Mr. Cooper--

The TE:VfPORARY CHAIRl\1A"'f: Order~ 
Ti1c hon memhrr has f'xhauf'tPd Hw time 
aJlr,weJ undor the Standing Orders. 

Question put and passed. 

CHEl\IICAL LABORATORY. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCP.E 
(Hon. W, N. Gillies, Eacham): I beg to 
nlOVO-

" That £4,009 be granted for '-Chemi­
cal Laboratory.' " 

Mr. NOTT (Stanley) : There was practi­
cally an understanding at the incepticn of 
thf· Agricultural College when Mr. Briin­
r.ich was appointod Agricultural Chemist 
that his salary would be increas0d aftet" 
the College had got 1nto working order. 
(~uite a decade has passed since that appoint­
ment was made, and since then this officer 
has been removed to Brisbane, and he is 
now head of the laboratorv here. In him 
we ha vo a head of that 'College of w horn 
Queensland might well be proud, and I am 
certain that, if the opportunity was given, a 
great deal of g<JOd could be done in the 
College. A man of the attainments of Mr. 
Briinnich is inadequately paid at £600 a 
year. Some of the work performed by him 
scme years ago entailed a lot of routine 
work. Later on much of the work he was 
engaged on was suspended and the result& 
pigeonholed in order that some detail work. 
which was decided by the then Minister to· 
b" more import>mt. shoulJ be performed. 
Amongst this work that was pigeonholed 
\Va.s some original re::< ea rch work on pruRsic 
acid poisoning. Later on, when Dr. JI.Iaxwell 
arrived, the then Secrdary for Agriculture 
granted him access to the work that haLl 
been performed by Mr. Bri.innich. ~tn.l an 
endeavour was made bv Dr. l\laxwell to 
obtain credit for certain \vork perform•"J by 
Mr. Briinnich, and it was only after a pro­
tracted controversy that Mr. Brcinnich 
received credit for the work. There was 
'i good ·deal of other research work going 
on at that time which, if completed, would 
haYe been of considerable benefit to Queens­
land. Unfortnnatelv there was no definite 
policy then of worki'ng with a definite object 
in view. A man might be working for­
six, twelve, or eighteen months, or even three 
or four year.~, on scientific investlgation 
before good results accrue, and a layman not 
understanding this work is likely to get 
impatient. In the past, and no doubt at 
the pres"nt time, Ministers have looked upon 
other matters as being of more importance 
than the research which was engagod in 
and which was not showing g-reat immediate 
results. Consequently they consider th:tt the 
work is not of the importance to Queens­
land that it really is. I am quite certain 
that much good work could be done if 
the officers in this branch were gi,·er, an 
opportunity to work out over an extended 
time certain agricultural problems that occur 
from time to time. 

1 also regret that more use is not made, 
of the agricultural chemical laboratory in 
regard to inv€"~,tigations of various agricul­
tur>tl difficulties connected not only with the 
soil but with many plants that are grown in 
parts of Queenslan-d. A good deal of 
research work may b0 done in regard to find­
i~'g out tho f<Jod vaJu.ps of various natural 
trrasses and edible shrubs, of which very 
little is known at the present time. 

In addition to the amount that we see on 
the Estimates, I should be very pleased if 
a special amount were put on this vote and 
eftrmRrked for SJWrial research work. I am 
only honing· that the Secretary for Agric!Jl· 
ture will see at the very first opportumty 

Mr. Nott.] 
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that the servicps of some of these officers, 
who have very high professional attainments, 
are rerogni~e.d to a very rnurh greater extent 
than they now arc. Comparing· their £500 
or £600 a year with the wages earned by 
unskilled labour now, I think evNybody 
wiil agree that the amount paid to the pro­
fessional officer is altogether out of propor­
tion to the services rendered. In the case 
of these professional men they havB not 
merely to serve an apprenticeship for a few 
years. They certainly do go through a 
course of training for a nun1ber of years 
and recBive clinlomas and certificates, but 
in many cases theirs is a life-long study, and 
year in an cl year out it is their business to 
keep up-to-date in their profession, and they 
do eo. For that reason their services ought 
io bP of very much !!fcater value to the 
State than is apparently the case when we 
see the amounts these officers of the Depart­
ment of .t\g-rirulturc are rPceiving, ranging 
from £600 per annum paid to the head of 
the branch downwards. 

Mr. CORSER (Rurnrtt) : I support the 
request of the hon. member for Stanley 
who knows what he is talking about. 
The hon. member nractisecl himself as 
an agricultural chem1st for some time, 
anrl. having gone through the noces.sary 
study and sccur·.·d his qualifications, ho 
kno,vs the amount of stuclv entailed 
if one is to become a competent analytical 
chemist. I trust the Seer eh rv for Agricul­
ture ,,-ill bear in mind the, necessity for 
rcwnrding mC'n who are qualified agricul­
tural C'hemists. 

At 4.55 p.m., 
The CHAIR~!A~ resumed the chair. 

:Yir. CORSER: I am not g·oing to say that 
we arc lookinp; for increa·cd expenditure in 
<'vrrv dcnnrtment, hut when W<' have a man 
with the. ntt>linmonts of the gontlornan who 
is hnod of the chemical laboratorv. we 
should he prepared to remunerate him. aclo­
qnatclv if \VP ·wish to r0tain his 5CrvicPs. 
\Y,. shr.nlt! not allow his services to be 
secured bv neople in the South. as has been 
the cose ,-ith other senior officers in Queens­
land in the past. 

1\Ir. HARTLEY: \Vhat does ho do for his 
money? 

1\Ir. CORSER: He is tbe chief analytic'll 
clwmist d the Department of Agriculture. 

YI1·. HARTLEY: I know that, but what 
pro dice 1 v1lne do we get from him? 

:'Wr. Non: He is not given an oppor­
turitv to J1l'OV<' his worth. 

::-.11-. C'OTISBTI: \Ve cecure a gr<>at com­
mrrri81 va1uc frorn our chPn1ical lahorn.tor~v. 
ThrolH:!.'h rlH~n1ica 1 ana 1 v~rs vrc ran secure 
a kno\vlr>dg0 of ~oil vO h~.os, of \Yhnt pro­
pcrtif'" the soil nm,,~cssrs. and \Vhj:jt it is 
necc · Hv to add t.o the Foil to make it pro­
durtivP ·for n nartieul~r f'ron, tbcrchv sav1ng 
prirnRT:V nr0duf'crs v0ry mnny yPrns of prndi­
cnl i11n ti<rotion. J\11 these things are of 
the g-rcote<t vahw. It rnnv be a<kcd ,-hat 
V<'lln(\ ihe f'OHlltTV rcnr-iYP", frOi11 the::;p rrgri­
CllJt'Iral chcmi t< but th0 nossibilities ~ of 
RE'f'1Hinrr V'lluc nre th0r0, and the unforhtn~~re 
part is that the aPah-ti<·al chemist cannot 
go out and canvass for business. 

~1r. H'RTLFY: It i.' very hard for a man 
out"idE"' to mnkc a clcront. living at ag-dr•uJ­
t.nral ehNni<tr'. There arc plenty of men 
with high degrees going about looking for 
a job. 

[Mr. Nott. 

Mr. CORSER: If the agriculturist wem 
given an opportunity of acquiring an elemen­
tary knowledge of how to ascertain the 
contents of lcis soil by analysis, it would add 
interest to his occupation. 

Mr. HARTLEY : If the agricultural chemist 
were to make a chemical sun-ey of the vari­
ous sectiono of the country, it would be of 
son1c value. 

Mr. CORSER: That certainly would be 
mnst valuable. Some ten or twelve years 
ag·o i.he Agricultural Chemist was han-ded 
i.went.y samples of soil from thB Upper 
Burne t. His analyses stand to-day, and are 
a guide to the settlers in that district. If 
settl0rs wore encouraged to send along 
samples of soil for analysis and were edu­
cated as to the value of certain constituents 
in the soil. as to what plant foods are neces­
·<1ry for the production of a certain crop. 
and also what is taken out of the soil by a 
particular crop, it would be an interes' ing 
sid<' to their occupation. If that were done, 
thev would realise the value of a rotation 
of ·crops, and would not go in for growing 
one crop year after year on the S><11me piece 
of ground with one class of cultivation, as is 
commonly done to-clay. 

Mr. fi,iRTLEY: The ques'ion is would they 
appreciate the value of the analysis? 

Mr. CORSER: An elementary education 
in this regard would be of great value to 
them in after life. 

Mr. HARTLEY: If the Analytical Chemist 
W(·re to combine an cducatiolJal course in 
analytical chemistry with his other duties, I 
agree there would be something in it. 

3/Ir. CORS'ER: I agreB that the -depart­
ment might extend the operation of this 
chemical laboratory, and perhaps launch 
out into a scheme for impar: ing such 
information as the hon.. member for Fitzroy 
Fugp-csts. If the information was imparted 
to the farmers, it would certainly be of much 
mor·e ,-aluc. I support the hon. member for 
Stanley, who knows what he is talking 
about; and I hope this officer will receive 
the consideration that is essential, and that 
"'' sl•all gct ih'' full benefit of the knowledge 
that is locked up in our chemical laboratory. 

Question put and pasFed. 

rs p.m.] 
COTTOX IXDUSTRY. 

'rho SECRBT.\RY FOR AGRICULTUR'h~ 
(Hon. W. X Gillies, Eacham) : I beg to 
lTIOY0-

" That £16,314 be granted for 'Cotton 
Indu~tr~v.' " 

This is the ftrst occasion on which a voto 
apncnrs on th0se E-'timatPs nndcr the head 
ing of '·Cotton Industry." 

:\Ir. 1\IOORE (.1 lil!i(fny) : I have not much 
to 'tv in connection with tho cotton industr'l' 
bccouso the question has hf'cn pretty wen 
thrashN1 ont. The mattC'r I '""i"h to rcf(•r 
to is the ]wnalisiw; of those individuals who 
kept tlw law ancl the snbsidising of the men 
wlw broke it. To my mind, that was an 
a hso!utcly unknal,le and unjuo.t position fo1 
the Go,-nmncnl' to take up. Y;'o have hau 
reports frorn the various inspectors and re· 
port-, pnb1i-:herl in the Prc ~s. There is one 
r 1. • in particular '.\ hich I rl'ad a bout a litt'e 
ti•no a g·o. ,:bore ~1r. E. J. McConnell, of 
;\Tar,hlands. neglected to pick a crop of 
cotton that had been valued at £10,000 be· 
cause he would have been breaking the law 
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by so doing. He offered it to individuals if 
they would pick it, but no one would take it 
on becauee they would have been breakin~ 
the law. A lot of people who had prospects 
of a good crop were practically ruined, while 
others who broke the law are being paid for 
their cotton. The Cotton Industry Act, which 
we passed last session, imposed a heavy 
penalty upon anyone who did not destroy his 
ratoon cotton. Anyone who failed to dPstroy 
hi.s rato-on cotton was to be branded as a 
criminal and subjected to a heavy fine; but 
that provision was altered when the Bill 
was in Committee in that gaol was eliminated. 
A large number of individuals refused to take 
the Act paned by Parliament as serio•1s. 
2'\fany pcopl~ endeavoured to root out thei1· 
rat-oon crops, but others ncglectc•d to do so. 
Some of them kept their crop in ordPr, but 
thcv were afraid to harv-est it. and they got 
nothing out of it. There \verc o1 her indi­
viduals who openly defied the Gon•rnm-c•nt, 
and hane•ted their crop in con1ravcnt:on of 
the law. Then, when the critical p"riod 
carne and agitation \Vas strong, the Go\ ern­
•ncnt agreed that.the people who had broken 
th2 law should he allowed to harve-ct theu 
ra to on cotton and sell it ~ t the market price, 
although at the time the Act was passed 
ratoon cotton was described as not being 
lPgal tender. No Governnwnt can justly sub­
sidise individuals who br·ak the law and 
at the same time penalise those who ob0y it. 
That is a position no Government should 
stand for. It is the duty of the Government 
to find out the number of farmers who de• 
stroyed their ratoon cotton and compensate 
them, as other people are going to be allowed 
to make a profit by having brokPn the law. 
Personally, I have the fullest sympathy for 
those people who arc b0ing penalised in this 
wa_v. Their case was put before the Govern· 
ment by Opposition members, and also pub­
lished in th Press. Inspections 'vero made 
of many of the growing crops, and it was 
shown that, if the growers were allowed to 
pick and market the ra toon cotton they 
would have received a good retnrn, and there 
would hav b0en a great deal of money 
brought into the State. The Government 
waited too late before they took any action, 
and the people who defied the law by reaping 
their crop and taking the risk have gained 
the benefit, while those who d0strovcd thcu 
rato-on cotton have been penalised: Under 
1-hose conditions I feel that an injustice has 
been done, and I propose to move a recluc· 
tion in this vote of £1, as a prot0st against the 
action of the Government with respect to 
the cotton industry. To my mind, it is a mis· 
carriage of justice, and there is no justific:t­
iion for it. The whole principle is bad. 
If the Government had stood out till the end, 
I could undPrstand their saying that no com­
p0nsation should be paid and that everybody 
should he placed on the same basis: bnt in 
the position as it stands to-dav the farmers 
WhO rPS)1Ccted the laW have CVCry right to 
demand compensation from thB Government 
who allowed others openly to flout it. I 
j hcrefore move-

" That the vote be reduced by £1." 

Mr. DEACON ((!unninoharn) : I support 
the amendment of the leader of the Opposi­
tion. ThP Government threatened imprison­
ment for a t0rm of vears and a fine of £100 
as a pnnishment of ·persons who did not do 
certain things, but they allowed others to 
flout the law openly, and now, when they 
have gone back on their decision, it is only 

the most careful men who obeyed the law 
who arc not going to be compensated. 'lhe· 
people who defied the Government and dis­
obeyed the law are allowed to harvest then·· 
ratoon cotton and so reap an advantage 
That is not ordinary justice. 'rhosc who­
respected the Government's decision dcseJ've 
compensation. I say that any good Govern­
ment-any honest Government-would stand' 
up to their obligations. The Government 
pretend to be the best Government that. 
Queensland has ever had. They claim to be 
always good and virtuous, but here is a case 
where they have passed a law and allowed 
it to be broken, but, nevertheless, compen­
sate those who broke it whilst those who· 
obeyed it are at a financial disadve.ntoge. 
If the Government allow that sort of thiag 
to occur, they show just what they stand fot·. 

Mr. MORGAN (,1£urillrr): I did not expCJct 
that the Government would allow any l~w 
passed by them to be openly disobey~d wd 
then compensate those who broke 1t, hut 
that is the case of those cotton growc!' who· 
have been allowed to harvest cheir ratoCJ!> 
cotton. The Government passed an .\et ,,hidl 
made it a punishable offence for anyone to· 
grow ratoon cotton, but, instead of enforcing. 
that provision, they allowed some people 
to flout the law, and not only to do that 
but also t-o be the richer by doing it. On the 
other hand law-abiding citizens, including 
a great nm~b01· of people in my electorate, 
obeyed the law, and have suffered 1n theu 
pockets in consequence. 

A great nurr,ber of them were unable to 
uet anv cotton during the last season. Tho 
;ain c'ame late) and those 'vho ratooned 
were able !o get a picking in those part3 
of the State where they did not obey the 
law. 'Where the people obey<>d the law they 
received no return for their endeavour to• 
obth;n plant cotton, and, instead of the 
(}oy~~:·nn1f'nt compensating th?.38 people_ ~nd 
pncouraging them to remam law-~bHhng 
citizens, they did exadly the opposrte and 
eo:nper,oatcd those "ho broke the law. That 
is like the case of a crm•mal who, aftPc 
b·~ing .sentenced by thn juUge, is allowed: 
tn go scot free. \VhiJc th·: poor nnforcnnate 
per,on who was injured ?as to suffer. I 
do not sav that the brealnng of "re b m· 
connectioll with the ratoon question \vas a. 
r.riminal offence. I bdicYe that the law 
mad" it a criminal offence; but the Govern­
m0nt \\·ore ill-advised in tD~~ firflt instal1C 1J in 
introducing legislation on that point. Some 
people may be guilty of breakir,g the. law 
of thP land and thus be made crnmnals 
according to the law. but they may not bo 
aetually criminals. That is the pos!tion in 
connection with ratoon cotton growmg. It 
is peculiar how the Govl'l'nment have bR-ckcd 
down on this matter. On almost <'very 
occasion when thev r<re faced bv a numhe" 
of people who dcsi'ro to have the-law a1tere-d 
or who arc determined to flout thr, law thev 
immediately hack down. Ii an individual' 
had brokPn ths law. pe1-lraps he would have· 
been convicted and h••a,-ih· fined, if not 
in1 pr1Roned ~ but, be~ a use a ~urn be r of pcopL:~ 
decided to break the In w, the GoYcrJJnJcnt 
were not game enough to 0nforce it. I 
consider that those who obeyed the law should 
receive compen:3ation in son1e form or other 
-more especially those who obtained no· 
return whatevel' for thp trouble and work 
they had put in on their cotton fi~lds. l 
approve of the Government allo'' lllf'' tlw 
ratoon _growers to . pick their cotton, but 
they made a fatal blunder in the first instance-

j}Jr, Morgan.] 
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in placing a ban on ratoon cotton. They 
have now backed down. and are allowing 
the ratoonist to get a return for his labour. 
Jf the Government wish to treat the l1tw· 
abiding- citizens as thny should be treated, 
thev 'bould recompense th<'m for obeying 
the irtw. That would certainlv be some 
ince11tive to the pCoJlle to obev ·the law of 
th·J land in the futlue, Unfortunately 
therf' are rnanY laws on our ~tatutc-bool{ 
tbt are not h0ing obe,n'd to-day. anJ, if 
1 he people thoug-ht that they could break 
the law with impnnih·. it would become 
ihc general practice throughout Queensland 
for people to break the law a11d def·· thn 
Government and tbo~f' ·who are endeavouring 
to enforce the Acts of Parliament. The Go­
vernment have di~r1osrd serious signs ( f 
\7cakncss on this rottr)n CllH'stion. 1 hope 
that the amendment will be carrier!. 
lwcause I recognise-and I think all 
hon. members reC'op;nise-that, the persons 
who obeved the hw of th<· land should 
g·Pt Rome compensation. more especiallv 
when it is discovcrNl that the Gover~­
mpnt blundered. That is r0allv what has 
happened with respect to ratoon cotton, The 
Governmt'nt hlu.ndcrcd badl.y b,v nlacing 
on the statnt.P-hook a law to nrohibit the 
gTowing of ratoon cotton. and thev ho.vo 
openlv arlmitt0d that thev blundei·erl bv 
withdrawing- the restrict;on on ratoon cotton. 
The least the Government can now rlo is 
to compensate those growprs who suffered 
by their mistake. 

Mr. HARTLEY: They did not agree to it. 

Mr. MOFGAN: The GoYernmont admitted 
their mistoke by withdrawing the embargo. 

Nir. HARTLEY: ThP GoYNnmont onlv gave 
the grnwcrs an opportunity to harvest ·ratoon 
cotton and provo their case. 

J\fr. MORGA-:\': The Government admitted 
it straieht out, 

J\fr. HARTLEY: They have not. 

Mr. MORGAN: Tf not. thev have been 
for~ed to do comothing which thev did not 
?e.stre to do, and which in their opinion is 
In]tirtous to Queensland, If that is the case 
they are C0~"-rrittinQ" a n1nr-e ·"~'rinus blu:n.iiPr: 
b.ecause no Government should do something 
Gtmnly because a lar!?" number of peonle 
desin that they should do so. The hon. 
member for Fitzrov said. bv wav of inter­
jection. tbat the, Goyr>rnmcnt ·have not 
•'>dmitted they made a mistake. Whv then 
are thcv allowing ratoon cotton to be 'picked 
and sold? 

Mr. H.<RTLEY: Thev arc allowing the sup­
porters of ratoon cctton to prove their casc. 

J\Ir. MORG,4N: Tt is no good the hon. 
mc;n brr for Fitzroy apolo!;'isin£r for tho 
arttoll of the Government in that wav. Mr. 
Daniel Jones took home suffi0ient rntoon cot­
ton. which was rTown not this vear but ]a,t 
year, in ord0r to nrove their Cfl ~c. 

. Mr. R·\RTLEY: There is no guarantee that 
tt was ratoon cotton. 

Mr. ::\10RGAN: If the hon. mo~brr for 
F:itzroy i~ cnd0avonrlng to th1·nw Ru~picion 
on thee cotton that :!Yh .. Jones 'Cvk home with 
him and wishes ho11. members to infer that 
it was. not ratoon. then it bears 011t our 
contention that no ono can tell the differenc-e 
'between ratoon and plant cotton. 

Mr HARTLEY: Wh_v, then, rli-d Mr. Jones 
not get an order for al:iout 10.000 bales from 
those spinners who use ratoon cotton? 

[1vir. Morgan. 

Mr. MORGAN: We do not possess 10,000 
bales of ratoon cotton. Beforc the Govern­
ment made it a criminal offence to grow 
ra toon cotton they should have gone to the 
same trouble on behalf of the growers that 
Mr. Jones has g·otw. If they had don<> tlnt. 
the growi11g of ratoon cot'on would not 
have be<'n made a criminal offence. Under 
the circumstances, those growers who obeyed 
the Govnnmrnt and dcstrovcJ their ratoon 
crops shonld be reimbursed from Consoli­
dated Revenue. 

Mr. HARTLEY: How much do you think is 
involved? 

Mr. MORGAN: I do not know. 

Mr. vVr;.;sTANLEY: And you don't carc. 

Mr. MORGAN: I do not care, if it IS 

right, because money should not enter a 
question of doing what is right and just 
even though the amount im·olvcd amounts 
to £10,000. £20.000, or £100 000. The prin­
ci plA is not affected by the amount. If 
these people dcstroved their crops in obedi­
ence to the law, then thPv should be com­
Jwnsrrted just the same ~s the people in 
V\' estern Australia who werc forced to destroy 
their cattle owing to the rinderpest outbreai< 
in that locality wore compoma· ed. Tho 
Federal Government did not taln1 the qu·es­
hon of money into consideration in granting 
that compensation. It was a question of 
stamping out .a deadly pest. In 1h.e same 
wa:c, thi~ should be a matter of nght or 
wrong. It is certainly not rig-ht that people 
should be broug-ht into a state of insol­
vencv owing to a wrong action on 1he part 
of the Government. If the Government had 
some u'ldcrtaking- in which ono worker or a 
nurr b0r of "-orkers '''ere in.iured bv a mistake 
of th0 Gnvcrn'Tient, it would not be a matter 
of whether there was one worker or one 
thousand workers injured. all would have a 
right to receive compensa' ion. If it was 
right to compensate one. it would be right 
to compensat·e a thousand. In this case it 
is right to give compensation to everyone 
l'o"lccrncd who suffered loss by obeying the 
laws of Queensland. 

::Vh. HARTLEY : \V ill vou consider this? 
Sunposing that. by allo~ving- ratoon cotton 
You denreciated thP valup of annual cotton 
hv 2rl.' a lb., v.onld you pav compensation 
to the growers of the annual cotton? 

Mr. MORGAN: That has not \wen proved 
The vcrv moPlent it is proved that ratoon 
cntton w'ill reduce the value of nnnnal cotton 
the hrm. member will have a case to prcse11t 
tn PnrJinmf'nt for ron;<idf'rntinn: h11t up in 
the present time it has not been proved. 

Mr. H•P'''.l'Y: 0h. ves. it has. You have 
not read Mr. J ones's report. 

The CHAlRMAN: Order! 

Mr. ::\fORGAN: It is not proved that 
rnioon cotton ean be distingnishe·d from 
plant cott0n. \Ve have hccn told that, if 
ratonn cotton is put through the same 
m"chinc with pl:1nt cotton. the machine can 
distil•gnish the difference' lwtw<>rn them: but 
whether that is true or not remains to be 
st)Pn. Rxn::,rt" have heon tP<;:t0d-mon \Vho 
kPow their busin<>·s-al'd thev have been 
asked to pick out ra toon from· plant cotton, 
and they hnve failed. 

J:lih. HARTLEY: You know very well that a 
machine will rej0ct ratoon cotton, if that 
cotton is put in with annual cotton. 
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Mr. MOH.G AI\ : I would like to ask the 
hou. llJeml,cr, if good long staple plant 
~otton \YCre lJUt. into a u1achiue along '':ith 
poor st.tple plant cotton, would not the 
machine also tell the difference? Of course 
it would. But. if good long 'taple ratoon 
eott,Oll ,,-ere put into the 1na.chine along with 
good long staple plant cotton, tl,e machine 
could not. tell the difference, because the 
staple" would be pntcticall0· of the same 
length. The same thing applies to wool. If 
you lJUt properly gro\vn wool alongside \YD?l 
that ha, suffered from a dry spell and IS 

b·okcu. no doubt the machine will tell the 
differencE·. \Y c ha Ye dassers to class the 
\YooL and certain classef' are put up and 
n1adc into different materiah;, according to 
th quality. 

:\Ir. H.\RTLEY: There arc too mau:y '· ifs " 
in that proposition. 

~h. }10RGAK: The came thing applie,; to 
cottou. I had one illustration ir: mv elec­
torate '.Yith rc-speet to the grading of 'cotton. 
On<.· n1an re-tained about 2 a.creE! of ratoon 
cotlon for expt'l'inu~ntal purpose:;,. He 
rlou~·lwd tlw 1mlnncf' ont, and planH•d abou.t. 

10 acres of plant cottoll. Later. when scncl­
iug away the plant cotton, he ·included the 
cotton from the 2 acres of ratoon, and, 
when he received hi> retmns, he received 
the same value for each tvtle of cotton. 
Those concerned w·ere unabl~ to tell the 
difference. 

:\1r. lL\HTLEY: What year 1·. as that: 

:VIr. MOHGA?\: This year. 

Mr. H.\RTLEY: Ditl :i\lr. Daniel ,Joncs tell 
:;ou that 'I 

Mr. :\IORGA:\: J'\o. J\Ir. Jonb kllows 
t10thing et bout it. It i. on record. The pro· 
duce of these 2 acres was sent to the cotton 
ginner.>" at I)alby. There 1:r·a~ a gradl'r at 
\\·ork 1hl're. and that nHlll rect·iY<.'d 5d. per 
lh for his rotton. 

At 5.25 p.m .. 

The C'IH!RJL\:\ lPft tlJl• chai1·, reported pro­
g,Te:":-;, and asked lea vc to ~it .again. 

The rc:-ulHptiuH of thP 'Cou1111ittev \Vas 
n.;aclP an Ordl'r of 1hv JJ~~~- for ru~nwrro\\·, 

The IIou:;;p <tcljoulTlC'cl nt 5.3C p.nL 




