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WEDNESDAY, 17 SEPTEMBER, 1924.

The Seeaker (Hon. W. Bertram, 3Alarec)
took the chair at 10 a.m.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt
from His Excellency the Governor of mes-
sages conveying His Exccllency’s assent to
the following Bills:—

Police Acts Amendment Bill and
Auctioneers and Commission Agents Act
Amendment Bill.

QUESTIONS.

Dawsox VarLey IRRIGATION ScHEME—UOST OF
ITavrace rrom RANXNES 70 CASTLE CREEK.
My. PETERSON (Normanby) asked the

Secretary for Public Lands—

“ What was the total cost to the Irri-
gation Commissioner for the haulage of
material, workmen, ete., from Rannes to
Castle Creek, to 30th June last, inclu-

sive of—

{a) Cost of motors, labour, and maizn-
tenance ?

(h) Cost of vehicles of all deserip-
tions?

{¢) Cost of labour and maintenance?

() Cost of horses, if any?

(e) Cost of horse team service?

(/) Cost of horse feed, motor oil
tyres, petrol, ete.?

(7) Any other costs pertaining to the
service?
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS

(Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns) replied—

“ £8,006, including capital cost of
motor lorries.”

WorrkMEN'S RALwAy Fares Berweex MEL-
BOURNE STREET AND SALISBURY.
Mr. KING (Logan) asked the Sceretary
for Railways—
¢ What were the fares paid prior to
the recent incrcase and what are the
present faves paid in respect of first and
socond class and workmen’s farves, respec-
tively, between Melbourne Street and
Salisbury ? 7
The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Larcombe, I ¢ppel) replied—
““ The increas» at Salisbury, the same
as clsewhere, is 75 per cont.,, with a
minimum increase of 1d.”

Instancation  oF  HEeating  axp  CooxiNeg
APPLIANCES. Brispane Siox  CHILDREN’S
HosPITAL.

Mr, MAXWELL (Zoowong) asked the

Home Secretary—

““3Will he. on receipt of same, fay upon
the table of the Ilouse the reply given
by the Brisbane Sick Children’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 8SFCRETARY (Hon. J.

Stopford, Mount aryun) rveplied— .

(43 Yes.l)
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SUGGESTED CONTINUANCE OF BRITISI EMPIRE
K XHIBITION.
Mr. BLPIIINSTONE (Oxlcy) asked the
Dremiey—

“In view of the possibility of the
British Empire L‘{hlbmon being
extended into 1925, will he allocate a

definite time in the near future to permit
of a <iscussion as to the advantages of
Australia’s continuance therein, and the
improvements that might reasonably be
introduced in the display of Quecensland’s
productions ?

The PREMIER
Chillagoe)y replied—
““ Opportunitics to discuss the subject

will arise during the session without
allocating a specml time for it.”

(Hon. E. G. Theodore,

ALLEGED ADULTERATION OF DRISBANE MILK
SUPPLY.
Mr. ELPIHINSTONE (Ozicy) asked the

Home Secretary—

‘“In reference to the serious allegations
‘that hundreds of gallons of water were
being added daily to Brishane’s milk
supply drawn from outside districts,” as
reported in the Press of Friday, "12th
September, will he furnish the follow]ng
information as applying. respectively, to

—(¢) Cold milk vendor’s carts; (b)
farmers vendors’ carts distributing fresh
or hot milk—

1. The number of samples of milk
taken by inspectors for the twelve
months ended 30th June, 19247

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

3. How many prosccutions
made ?

4. The number of convictions:
Hon. M. J. KIRWAN (Brishane) replied—

were

IS

““fay and (). Information not avail-
able.
“1. 259,

‘“2. Thirty-three.
“ 3. Twenty-seven.
“ 4. Twenty-five.”

O1L-weLL DrmitLine Praxt SouD BY (GOVERN-
MENT T0 LANDER O1r, COMPANY.
Mr. FRY (Kurilpa) asked the Sceretary for
Mines—

‘1. What quantity of oil-well drilling
plant has been sold by the Government
to the Lander Oil Company?

‘2. What was the selling price?

. 8. What was the cost of such drill-
ing plant to the (Government? ”’

The SECRETARY FOR DMINES (Hon.
A, J. Jones, Paddington) replied—
“The total expenditure on plant is

£8.042. The total amount received for
nlant after being dismantled is £1.634.
Portion
vany for £700.”

Lanper O1L CouMPANY'S BORE AT ORALLO.
Mr. FRY (Furilpa) asked the Secretary
for Mines—
“1. Has the Lander Oil
- {Australia), Limited,
Bere at Qrallg?

Company
completed the first

was sold to Lander Oil Com- -
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“2. If so,
found?

“3. If any samples have been taken,
what was the quantity analysed, if
any, and the result of such analysis?

‘4, What was the date or dates when
the samples were taken?

5. Were they taken under
meni supervi<ion?”

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. A.
J. Jonf s, Paddington) replied—

“1. and 2. Operations at the first bore
are not completed. The bore has not yet
been tested for oil or gas.

“T would ask the hon. member to
repeat Questions 3, 4, and 5 for to-
morrow, as the Iinformation is being
obtained.”

what oil, if any, has been

Govern-

ITELION STATE QUARRY AND TREASURY

BuiLniNgs.
Mr. CORSER (Burnetf), for Mr. LOGAN
(Lockwer), asked the Secretary for Public
Works—

“1, What number of men are at
present employed at the Helidon State
Quarry?

2 Is all the stone required for the
new Treasury Buildings being supplied
by the Helidon State Quarry?

“3. If not, from what other source is
the stone required for the Treasury
Buildings being supplied ?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
(Hon. W. Forgan Smith, #eckay) replied—

1. Twenty-five.

2. All stone except porphyry for base
course is being supplied from the State
Quarry.

3. Porphyry for base course has becn
supplied from the Windsor Porphyry
Quarry.”’

PAPERS.

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

An alteration and variation which was
published in the ‘Government Ga-
zette” of 6th September, 1924, of the
Fruit and Vegetable 'Grownng and
Packing Rogulatlons under the Fruit
(lares Acts.

An  addition, as published in the
“ Government Gazette” of the 6th
September, 1924, to the First
Scledule of the Fruit and Vegetable
Growing and Packing Regulatlom
under the Fruit Cases Acts.

ADJOTURN-

PROPOSED MOTION FOR

MENT.

Cowrricr wird Stanpine OrpDEr No. 307.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 havs to report that I
have received the following letter:—
“ Parliament House,

€ 16th Septembor, 1924.
“PDear Mr. Bertram,—In accordance
with Standing Order No. 137, I beg
to inform you that it is my intention
(on Wednesday, 17th instant) to move

‘That this House do now adjourn.’
“ My reason for moving this motion 1s
that I desire to discuss a definite matter
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
supply of wire netting for the protection
of crops and posts.

“(b) The unsympathetic treatment of
applications for financial assistance for
improvements, stock, machinery, ete.

“{¢) The apparent lack of desire on

the part of the Government to push on
with the promised railway construction
programine.

establish-

“(d) Unnecesrary delay in

ment of State schools.
“(e) Delay in making a start with the

promised establishment of butter fae-
tories.
“Af) Generally, the unsympathetic

administration of the Agricultural Bank
Act, the Upper Burnett and Callide
Land Settlement Act, and other Acts
affecting the welfare of this settlement.
“ Yours respectfully,

“(Sgd.) Berwarp H. Consen.

“The Honourable the Speaker,
“ Legislative Assembly,
¢ Brisbane.”

If the hon. member will look at the fourth
paragraph of Standing Order 307 he will see
that 1t reads—
““On the days so allotted for the busi-
ness of Supply no motlon other than a
motion declared to be  Formal,” shall be
talien wuntil after the consideration of
Supply, and no motion for adjournment
under Standing Order No. 137 shall be
entertained.”

Under those circumstances I cannot allow the
hon. member to move his proposed motion.
Mr. Eurmixstont: The Government saved
again.
The Secrerary ror Dusric Laxps: Hon.
members have sixteen days in which to dis-
cuss the Hstimates dealing with the matter.

SUPPLY

Rrusvurrion oF CoMMITTEE—NINTH ALLOTTED
Day.

(Mr. F. A, Cooper, Bremer, one of the pancl
of Temporary Chairmen, in the chair.)

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND STOCK.
CHILF OFFICE,

Question stated—‘ That £64.607 be granted
for ‘Department of Agriculture snd Stock—
Chief Office.””’

AIr. DEACON (Cunningham): Provision
is made in the Estimates for three instructors
and two assistant instructors In agriculture.
I do not know the exact duties of those
gentlemen, but perhaps the Minister will be
able to ex cplain later on. Is it necessary to
Ha\ e instruciors?  What instruction do they

give?

a reduction of £100 in the vote
“ Bursaries at Agriculiural ITigh School and
College.””  There should be an increase in
a vote like that, and the Government should
very seriously consider whether it is not
possible to increase the vote next year. We
are maintaining bursaries in connection with
other forms of education. and why should we
cut out bursaries in connection with agricul-
tural ecducation? If the Government are
zoing to reduce the number of bursaries in

There is
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connection with agricultural education, sy
shows 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 experts, including a special-
ist at £1,250 per annum. Whether the ser
vices of these advisers are continued or not,
they made a very bad businecss of the cotton
industry last year.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS :

Mr. DEAUON: Any ordinary *‘ cocky”
could have given better advice so far as
ratoon cotton was concerned than these advi-
sers. If the Government had accepted the
advice tendered by hon. members on this side,
they wounld have saved themselves unneccssary
criticism, and the industry would be on a
better footing to-day.

Mr. PeTeRsoN: We gave the Government
that advice for nothing, too.

Mr. DEACON: I want now to refer to the
State stallions, When speaking in relation
to this matter last session, the Secretary
for Agriculture stated that the Government
had purchaecd these stallions because of the
failure of private enterprise to attend to
horse-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 connected with those
stallions and the difficulty of getting foals
under certain circumstances. I hope that
he thoroughly appreciates the position. He
is now shifting the stallions out of the dis-
tricts where they were last yesr. That is
quite contrary to practice. Private owners
always gave the owners of mares which
rd some concesiion the next year. The
question the owner of a mare always
d was whether the owner of a stallion
was coming hack the next year. If no
assurance was given in that respect, he did
not get many mares, The Government
insisted on cash payments in advance at
pretty much the same figure that private
owners charged, and they “shifted their stal-
lions out of the districts they were in without
making any concessions to the owners of
mares which missed. When the Minister
comes to review the whole position, I hope
that he will reflect upon his statement that
the purchase of these stallions by the Govern-
ment was due to the failure of private enter-
prise. The keeping of stallions and horze-
breeding i not an altogether profitable
venture, 1t is a hobby more than a business
enterprize. If regard was made for the
profits, very few peoplo would engage in it.
Some breeders may make something our
of it if they are careful, but, if they are
not careful, they get into the same position
as the Government have done and show a
heavy less at the end of the yvear. I can-
not make any suggestions to “the Minister
whereby the return can be improved, nnd he
must make up his mind to face a dead loss
in this ontcrprise year after year. The
Government stallions must cest much more
to koep and run than if they were the
property of a private owner.

The experiments the department hav
been carrving on in connhection with the
wheat industry and the work of the officials
of the deparfment to improve our wheat iz
somothing they deserve praise for. I haw

Mr. Deacon.}

Heay, hear!
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the opportunity of observing these officials
carrying out those experiments, and I can
honestly say that they are doing good work
for the industry. Wherever possible the
Government should extend their work in this
direction, for it 1s bound to bring in a large
indirect revenue to the State. Whatever the
venture costs it is no loss to the State. These
experimental plots are carcfully watched,
and a great deal of interest is taken in them
by the people of the district concerned. We
have experimental plots 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 anybody but the Government.
I recommed an extension of this system of
experimental plots. Times are hard and
the Government are wasting much mouey in
other directions, but I think it would have
been wiser to keep the Department of Agri-
culture and Stock working to its fullest
capacity rather than cut down its operations.

Mr. PETERSON (¥Normanby): 1 regret
that no provision has been made in the Esti-
mates to compensate those cotfon-growers
who cbeyed the law and tore up their crops
of ratoon cotton. Whatever may have been
the merits of the argument for ratoon cotton,
we cannot get away from the fact that the
Goveriment are now contemplating the intro-
duction of a measure to legalise the growing
of ratoon cotton. I therefore think we have
every right to ask the Secretary for Agricul-
ture to let us know at rhis juncture whether
it is intended to compensate the growers of
ratoon cotton who obeyed the law and
destroyed their crops last season.

The amount of £1,250 was paid io what
was known last year as the Cotton Adviser.
As the hon. member for Cunningham pointed
out, the Btate has failed to receive commen-
surate 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 interesting book by Mr. Henry Ford,
the great motor-car manufacturer, in which,
dealing with experts, he indicates that imme-
diately one of his employces poses 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
posas as an expert. Our adviser in the cotton
business was Mr. Daniel Jones——

Mr., WarneN : 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.
Against the advice of the ratoonists and Mr.
Daniel Jones, the Government persisted in
»mploying so-called experts, who have ruined
so many of our settlers in various parts of
Queensland. The growers of Central Queens-
land and clsewhere were not satisfied with

[My. Deacon.
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the advice tendered to the Government with
regard to ratoon cotton, and they subscribed
to a fund—and I zave my little mite toward:
it—to scnd their own adviser, Mr. Daniel
Jones, to England to ascertain whether any
market existed for ratoon cotton or other-
wise. It is a matter of history now that
Mr. Danicl Jones went over to the other side
and found that we could place all the ratoon
cot'on it was possible to produce in Queens-
land at a favourable price to the growers.
The other day, in Melbourne, we had My
Bond, of Bonds Limited. the silk hosiory
veople, stating at a convention, at which the
Secretary for Agriculture was present, that
his spinners could detect no difference between
ratoon cotton and plant cotton.

The Home Secrerary: Could not the
machines tell the difference?

Mr. PETERSON: Mr. Bond said his
spinners found ratoon cotton quite satisfac
tory.

The SRCBETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: He is
not prepared to pay the zame price for
ratoon cotton.

Mr. PRTERSON: We are not asking for
the same price. I am with the hon. gentle-
man there. All we are asking for is the
right to grow that which we can grow in
Queensland and for which we can find a
market. Mr. Bond was so satisfied with
ratoon cotton for the purpose of manufac-
turing artificial silk that he imported a large
quantity from New Caledonia, as it could
not be purchased in the Commonwealth on
account of the ban placed on that class of
cotton. By importing cotton from New
Caledonia when we alveady had a similar
class of cotton here which was not permitted
to be sold, we sent many thousands of pounds
out of the State.

The Ilowmr SecreTary: Do you think the
Federal Government ought to permit that?

Mr. PETERSON: We should first purge
ourselves of our own sins before going to the
Federal Government. The Home Secretary
hus a very large cotton-growing district in
his clectorate—one of the best parts of
Queensland—and he knows the feeling there
in connection with this matter. If Bonds
Limited are prepared to purchase ratoon
cotton. is not that sufficient rcason for us to
say that the expert advice given to the
Government in the past has been wrong,
and that something should be donc in the
dircetion of not continuing that kind of
adviee in the future?

The HoxMr SECRETARY: Was not the ban
placed on ratoon cotton to permit of the
extablishment of an overscas trade?

Mr. PETERSON: I am not going to
impute any motive about that. I trust that
the Minister will accede to the requests of
the District . Council of Agviculture for
Central Queensland when they apply for a
reimbursement of the expenses of Mr. Daniel
Jenes,

Mr. TIartLey: Do you think the hon.
member for Wynnuin ought to grow cotton
in the ‘““Gocdenough” 1slands and import
it into Queensiand ?

Mr. PETERSON: It js ncws to me that
the hon. member for Wynnum is growing
cotton. I thought he was engaged in the
selling of maize, etc. In any case, T am not
concerncd about what the hon. member for
Wynnum does. He will have to obey the
law and what he does will, I am sure, he
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within the pale of the law.
Minister, in his reply,
indication as to whether his department is
prepared to reimburse Mr. Daniel Jones for
the expenses of his trip overseas. Rarly in
the session I asked the Minister to allot a
certain amount of money to allow Mr. Jones
to visit the contineut of furope to try and
find further markets for ratoon cotton. We
all hope that we shall soon hear the last of
this ratoon cotton trouble. Tt has caused a
good deal of discussion in the Chambey, and
T trust the Minister will make 1)1owqxon in
the Bill which is to be introduced to com-
pensate those growers who obeved the law.
They should certainly receive a little more
than those who disobeyed the law., 1 tras?
that. as a result of the answers the hon.
gentleman gives, we shall have in Queens-
Lwd a peaceful ’znd contented lot of cotton-
growers. There is no question that cotton-
growing can he made a success in Queens-
land. I know it ¢an be made a suceess in
Central Queo‘qs]ax‘d and, if given reason-
able assistance by Government departments,
we can build up s#n industry that will be
second to none in the States, Kven the
pastoral industry will take second place to
it if it receives the encouragement which it
richly deserves. T feel sure the Ministor will
realise that he has made a mistake, and 1
look forward with a certain amount of con-
fidence to every consideration being given to
those growers who obeyed the law, swhether
that consideration is in the form of compen-
sation and in the direction of finding markets.
To make cotton-growing a success in Queens-
land it is necessary that both sections should
unite, not for the purpose of exploiting one
another, but for the purpose of building up
the primary industries in Queensland. In
doing that I feel counfident that we shall ali
carn the approbation not on's of the cofton-
growers but of the whole of the people of
Queensiand.

Mr. SWAYNE (ifirani): I would like, first
of all, to refer to a subject which over
and over again has come up for discussion
since this Government came into office. We
are being asked to discuss the Kstimates of
various departments before we get the reports
tabled. We are nearly alwais asked to dis-
cuss the Kstimates of the departments with

ouly the stale reports of last year
[10.30 p.m.] before us. Wo have not got near

the end of the session vet, and
we have a good many Bills on the business-
sheot: and the question suggests itself as to
why there is all this frantic endeavour to get
the Hstirmates through before we obtain the
reports on the various departments. Can it
be wondered at that hon. members are apt to
attach a sinister significanc» to this pro-
cedure?

I hope the
will give us some

I would like to draw attention to the great
reduction which has taken place in the vote
under discussion this year, as compared with
the amount sct down last vear. Last vear
the approvriation was £201,448; this vear it
is &£155 096. or a reduction of over .£46 000. It
almost looks as if the Treasurer’s endeavours
at economy were limited to using the pruning
knife upon the Department of Agriculture.
A cursory glance through the appropriation
for last vear and that of this year for the
various departments seems to indicate that
the pruning kn’fe is being used more severely
in regard to thiz department than in any
other.  Possibly the mental efforts of the
Ministcr in connection with the cotton indus-
try have almost exhausted him, and he cannot
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see any avenue for further activity
part of the department. Queenaldud stands
out pre-eminently as the one Australian State
in which there is room for expansion in
tronical and subtropical production. I have
some figures taken from last year’s ¢ Com-
monwealth Year Book” indicating the
imports into. Australia from tropical and sub-
tropical countries. Unfortunately there is
no way of discriminating between the
importations of raw products and manufac-
tured articles, mineral oils, and so on. Still,
at the same time, the bold fact remains thas
Australia 1mp01ted from tropical and sub-
tropical countries goods to the value of over
£14,500,000. It scems to me to be a falr
field for investigation as to how much of
the money spent on the importation of raw
vegetable products can be retained in Aus-
tralia. We know that vast sums are sent
out every year for such articles as rice, coffec,
spiess, fibres, and so on; yet the Depa1tment
of Amlcalmrr‘ in Qu001 sland, where there is
more scope for enterprise of that kind than
in any other State in the Commonwealth,
so far as I can discover has no intention
of prosecuting investigations in that direction.
Since this Government took office I have
often pointed out the need for experimentation
in this regard. I have shown that therc are
other tropical products besides sugar for
which Qucensland is eminently adaptcd yet
we have no reference in the report to any
activitivs of the department in this direction.
I have always contended that we should have
a tropical experimental farm which would
go into the question of the production of the
different articles we are importing to such a
large extent from other countries, and deter-
mine what the cost of production would be in
Australia, and place Quecnsland in a position
to approach the Commonwealth Government
and say: ¢ There are certain articles for
which a great deal of Australian money is
being sent to othnr countries, whica articles
can be grown in Quecensland, but we requive
protection to enable us to compete agamqb
the lower-paid labour in those countries.’

At 10.34 a.m.,

The CHAIRMAN
took the chair.

Mr. SWAYNE : There is nothing now being
done in connection with the encouragement
of tropical agriculture apart from sugar. I
think it 1is desirable to expcriment in
this direction and see whether we cannot
encourage these primary industries just in
the same way as we encourage ordinary
agriculture. This department should be in
a_ position to point out those industries
which lend themseclves more particularly to
Queensland’s conditions and which, with a
certain amount of protection, can be prose-
cuted successfully, perhaps not only in
Queensland but also in other parts of Aus-
tralia, provided they are given sufficient pro-
tection. It would then be a question for the
Australian people to determine whether, for
the sake of keeping a certain amount of
money in their midst, the protection is worth
it—not only for the sake of the extra produc-
tion but also for the sake of keeping money
in Australia that wo are now sending to
other countries. There is a great field for
experimentation in that regavrd, and Queens-
land stands out as being the State which
poszesses large arcas particalarly adapted to
tropical products. FEvidently, the activitiss
of the Minister are so engaged in the cotton
indlustry that he has not time for cnterprisos

Mr. Swayne.]

(Mr. G. Pollock, Gregory)



380 Supply.

in the avenues [ have indicated, but I submit
that it is about time that he should see if
something cannot be done to investigate these
matters and ascertain whether some of the
large sums we have to send to the other
countries for various commoditics cannot be
kept in Australia. Just as the sugar industr:
has beon annually v worth = &£7,000,000 or
£8,000,000 to Australia, so there are many
other industries which, perhaps to a les
cxtent, way be made the meceans of rctain-
ing money within our boundaries. Over
£14,000,000 is going out of Australia in pay-
ment for imports from tropical and sub-
tropical countries.

Let me take one industry which, at the
present time, scems to be largely in a state
of flux. The banana industry is seriously
attacked by discase in Queensland and in
some parts of New South Wales. It has been
said that if the duty on imported bananas
were removed, Fiji could supply the large

demand which exists in Australia for this
nutmtlous fruit; but in this morning’s
“Courier ” T find a report of an interview

with a visitor to Queensland, showing that
Fiji is no better off than Australia with
respect to disease—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,
however, is this significant remark—

““ While, on the other hand, Fiji would
bencfit considerably by the price paid
for bananas.”

That remark is made in reference to the
proposed abolition of the Australian duty on
Fijian bananas and the conscquent possible
expansion of importations from Fiji. They
recognise the advantage to be gained. Why
should not we engage more completely in
this trade? We know that in the northern
portions of Queensland there are large areas
of tropical scrub with splendid soil and a
moist climate and otherwise desirable con-
ditions for tho cultivation of bananas as well
as for sugar, but at present there is not
scope for the expansion of this crop. It
scems to me that scope for development lies
there. We have no report from the depart-
ment, however, nor do we know what it has
done in the last twelve months. .Apparently
nothing has been done to encourage produc-
tion in this particular direction. It shows a
lack of enterprise—a lack of initiative. We
have not even any indication of what has
been done to combat the ravages of discases
or to keep the pests in control.

From time to time I have advocated the
substitution of artificial grasses for our
natural grasses. At the present time the
cattle industry is flinding it difficult to hold
its own in the markets of the world, cons¢
quently that industry is not as prosperous
as 1t might be. It ha, always secemed to me
that there are many districts in which the

natural grasses could be profitably replacad
by artificial grasses for the purpose of fatten-
ing stock; yet year after year goes by and
we get no adnco or informaiion from the
departiment in that vegard. The department
could obtain information as to whether our
inferior coastal grasses could be replaced by
artificial grasses, what would be the cost, and
what would be the growing capacity per acre
if such a thing were done. Nothi g of that
kind has been done by the department. 1t
simply plods along in the old stereotyped way.
It is only in connection with fhe cotton
industry that any advice or information has
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been sought by the department, but as that
has been dealt with by the hon. member for
Normanby, T do not propese to labour tne
question, In view of the terrible mess that
the Minister has made of the cotton industry
in preohibiting the growing of ratoon cotton
on thoe advice of his experts, it seems to me
that it would be a good 1hmo to cut out some
of these experts. If tho uwmmuont had
appointed Mr. Daniel Jones on an adequate
salary and had bevn guided by his advice
instend of the advice of its imported cxperts,
a very larg- sum indeed would have heen
saved to the cotton-producers and to Queens-
land. There is no paper that you can pick up
which does not emphasise the great mistake

that was 1“1(1() m placing a ban on ratoon
cotton.  The * Industrial Amtlalmn and
Mining Siandard 7 in an article entitled,

*“The Cotton Growing Industry,” says—

“ Mr. Bond {(Messrs. A. Bond and Co.,
Ltd., Srdney) spoke favourably of ratoou
cotton, and gave instances where spinners
employed by his own firm ware unable
to distinguish between ratcon and annual
coftons—even hetween vatoon and ‘A
grade annuals. This firm Jast year had
bought 400.000 1h. of ratoon cotton from
New alodonm and found it rather
bstter than A grade, He had been
unable to discover that it was particu-
larly subject to attacks from insect pests.”

That was the report of a conference of State
representatives and others interested in the
cotton industry which was held in Melbourne,
and was presided over by the Minister for
llome and Tervitories, Scnator Pearce. The
same journal, in an article entitled, ¢ Queens-
land’s Largest Cotton FKield,”” quotes Mr.
M((‘,unnol as saying-—

* If cotton is to be mrade ]nnhtable and
intmcq‘lng to growers, the ons | year
ratoon 1 the onlr hope of success.’

That was pointed out at the very beginning
by hon. members on this side, and 1 think
the results show that the only persons in this
Chamber who possess a pmctlcm knowledge
of agriculturce are those sitting in opposition
It iz because of the cxtreme party attitude
that is adopted by hon members opposite that
the utterances of hon. members on this side
are not given very much credence, which is
most unfortunate for Quecnsland. By erything
that has been =aid In connection with the
cotton industry by hon. members on this side
has lien proved to be justified, as is shown
by the huge mistake which was made by the
Government. Their action caused groat dis-

couragement to a most promising industry.

The hon. member for Fiizioy spoke of the
way that the farmers were being hit up on
all sides. IIis point of view. how.sver, was
limited to the middleman. This (meshon of
the middleman rests largely with the farmer
himself. He can dral with it through co-
operative effort te a great extent. We have
legislation, a great deal of w hich was placed
on the statute-book by the previous Govern-
ment, which will enable him to deal with the
middleman if he desires. I would like to
point out that a tax has been made on the
hlmer in other gquarters. For 1nstdnce we
have a heavy capitalisation, which is placod
on any scheme designed for his benefit. Hon.
members know the intolerable burden that
has becn placed on the shoulders of the
scttlers on the irrigation scheme at Inker-
man hecause of the blind obedience to party
fads by the Government. Even after writing
off and debiting to the general community a
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large amount of the cost, on which the pro-
ducers in that area will have to find interest
and maintenance to an excessive amount, we
know that the capitalisation of that scheme
has been largely increased owing to the
slavish adherence by the Government to the
day-labour system. We know further that,
owing to the alteration in the franchise on
which the clections for shire councils are
held. powar has been taken away from the
farmer to say whether the money is to be
borrowed on his security or not; and there
is a grave risk of irresponsible puople being
clected on those bodies and so raising the
rates that they may reach a confiscatory level.
All thos: burdens have been placed on the
farmer by this Government. The hon. mem-
ber for Fitzroy 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 the Premier has not thought fit to
give hon. members an opportunity of dis-

cussing 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-esiimated of
displaying the products of Australia and the
various avocations which settlers may engage
in if they come here to the millions of people
who are visiting that exhibition. It seems
to mo that one 1s 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
history of the Empire. Never before has such
an opportunity presented itself for every
portion of the Empire to display its
productions and activities. As Australia
has been committed to a sum of over
£300.000 already, of which Queensland has
contributed quite a substantial proportion,
it occurred to me that it would be
of more than passing interest to the
community to hear what is transpiring in
this particular direction. When one sees the
millions of people who are trooping to this
great display, most of whom find their way
into the Australian pavilion, he recognises
that there is in that display a tremendous
opportunity to educate the people of CGreat
Britain and also visitors from other parts of
the Dominions as to the importance of Aus-
tralia. In many dircections we hear criticism
launched with regald to our failure to adver-
tisc our country in the way it should have
been advertised; but here is an opportunity
presented sccond to mone. An atmosphere
has been created to concentrate attention
upon Empire products. One important
feature that struck me was the thousands of
school children who are taken to this exhi-
bition every day, and who are given an
opportunity, under the direction of their
teachers, to study the various potentialities
of the different parts of the Empire.

The general conception of the Australian
pavilion was good. Whoever designed that
pavilion and arranged for its layout certainly
had some broad view in mind which was
good. The pavilion was intended originally
to be divided into sections, and in each sec-
tion it was proposed to display one of Aus-
tralia’s primary products in such a manner
that a visitor could see exactly how that
product was cultivated and the conditions
surrounding the settler engaged in such pro-
duction, Unfortunately, in the execution of
that original plan a lot of unfortunate
episodes were allowed to creep in.
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Dealing first with the pavilion itself, it
covers, as 13 well known, a large area and
occupies a most important position. In the
general display, it and the Canadian pavilion
1eallv form the centre of this great exhibi-
tion activity. The comparison of the exterior
of the Austmlian and Canadian pavilions
rather gives Canada an advantage over Aus-
tralia, and in two or three directions this is
very apparent. In the first place, the
apprcach to the Australian pavilion is by
means of wooden steps, whereas that to the
(anadian pavilion is by concrete steps, crea-
ting an atmosphere of greater stability., A%
ihe top of the staircase in the Canadian pavi-
lion reclining lions give an air of dignity to
the display which is absent in the Australian
pavilion. Again, at night time, when the
exhihition 1s a blaze of light, the Australian
pavilion, unfortunately, is in darkness, there
bcmg no cutside lighting effect, whereas the
Canadian pavilion i1s emblazoned in such a
manner that it may be seen all over the
cexhibition, and the name ¢ Canada” is
thrown out in such relief that it may be secn
no matter where one may be in the exhibi-
tion grounds.

Inside of the Australian pawhon there 1s
semething that causes one to think that a
mistake has been made in not permitting
cach State to retain its own display separate
from that of the cther States. All the dis-
plays of the various 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 part of each State’s
representatives to excel the representatives of
other States in that competition which is so
desirable if the displays are to be made
W 01thv of the occasion. One sees the displays
mixed up in such a way that the climatic
offects and the conditions under which the
(cttlera live are lost in rather an unfortunate
dogree.  To sce a Tasmanian exhibit put
ug,n‘r alongside a Queensland tropical exhibit
i unfortunate. The would-be settler prob-

ably gathers the cpinion that the conditions
upperbaining to each of these products are
similar, whereas, when 2,000 miles separate

these two St ates, 1t is obvious that the con-
ditions of pmdu(twon and living are emphati-
cally different, The fesult is that the indi-
viduality of the States and the compeiition
that would otherwise be engendered are
entively lost, and it really resolves itself into
the result that what is every man’s business
turns out to ke no man’s business. That is
really what strikes one when making a survey
of the interior of the Australian exhibit.
The mistakes that have been made in the
interior of the building are quire serious.
That is to say, there are evidences that cer-
tain influences have been brought to bear to
interfore with the general and original
design.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would ask
the hon, member to connecct his remarks with
the question before the Committee, which is,
“That £64,507 be granted for ¢ Chief Office,
Depaltment of Agriculture.’” ~ The hon.
member will notice that in the vote for
¢ Miscellaneous Services,” in the Chief Secre-
talvs Department, there is an item

‘ Expenses of British- Empire Exhibition,
£6.000.”” The amount voted last year for this
purpose was £10,000. When that vote was
before the Commlttee a discussion on the
whole question of the British Emplre Exhi-
Dbition would have been in order. 1 hope the:

Mr. Elphinstone.)
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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
to be of sufficient importance. I therefore
addressed 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 gues-
tion when the Resolutions from the Com-
mitiee of Supply are before the House.

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I intend to deal
with the agricultural products of Queensiand
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 that
we sent over something like 1,000 sticks of
sugar-cane of very prepossessing appearance
as a standing example of what can be ddone
in the growth of sugar-cane in Queensland.

- One section of the pavilion was set aside
originally to display in an attractive man-
ner how sugar-cane is grown, and the various
processes of manufacture to which the cane
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 sugar
exhibit was mainly—certainly the whole
front—taken up by MacRobertson’s display
of Australian-made lollies, which entirely
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 sugar-grow-
ing in Queensland was lost entirely by this
display of & 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 regard to the raw cotton display :
that is another opportunity that presented
itself of bringing foreibly before the would-
be sottlers the opportunities to grow cotton
which Queensland presented. But wunfor-
tunately the original design was entirely
cut out, and we simply had a painted back-
ground showing what a cotton field was
supposed to look like, with a heap of ginned
cotton in the foreground. Unfortunately no
provision was made to profect the cotton
from dust, and it was gradually 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 vringing
forcibly 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
absolutely 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 XEngland
how pineapples are grown and the method of
marketing them. It is remarkable how
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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. Dasu: Such an exhibit would not
do much harm in the southern States.

My. 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 seems to me that
the opportunity should be taken advantage
of to see in what directions our display can
be improved, so that Australia, and Queens-
land in particular, may benefit therefrom.

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 necessary 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 ocon-
ditions surrounding the various forms of
production here.

I do not intend to let this opportunity pass
without making a passing reference to the
position 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 eircuin-
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 greater advantage from the
exhibition than 'has ensued, and Mryr.
Mobsby’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 possible,

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 Oxley would have been
more effective to my mind if it had not
appeared 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. member’s advertisement does not
induce me to believe that the Empire exhibi-
bition has been of much value 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 advertise-
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

magnetos?

Mr. HARTLEY : If he expects this Go-
vernment to advertise Queensland products
in the British Empire Exhibition, he should
encourage their production here. 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. ErpHinsTONE: Go on! I like this ad-
vertisement. (Laughter.)

Mr. HARTLEY: There is the point. If
this British Empire Xxhibition is worth
anything, surely to God it is better to develop
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 adver-
tise Empire products and keep trade within
the Empire.

Mr. BrpainstoONE: Do you know the differ
ence between a pineapple and a magneto?
(Laughter.)

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

Mr. COSTELLO (Carnarvon): We are
dealing with the HEstimates of the:Depart-
ment of Agriculture, under which agriculture
is developed in Queensland. When we look
through the various Xstimates it is very
significant to see that there is almost stag-
nation in Queensland 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 1s the cotton
industry, which has been an wunfortunate
industry to the scttlers in Queensland so far.
Tt is ali very well to talk about advertising
the products of the Commonwealth in Eng-
land and in other parts of the world. Let
me read a comparative statement with refer-
ence to land settlement in Queensland, which
is rather startling. I think it is only right
that we should face these problems right here
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and come to_some solution in regard to the .
stagnation which exists—

Comparative Statement. of Land Occupied in

Queensland.
Year. Area, Increase in
Eight Years.
Acres. Acres,
1906 .. 265,381,856 .
1914 358,331,163 92,949,307
1922 .. | 328,044,542 *30,286,621

* Decrease.

With the high prices of commodities which
ruled during the War, 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 turn up the statis.
ics of the Department of Agriculture, and
find 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 oredit
is due. There is no doubt that the field
assistants who are conducting the experi-
mental plots in the wheatgrowing portion
of Queensland have done exceptionally good
work. Wi 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 could do a great deal more if the
amount was increased by £1,000. 1t is very
important to find 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 reminds 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 producers.

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 hope
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 engourage these experiments in wheat, and
no doubt the time is coming when the State
will see 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 were secured for us from a Southern
State, 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. Costello.]
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which was needing some attention for many
I am glad that we have retained that

years,
gentleman’s services, and that we have
increased his annual allowance. e is not

overpaid for the services he gives to the
community in regard to the packing and
marketing of fruit.

There is also a decrease in the vote for
the Science Branch; nevertheless, we must
give the Department of Agriculture the
credit of having endeavoured during the last
fow vears to deal effectively with most pests,
especially those affecting the fruit industry.
Entomologists were hardly known a few
years ago, but we now have three or four of
them. Up to the prerent they have not been
able to achieve such a great success as we
hoped, and I trust the department will not
endeavour to limit the expenditure on this
branch. Too much Government money is
invested in the fruitgrowing industry for us
to treat this matter lightly. I regret that
there is a falling off in the amount which
we are asked to vote this year.

That brings me to the Stock Branch, in
which salaries are required for two instruc-
tors in sheep and wool. The total amount
on the Ystimates for these two experts is
£765. That means that we are 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-
pared with the first period of 2,750,000 sheep
in round figures. I think the Minister him-
zelf will admit that the greatest decrease in
our flocks has occurred through the dingo
and the fly rather than through drought.
Of course, 1+ is pot through this department
alone that we assist to combat the dingo,
because the Department of Public Lands
gives certain assistance in respect of wire
netting, but more serious attention should be
given to coping with the fly. At present it
is @& very sefious pest, and it is increasing.
Some people are going out of sheep simply
because they cannot cope with the blowfly
pest, and those who have had angthing to
do with breeding ewes know the big losses
that cccur. Yet only £765 is being spent in
combating its ravages, although I am glad
to se¢ that a considerable amount of work
is done, and the present amount of expendi-
ture is better than nothing. On the present
values of sheep 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 sterling.

Mr. Dasu: Do you
Government for that?

blame the Labour

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
see that we must blame the Administra-
tion for not dealing effectively with the

industry on which, above all others, we are
dependent. Wool iz the only thing that
Queensland is exporting to any extent, yet
the Government have protected it to such an
extent that there has been a falling-off in
the increase in our flocks annually, and we
are losing £2.000,000 in hard cash this year
as a consequence. I trust the Government
will give this matter consideration in future
Fstimates, and that the sheep man will not
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be neglected. It is all very wall to say that
he is a big man and can look after his own
industry. So he can, but it is obligatory
on the Government to remember that there
are many small men, and in any case they
should help the sheep man just as much as
any other man. They empley experts in
the Department of Agriculture who are pro-
teeting the country by their efforts, and it
is regrettable that, because those efforts have
not been greater, there is & reduction in the
value of the sheep industry of Queensland
this year of over £2,000,000 in hard cash.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I want to enter
my protest against the department not having
been able to produce the report at the time
when these Xstimates werc being discussed.
It is difficult for us to offer effective oriti-
cism unless we have the figures pertaining
to the year under discussion.

With reference 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 results go, as was hoped, nevertheless a
great deal of spade work has been 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 Primary Producers’
Organisation Act. When the Bill was first
introduced it was very crude indeed, and the
Opposition were successful in amending it
almost beyond recognition. We proposed 4
great number of recessary amendments, some
of which were accepted and some of which
were rejected by the Minister who had
charge of the Bill; but the Bill left the
Chamber a very much better enactment than
would otherwise have been the case if our
amendments had not been accepted. Time
has proved that many of the amendments
which were rejected by the DMinister are
absolutely necessary to make the working of
the Council of Agriculture much more effec-
tive than it is to-day. Iegislation should be
introduced during this session to enable the

.Council to be reorganised on a commodity

basis. At the present time the organisation
is not cifective, and there is no possibility
of the Council being successful until we

allow those growing a certain commodity to
have full control over the marketing of that
commodity. Look at the great success that
has been achieved by the sugar-growers.
That industry was thoroughly organised, and
theze engaged in the industry obtained con-
trol over the commodity, with the result that
those engagced in the industry are obtaining
a fair reward for their scrvices, whilst the
people of Australia are certainly not being
asked to pay an cxorbitant price for their
sugar.

Unfortunately that is not the position in
connection with many other industries of this
State. The most peculiar feature about the
farming 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 are
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 interests of producers grow-
ing some other commodity; and until we
allow those producing a certain commodity
to have full control over matters affecting
that commodity, we are not going to have
the producers placed in the same position
that the sugar-growers are in. Until the
producers are placed in the same position
with regard to the stabilisation of prices,
they are not going to get a fair remunera-
tion for the work they perform. It has been
stated that we are not opening up sufficient
land for agricultural purposes, but I am of
the opinion that in many instances we are
over-producing in Queensland, with the result
that the prices affecting those commodities
are very low, and those engaged in such
- industrics are mot receiving a fair reward
for their labour. Under such circumstances
we have either got to reduce the price of the
commodities we produce, or else we have to
find markets in other parts of the world,
and until we do that those engaged in the
production of those commodities will not
receive a fair reward for their services.

I think the figures I am about to quote
dealing with the exportation from Australia
and the consumption in Australia of certain
commodities are new to hon. members. Last
vear weo exported from Australia 343,339,735
Ib. of meat, and we consumed 933,124,239 1b.
Those figures show that three times morc
meat was comsumed in Australia than was
exported. Unfortunately we find that, whilst
we are able to export meat from Australia.
the prices are fixed by markets overseas. If
we had only sufficient meat for our own
requirementis—that is the position in which
the sugar-growers are placed in connection
with their commodity—we could control our
own markets, but because we produce more
than is necestary for local requirements we
are compelled to export overseas, with the
result that the prices ruling overscas form
the bases for prices in our home markets.
That should not be. Our local markets
should be our best markets, and we should
be xo protected as not to be compelled to sell
at a loss here. The manufacturers of Aus-
tralia are protected by a high tariff, and the
manufacturers overseas cannot land their
manufactures in Australia unless they pay
very high duties 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 articles that he
produces for the use of the people of this
country. 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 receives 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 1n other
parts of the world where cheap food is pro-
duced by 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 world. If we cannot
stabilise the prices of our local markets,
then the producer is not going to come into his
own and is not going to get a fair 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 consumed
226,242 tons., We only exported a very small
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quantity of sugar; but the point I want to
make is this: The fact that we exported did
not affect the price of sugar in Australia.
The people of Australia had to pay the sume
price for their sugar as if we had had no
surplus for exportation. This coming year
there may be a surplus of 25,000 tors, more
or less, of sugar, but the fact that we have
a surplus over local consumption is not
going to have any detrimental effect on
sugar prices in Australia. I would like to
see avery other industry in that position.
Why should the price of meat in Australia
be influenced by the prices ruling in other
parts of the world, where, perhaps, the
meat iz produced by cheep coloured labour?
Last vear wo exported 31,510,272 bushels,
of wheat. and we consumed 42.000,000
bushels, The price of wheat in Australia
is definitely fixed by the price that is ruling
in Mark Tane., London. Last year we
exported 78,571,151 1b. of butter, and we
consume:d 126,484,171 Wb, Those figurcs show
that we consumed very mnearly twice as
much butter in Australia ss was exported,
vet the butter producers in Australia are
losing moncy to-day by producing that neces-
sary article of food. Tt will be recognised
that is a condition of affairs that should
net oxixt., When all is said and done, the
importance of the producing industries 1is
greater than the industrial centres.

Ay, FarrerL: What do you suggest as 2
remedy ?

Mr. MORGAN: The stabilisation of prices
on the home market. The butter industry
should be rcgulated and controlled by those
engaged in it. The price of butter should
be stabilised over a period, just as the price
of sugar has been stabilised. It might not
he necessary to have the price of butter
fixed for too long a period. The producer
should have the power to regulate the prices
of butter, checse, wheat, bacon, and similar
products so that the home prices would be
favourable to these engaged in the industry.
Through that not being done, a section of
the community is being sweated, whilst
another section is receiving necessary articles
at a price lower than it costs to produce.
That 15 not a state of affairs which should
operate from an Australian point of view.
T fnd that 5,454,466 1b. cheese were exported

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

1,871,414 1b. of hams and bacon,
while no 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 about the pricez ruling for
ham and bacon at the present time, as
they are at a profitable level; but there are
times of the year 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 benefi
from the organisation of the agricultural
industry. The present organisation <does not
produce results from the point of view of
prices. I admit that the Council of Agri-
culture has done a great deal of organising
work, and that, as a result, the farmers are
better organised to-day than at any previous
period of the State’s history. | believe thast
the Council of Agriculture will eventually
prove a success, but 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 be a poli-
tician. An amending Act should be intro-
duced 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 the duties.

Mr. MORGAN: I understand that what
the Minister says is correct, Hon. members
on this side of the Chamber have always
conterided that the position of chairman
should not be {illed by the Secretary for Agri-
culture, no matter what party may be in
power. T am still of the opinion that it is
a mistake for the Secretary for Agriculture
for the time being to be the head of a body
which 1s 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 a success unless it-was.
Once the Council becomes more political than
it 15, it will cease to exist altogether. I am
afraid that the Director of the Council of
Agriculture is introducing a little too much
polities into the Council. I am also a little
afraid that “ The Producer,” the official
organ of the Council, is introducing a little
too much politics into its columns. If this
organisation is proved to be an organization
of the Government for the purpose of win-
ning seats in Parliament, it will soon cease
to cxist altogether. That is one 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 they were convinced that it was being
conducted on non-political lines. That feel-
ing may be decreasing, but until “ The Pro-
ducer” and the officials desist from introdue-
ing politics, or from entering into political
arguments with various politicians, no matter
what their views may be, the primary pro-
ducers will suspect that the organisation is
not an altogether non-political one. I hope
that it will eventually be proved that the
organisation is not political, when it will do
the good it 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 £5000 was
placed on the Hstimates last year as an
advance for railway freights on starving
stock. T would like to know from the Sec-
retary for Agriculture what amount of money
was spent from that vote. I would also like
to know what amount of money was granted
to farmers from the ~vote of £30,000
that appeared on the last Hstimates for
relief on account of the drought. We
have not yet heard from the Minister what
that amount was. It is necessary for the
hon. gentleman to let this Commiitee know
just what was granted for relief purposes.
When we get to another vote I shall have
the opportunity of referring to another most
important matter, and I shall reserve my
other remarks until then.

Mr. EDWARDS (¥Yanango): I wish to add
a few words to the debate in connection with
this all-important vote. The Department of
Agriculture is a department upon which
depends the making or marring of Queens-
land. This hon. members who have tra-
velled over this State realise that it pos-
sesses the greatest possibilities of any State
within the Commonwealth., Certainly its
possibilities in agriculture are the greatest.
When we consider the products that can be
produced from our soils, we must realise how
esseniial it is for the Government to give
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the leenst consideration to this subject. In
my opinion the Secretary for Agriculture is
not doing his duty in connection with this
State when he allows 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 agriculture that the vote of the
Department of Agriculture and Stock should
be increased so that greater assistance may
be given to the development of those indus-
tries from which practically the whole wealth
of the State is derived.

Several things have been discussed on
this vote which are of great interest, not
only to the agriculturist but to everyone
in Queensland, and we might say to everyone
in Australia. One was In connection with
the exhibit which was sent to the Wembley
Txhibition, and which was fully discussed
Ly the hon. member for Oxler. The hon.
member went into details, and instanced
niistakes that had been made. I hope the
Department of Agriculture will benefit by
those mistakes and by the criticism of the
hon. member. If we are going to advertise
the State and its products on the other side
of the world, which is certainly ecssential—
particularly from an cxport point of view—
we require all the assistance and advice that
it is possible to get.

In connection with the Primary Producers’
Organisation Act which we have had working
in Quecensland for some considerable time,
I am one who believes that very much
greater work could have been done by
that organisation had the Secretary for
Agriculture taken notice of the suggestions
given by the Country party when the Bill was
going thvough the House. It was stated
definitely from this side of the Chamber
that the measure could not possibly work
successfully unless it was founded on_a
commodity basis, each industry interesting
itself in its own products and endeavouring
to organise that industry.

When the measure was going through the
House in 1922 I made these remarks—
“I am endeavouring to show that
the producers of this State require to
be careful in connection with this matter,
and I would suggest to the Secretary for
Agriculture that the sectional organisa-
{ions in existence at the present time
shouid be taken in as organisations in
connection with this scheme. My rcason
for suggesting that is because, after all,
when you bring the maizegrowers, the
sugar-growers, the dairymen, and other
sections of the agricultural industry
together you find that their interests are
not identical.”

There were many other references on
similar lines from this side of the Chamber.
Had the 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. One great

drawback of the organisation is that it
has not direct representatives from the
different industries. The people who are

producing 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
factory had representation. One must
realise how very careful any Minister must
be when dealing with the agricultural pur-
suits of the State, particularly in the matter
of organisation. It must be realised that,
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as we bring quantities of land under agri-
-culture, particularly small areas, so we shall
increase the production of our different
agricultural products. To do this we must
find the money and must give attention to
the marketing of our products. We must
give more attention than we have in the
past to see that the distributing of these
products from the producer to the consumer
1s given better supervision and consideration.

From the wears of expericnce I have had
in connhection with co-operative organisations
in the State T am satisfied that the Council
of Agriculture will eventually have to get
back to what the dairymen and men in other
industries asked for when the Council of Agri-
culture came into existence. The Council
of Agriculture will have to lay the founda-
tions of different distributing companies 30
that the products of the State will be
handled with less cxpense to the consuming
population than is now the case. That 1s
the 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 have to go back and lay the foundation
of distributing companies handled by the pro-
ducers on the one hand and by the consuming
population on the other.

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

“That in order to assure to primary
producers the possibilities of controlling
the marketing of their produce, legis-
lative provision be made and loan moeneys
be made available for the establishment
of co-operative produce agencies, to be
controlled by the primary producers
themselves through a properly consti-
tuted directorate elected by the sub-
scribing shareholders.”

It will be remembered that amendments
were moved from the other side of the
House, purely political, simply at cross 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. Surely
we are big enough to rise above that sort
of thing and assist the primary producers
of this State in the way of handling their
products from the producers to the consum-
mg public. Instead of obstructing our
‘enceavours, Labour representatives should
do everything in their power to see that the
organisations of the industrial worker also
work along co-operative lines. They should
see that the worker gets products with as little
leakage of expense as possible betwesn the
producer and consumer. That is the only
method by which we shall achieve success.

I shall 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
entirely from the cotton-growers and of giving
them an opportunity of getting down to a
basis of producing cotton by methods which
will be 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 well 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
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interests and in the interests of the State,
to do what is best for the industry. Even-
tually we shall have to get back to that
position.  We have to realise that the
farmers are the men who are going to grow
the cotton and, if they are hampered too
much, they will not grow it at all. There-
fore the DMinister will do well to realise
that the time has arrived to lift the ban on
ratoon cotton as well as all other restrie-
tions, if the cotton industry is to be saved
to Queensland. 1t is pitiable to listen to

men who have lost hundreds of pounds
through the ban on ratoon cotton.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You
are always squealing.

Mr. EDWARDS: The hon. gentleman

himself is very often squealing about differ-
cent matters. In my distriect one man had
£500 worth of ratoon cotton ripe on the
bushes and the men available for picking it,
but, when permission was asked to market it,
he was turned down, although the expert
opinion was that that cotton was equally as
good as the plant colton that he was picking.
The result was that he had to open his fence
and turn his cattle in.

Mr. DasH: What stopped him from pick-
ing the cotton?

Mr. EDWARDS: It was ratoon cotfon.
That man was a tremendous loser and not
only that, but it prevented men from getting
work because, when they had finished pick-
ing the plant cotton, they had to leave the
district. I hope the Minister will take notice
of these things, 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 ahead.

The high cost of transport is also retard-
ing the development of our primary indus-
tries, and I want to say to the Secretary for
Agriculture that the freights at present
charged are not fair. The hon. gentleman,
in his capacity as Secretary for Agriculture,
should have used all the influence he could
possibly bring to bear to prevent the freight
on primary products being increased quite
rogently. It is absolutely wrong to increase
the freight on primary products at the pre-
sent time, seeing that the primary pro-
ducers are struggling after years of drought.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: How
would yvou view the question of making the
railways free altogether?

Mr. EDWARDS: If the Government go
on in the way they are going, they will have
to run the railway free directly.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

AMr. EDWARDS: I hope the Minister will
use his influence in that direction, bccause
the present freights charged press very
harshly indeed on the primary producers.

1 want to say something in connection with
the relief that was given to the producers
during the last financial year. 1 believe
that the Minister did all he possibly could
to see that the farmers who were struggling
got some assistance, and 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. T
hope the Minister will consider the question
of avoiding harsh treatment in connection
with the repayment of the advances that
were made. One can recalise 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
very 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 bard case, that men should get the
relief for nothing, but the Minister should
be lenient ir the matter of repayments. No
one knows botter than T do the difficulties that
crop up in connection with the development
of the land.

There is another matter that should receive
very great consideration at the hands of the
Government. That is the development of
the byr-products in connection with the dairy-
ing industry. Up to the present time we
have done very litfle in connection with the
by-products of milk. I hope the Council of
Agriculture, as well as the Department of
Agriculture, will go deeply into this matter
and see whether greater assistance cannot
be given 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
basis in connection with all our primary pro-
ducts. The questions that are being dis-
cussed at the present time by the Council
of Agriculture and by many of the officers
of the Department of Agriculture are ques-
tiens thati, 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 our industries, as has been done in
New Zealand,

The question of providing storage for
maize is one that interests my district, and,
I think, the whole of the State. The Council
of Agriculture bas gone into this question,
and I hope that the Government will give
every assistance in this direction, because I
am satisfied that no pool will be of any use
to the maize-growers until proper storage
accommodation can be provided to hold the
maize for some 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 ecarly rains come, there will be a very
large crep this year.

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

Mr. EDWARDS: I have cxplained my
position thoroughly 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 Queensland would not hesitate to form a
pool. If a maize pool is formed, I hope the
Council of Agriculture will see that none
but business men are put in responsible posi-
tions. That 1s where the serious drawback
in connection with all our co-operative
movements comes in.

The SrecRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: What
do you mean by that? Do you mean that
the farmers cannol 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 speak I asked him
not to introduce petty party polities. T think
it is disgusting; 1 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

[Mr. Edwards.
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no product in regard to which there is
more need for assistance in the matter of
storage and in marketing.”

The SECRETARY FOoR AGRICUTLTURE: You did
not mention anything about pools there.

Mr. EDWARDS: 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.

Mr. GrepsoN: You want the Government
to make the porridge and put it into their
mouths as well.

Mr. EDWARDS: It would do the hon.
member 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-
men} and the Council of Agriculture will
give all the assistance possible to sce that
these silos are built within the State.

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

Mr. EDWARDS: I am a believer 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.
Mr. HARTLEY: You differ from the hon.
member for Stanley, who spoke yesterday.

Mr. EDWARDS: I cannot 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 understand that certain suggestions
in connection with the building of silos have
been made. It is up to Queensland to get
every assistance 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
Minister realizes, I am sure, that it is neces-
sary sometimes 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 CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has exhausted the time allowed him under
the Standing Orders.

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

1 suppose that this is probably the last
occasion on which we shall have the present
TUnder 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 associated with the
Department of Agriculture. If he has to
leave during the present 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!) T think that
he has carried out his duties cffectively 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
Nanango 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
warning in this connection. In my opinion,
the usc of the motor-car has reduced at the
very lowest computation the number of horses
required in industry by 60,000, and thus de-
crensed the use of maize as fodder. I think
that the number of motor-cars which are
registered in Queensland is somewhere about

30,000, and vou can safely assume that
cach car has probably taken the place
of two horses. If we are going to get
good seasons for raize, such as the
last season, we shall have to look abroad
for markets. We have not got a suffi-
cient market in Australia 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
Quecnsiand.

The matter 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
pionecered the indusiry 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 7?

Mr. TAYLOR: I want to see factories
started in Queensland when there is a hope
of their being successful, but I do not want
to see them started here when failure is
written 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 if we are to hold it satisfactorily. I
have looked at a photograph of the silos in
the report of the Department of Public
Works. Tt is possible those who are respon-
sible for building those silos have forgotten
more about the matter than I know, but
I do not like the practice of making silcs
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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
very tall silo, so that, if it should happen
that some inferior maize or something else
aets into one compartment, it will not de-
preciate the whole of the maize but only the
maize in that particular compartment, and
the less will be less than if the silo were
hizher and bigger. However, the wisdom or
otherwise of building these big silos will be
demonstrated fully in the near future. Whilst
I amin speaking of maize, 1 would like to
mention  that thousands of bags are now
Leing exported to London, and, if it were
not for the maize which is going overseas and
to the Southern States, where thers has been
a shortage, T do not know what the farmers
would got at all. Whether the export of
maize to London will prove profitable or not
I do not know.

I would like to draw attention again to a
matter with which 1 have dealt before
inn this Chamber. I refer to the large amount
of produce which is coming into Queensland
but which we should be growing here—more
particularly chaff coming over the border.
Thousands and thousands of tons arc coming
11 every month, and we are sending out of
the State thousands of pounds every year to
pay for it. We could grow chaff, but, prac-
tically speaking, we are growing none at all

Mre. Burcock : Can’t you find out why?

Mr. TAYLOR: I want to find out the
reason, hut the fact remains that we are
practically importing 98 per cent. of the
oaten chaff which we are using. I honestly
believe that I am not over-stating the case.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The
people in the South are taking 98 per cent.
of our sugar.

My, TAYLOR: They cannot grow sugar in
the South, but we can grow chaff. If they
could grow sugar in Victoria, they would
not take so much of our sugar.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They can
grow best sugar in Victoria very successfully
at the present price of sugar in Australia.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Maffra beet sugar
factory was a white elephant for quite a
number 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 State. I should hike o
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 there 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.

Another 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
cstablish 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 spending tens of thousands of pounds
every year for cocoa beans imported into
Australia. I think that at present they come
in free because they are not produced in the
Commonwealth, The confectionery industry
has grown to such an enormous extent of
recent vears and the sugar industry, which is
vital to us, is so closely affected, that the

Mr. Taylor.)



890 Supply.

matter is well worth attention. Recently 1
had the privilege of visiting MacRobertson’s
factory in Melbourne, where they make
swoets which are supplicd practically through-
out the whole of Australia, and I got somo
figures which are really astonishing. They
ars using there somewh:re about 5,000 tons
of Queensland sugar cvery year in the manu-
fazture of their products, so that we are
ly concerned in the success of the con-
feetionery industry in Awustralia, and, if wo
could add the production of the cocoa bean to
our sagar production, we would be conferring
& great benefit upon Australia and our own
State in particular.. The hon. member for
Oxley a few minutes ago told us how the
MacRobertson exhibit had been placed in a
prominent position in the Australian display
wt Wembley Exhibition at the expense of the
Queensland sugar industry. Mr. MacRobert-
son_himself toid me that he was sending 60
or 70 tons of confectionery to Wembley, and
was going to put up the finest exhibit of con-
fectionery that had ever besn shown in any
market in the world. I asked him whether
he was exporting, and he =aid, ~* Very little.”
He added, however, that he was very hopeful
that, as a result of his efforts ar Wembley,
he would be able to develop an oversea trade.
These industries are so interwoven one with
the other that we want fo see both of them
estublished here in Quecnsiand.

Roference was made in the last report of
the Secretary for Agriculture to the tobacco
and coffce growing industries, and the state-
ment was made that the depavtment had
shown guite a lot of activity in the matter,
but there was no response at all from the
zrowers.  We recollect, of course, that some
vears ago the late Government endeavoured
to establish the tobacco industry and had a
tobacco expert, Mr. Nevill. Quite a lot of
money was spent by the Government and hy
farge land firms in endeavouring to estab-
lish it at Texas, but for some rcason or other
it all ended in nothing. Similar remarks
apply to th~ coffce industry. It is unfortu.
nate that it should bie so, and if the Minister
and the department could do anything to
establish these industries on a sound payable
hasis they would be doing excellent work
for Quesnsland and Australia as well, par-
ticularly when we consider the immense
amount of tobacco which is imported every
vear.

With regard to the Council of Agriculture,
my idea 1s that, if the primary producers
wish to work out their salvation, co-operation
on their part and officient organisation are
what are really rcquired. When we reach
the limit of local consumption and have to
send goods overseas to compete with goods
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
arise as a result of which certain exported
goods have to be sold at less than the cost
of production, that is no reason why the
price to the local consumer should be at a
less rate than the cost of production. I
certainly think that every effort should he
made to maintain for the benefit of the local
producer such a price as will give him a fair
and adequate return for the labour which he
has expended. Of course it is difficult to
estimate 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 growing
wheat.

[Mr. Paylor.
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At 1220 p.m.,

My. Grepsox (Ipswich), one of the panel
of Temporary Chairmen, relieved the Chair-
man in the chair.

Mr. TAYLOR : If our land was of cqual
value and it costs us about the same price
to cultivate that arca, and I got the rain
and the Minister did not, and I got 14
bushefs to the acre and he got about 4
bushels. how are we going to arrive at a
fair cost of preduction, when it cost the
hon. gentleman as much to produce 4 bushels
per acre as it cost me to produce 14 bushels?

I understand there has been really no
reduction in this vote.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Hear,
hear !

Mr. TAYLOR: 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 freights, and
a reduction of £11,000 in connection with
the Council of Agriculture. Those items
fully account for any diflerence that may
appear in the vote this year, I do not
think that we can fairly and reasonably
sav that the vote has been cut down in any
way. At the present time we are blessed
with favourable scasons, and, although by
and large the prices of commodities are not
as satisfactory as we would like, I think
that, if the efforts that are being made are
honestly carried out, there will be some
itnprovement in prices. We ure not going
to be always on the downward grade. It
is gratifying tc know that in the dairving
industry increased supplies are coming to

hand as compared with last month, and
more particularly as compared with last
year, It is only by ample ‘protection,

efficient organisation, and by cutting out
all unnevessary costs that we shall be able.
probably, to reduce the cost of living
slightly without detrimentally affecting the
standard of comfort which exists at the
present time.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon, W. N. Gillies, Facham): I think the
Chairman of Committees made a very wise
suggestion in regard to the method of deal-
ing with the Hstimates in connection with
my depavtment. Owing to the difficulty
of confining oneself to the items that one
waould like to talk about, he suggested that
there should be a general discussion on the
vote for ¢ Chief Office.”” That was a very
common-sense suggestion, and where Stand-
ing Orders or Acts of Parliament corflict
with common sense they should be altered.
The suggestion was a goocd one, but it makes
it more difficult for me to reply to all that
has been said, but I shall follow the usual
practice adopted by me since I have been
Secretary for Agriculture, and that is to
analyse carefully all that has been said
by hon. members on both sides. Although
under a system of party politics a lot of
political sapital is attempted in dealing with
these subjects, many practical suggestions
are made by hon. members on both sides,
and I have always referred them to the
officers of the department 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 ihink that the speeches
delivered by hon. members on both sides
indicate that members of Parliament endorse
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what the thirtieth President of the United
States of America, J, A. Garfield, said about
agriculture. Amongst other things, he said—

“ At the head of scicnce and art, at
the head of civilisation and progress
stands not militarism the science that
kills, not commerce the art that accu-
mulates wealth, but agriculturc the
mother of all industry, the maintenance
of human life.”

I might say I never particularly sought the
position of Secrctary for Agriculture; I never
asked the Premier to give me that position.
It was not the portfolio that I wanted;
but I think it is generally accepted, apart
from any party feeling—indeed it is accepted
in the country—that I have done some-
thing to make this a useful department.
I admit that I have not done all that
I would like to have done. Probably if

more money had been available I would
have appointed a greater number of
experts—perhaps J should not have used

the word “ experts,” but men who would
advise and deal with technical matters—par-
ticularly to deal with the destructive pests
in this State. Possibly I would have becn
able to do more in that direction, but I
think I can convince the Committee, and I
certainly shall be able to convince the
farmers of Queensland, that I have done
something 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 concerned, and
constitutes a record so far as legislation
affecting that department is concerned. TFive
years ago there were twenty-two Acts of
Parliament affecting the department. and
seven of them have been amended in very
important directions by me, and fourteen new
Acts have been passead by me. I am quite
aware that those fourteen new Acts, drastic as
some of them may appear to be to thoss hold-
ing contrary views and to some hon. members
opposite, are welcomed by the farmers.
Some of the Acts deal with compulsory
co-operative marketing, which is one of the
burning questions of the age. In a few ycars’
time those who are opposed to compulsory
co-operative marketing will come along as
thev always have done when a thing becomes
an established fact, when the majority of the
people realise the importance and necessity
for it, and say that they always believed in
such things. Just as the workers in the early
days recognised that some compulsion was
necessary and that some preference should
be given to the people who did the organis-
ing in the industry—so will the farmers
recognisc—and indeed they are recognising—
that some form of compulsion is very often
necessary in order properly to manufacture,
transport, and market the products of their
labour. Some of the Acts that I have been
responsible for introducing into this Par-
liament and having placed on the statute
book may appear very drastic to thoze who
are opposed to them, but in time they
will prove a great success, and those who
criticise them to-day—both newspapers and
politicians—will say that they believed in
them all the time. Indeed there is a notable
change in the attitude of newspapers and
hon. members opposed to this party with
regard to fruit marketing, the establishment of
pools, and compulsory co-operative market-
ing. The time has gone by when a small
minority of farmers, or a small minority

3
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of any class of people, should be allowed to
have that freedom which encroaches on the
{reedom of the large majority when it comes
to the question of marketing primary pro-
ducts or anything else. That is recognised.
Quecensland, I submit, in her legislation so
far as the farmers are concerned, is in
advance of any country in the world, and
particularly in advance of any other State
in Australia. There are indications 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, and the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Organisation Act. Those Acts had
their defects. I have never said that those
Acts were perfect. I had the honour of
introducing the Main Roads Act at the
request of the then Secretary for Public
Works, Mr. Theodore. I said that, while
no Government would dare to repeal that
Act, it would be amended and improved
from time to time. I do not claim that any
Bill T introduced into the House is perfect,
but it is surely the duty of the Opposition
to call attention to the defeets. I think
they will give me credit for accepting any
reasonable amendment that I considered
was going to improve the legislation. A
number of the Acts were of an experimental
nature, and would of necessity have tc be
amended from time fo 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 and then dissolve, having done all that
is possible.

When I came to my department five years
ago the number of letters per month was
44,014, whereas to-day the number per month
is 84,999, or just about twice the number
received five vears ago. In 1914-15 the total

appropriation for the department was
£123,757, whercas the appropriation last
vear from Consolidated Revenue, Trust

Funds, 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 now been taken over by my depart-
ment.

I appreciate very much what the hon.
member for Windsor has said with reference
to the Under Secretary, Mr. Scriven. I
think Mr. Scriven is one of the most popular
public servants in the State, and a man
from whom I shall fecl the wrench of part-
ing keenly. There is a lot of the man about
Myr. Scriven. He is a manly officer. Unfor-
tunately he lives in an age when young men
are oxpected to take control of things.
Something has been =aid about Government
by 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. Scriven has
to retire—he has been granted extensions on
several occasions amounting in the aggregate
to two or three years—I personally will feel
his severance with the department. 1 recog-
nise that his retirement is inevitable, and
that the younger men have to come along
and take the place of older men. I hope
that they will make an effort not only to do
as well as but better than their predecessors.

Hon. W. N. GQillies.]
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[12.30 p.m.]

Mr. Branp: I hope that you will be able
to get a successor within your own depart-
ment,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I hoype 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 realise that claimants for
the position will be numerous, but I have
been long enough in the department to know
what I want, and I am going to make the
very best effort to secure a man out of my
department.

Amongst the numerous criticisms levelled
by hon. members opposite—I cannot detail all
that was said—were charges of failure made
against the depariment and myself, and all
other references that were made in regard
to the department and myself. It must be
admitted by anyone listening to the criti-
cism that it has been very contradictory.
One hon. member did not believe in the
employment of experts in connection with
the cotton industry. Some were of opinion.
that the cotton speeialist, Mr. Wells, who is
drawing a big salary, should be sent away
and that a farmer should be allowed to guide
the destinies of the cotton industry. On the
other hand the hon. member for Carnarvon
suggested  that the Government should
appoint more experts to deal with pests in
sheep, and he emphasised the fact that the
losses—he is altogether wrong there—during
the last fow years have bheen entirely due to
the fact that the department has only two
small salaried men a« sheep experts. Taking
the criticiem all through there has been quite
a lot of inconsistencies. That is only natural,
as hon. members cannot be expected to
think through the same quill in regard to
criticism. If T do not reply to all the criti-
cism that has been levelled, I hope that
hon. members will not think that it was
through want of courtesy on my 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
leaving the land and going to the city. I
admit that is a very useful subject for poli-
ticians 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 sce if they do prove what was asserted.
The tendency for people to leave the land
for the ci*y 1s a modern one that is not con-
fined to Queensland or Australia.

GOVERNMENT MemBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
At the Science Congress sitting in Adelaide
a few days ago one of the lecturers pointed
out one of the causes, which is not generally
recognised or referred to by politicians, is
the progress of science and machinery. The
politician 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 subseribe to that doctrine. It is not
that the conditions of the ecity are too good
but because the conditions in the country are
not good enough.

Mr. Bravp: That is what we say.

[Hon. W. N. Qillies.
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
No. The hon. member for Lockyer—I took
down his exact words and they are to be
found in “ Hansard”—pointed out that taxa-
tion and high wages are responsible for the
unnatural tendency for people to leave the
land and come to the city. There are many
reasons for it. City life has many attractions,
but it has no attractions for me. Tt has no
attractions for many men who desirc 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 this
problem. This is a matter that has not been
given consideration to in the past because
the farmers were not organised. The legis-
Iation that the Government have introduced
of recent years to permit the farmers to
organise, to pool their products, and make
provision for the better marketing of their
products all tends to a stabilisation of prices.
Other States in the Commonwealth are also
giving attention {o this matter.

I wish to reply particularly to the state-
mentz of the hon. member {for Lockyer in
regard to land settlement. He said that land
settlement was not progressing in Queens-
iand as it ought. I will quote the latest
figures available in the ¢ Commonwealth Year
Book™ and they will, perhaps, help hon. mem-
bers to deal with the matter. Fon. members
have in the course of the debate complained
of the delay in tabling departmental reporis,
Lut thesc reports are made available a great
deal in advance of the reports of other States
and the Commonwealth. The Commonwealth
Statistician is a vear behind in his statistics.
The reason why our reports are not furnished
carlier is becauss 70 per cent. or 80 per cent.
of them have to be collected by the police and
other Stat» officers, and sometimes have to
he returned two or three times before a
correct return can be sccured. Agricultural
statistics are important, and, if the figures
are to be furnished, we must wait until the
State Statistician has compiled them. The
latest figures in regard to land settlement in
the ¢ Commonwealth Year Book’ are up to
the end of 1921. The first figurcs are those
relating to the area under crop as follows:—

Area under Crops.

Year. i New South Victoria. [ Queensland.
| Wales, i
Acres, Acres. ] Acres,
1906 2,826,657 | 8,303,586 | 559,753
1914 4,807.001 | 4,622,759 792,568
1921 4,445,828 | 4,530,312 Ji 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.

GOVERNMENT AIEMBERS: 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
misleading in regard to land settlement. No
Government can create or make land. The
eyes of the country were picked out of
Queensland before the Labour party came
into power.

Mr. Hartrey : 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 of what is termed the opening up of
the country, but it was really making the
country available to the speculator and enahl-
ing that individual to make a profit out of
the people who really wanted to use the
land. I f{ind that the figures in regard to
land settlement for the same period are—

|
New South | ‘

Year. Victoria. | Queensland.
‘Wales. i
Acres. | Acres. Acres.
1906 52,486,086 | 22,964,029 | 14,585,560
1914 59,825,380 | 24,138,965 16,244,541
1921 42,860,983 | 24,903,109 | 17,152,428
|

These figures show that from 1914 to 1921 there
was an increasc of the land under settlement
in New South Wales of 7.6 per cent., an
increase in Victoria of 3.1 per cent., and an
incresse in Queensland of 5.5 per cent.

Mr. Morgan: You know that you have
more land here to settle than in those other
States, and those figures arc therefore mis-
leading.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The figures I have quoted are convincing.
Politicians 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, very
convineing.

At 12.40 p.m.,

The CrairmMaN resumed the chair.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
As the hon. member for Windsor rightly
pointed out, there is really no decrease in
the vote for the Department of Agriculture.
I want to say, in regard to the Council of
Agriculture, that the Government first of
all undertook to pay the expenses of the
provisional council and, owing to the fact
that the scason was bad and the organisation
was not complete, the Government undertock
the expense for a further year. The Council
of Agriculture wisely decided to oppose a
levy on the people who were recelving the
benefit of the Council’s operations. I remem-
ber that more than ore hon. member oppo-
site said—and I agreed with 1t—that the
organisation would never be any geod until
the farmers huad to pay for it themselves.
Anything that is worth having is worth pay-
ing for. However. the farmers were not
asked to do that. The Government were pre-
pared to subsidise a fund for five years for
the purpese of the Council of Agriculture
carrying out its functions, that subsidy to
bo to the extent of pound for pound.

That cnabled us to reduce this vote by
£11,000 this year, thanks to the decent
season—vwhich 13 the first good season Labour
has expericnced since coming into power in
Queensland.

Mr. BraxD : Pull your left leg.
laughter.)

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The laugh of the hon. member for Carnarvon
alwavs reminds me of thosa beautiful words
of Goldsmith—

“The watch-dog’s voice that bay’d the
whispering wind,
And the loud laugh that spoke the
vacant mind,”

(Opposition
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Then drought relief was given to the extent
of $£30,000, railway freights for the relief of
starving stock £5,000. Those items really
account for the difference in the vote.

One hon. member of the Opposition—I
think it was the hon. member for Nanango—
suggested that I should use my influence to
sce that the vote of the Department of
Agriculture was not cut down. No doubt
th: hon. member would say the same thing
to the Secrctary for Railways with regard to
railway fares and freights—that the Secre-
tars for Railways should use his influence
to see that the vote for his department was
rot cut down. If he wanted a school in his
electorate, the hon. member would use the
same argument to the Secretary for Public
Works.

We have mnot yet acquired the art of
making monecy. I remember Mr. Denham,
when he was Premier of this State and I
introduced a deputation to him from both
sides of the Chamber urging the introduction
of a Main Roads Act, saying that he had
not discovered any 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 would have to borrow, and
they were not prepared to do that. If
remained for the Labour party to introduce
the Main Roads Act, which has proved a
beon 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 was made to the extent of £30,782,
so that the total expenditure on drought
relief last year was £64.498 Ts. 3d. Fodder
relief was granted to 2,150 farmers, the total
amount being £53,486. Personal relief was
granted to 612 farmers. This was in the
nature of cash to assist farmers to buy the
nocessary commoditics for themselves and
families, and the amount was £10,957. That
malkes the total vote. Then we have railway
freights for starving stock.

Mr. Harrriey: Do those come under the
heading ““ Doles?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
No. I do not think we should call them
doles. That ipsulting term is only used to
apply to the pcor unfortunate wage-carner
who happens to be out of work. If he and
his wife and family arc starving in the city
through no fault of their own and they have
to apply for the relief placeu at their dis
posal by a humane Government, that insult-
ing term is used. Wheun the relicf applies
to the man on the land the term is not
used.

Mr. Epwarps: That is not fair.
farmers have to pay back the a‘nounts.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The bon. member for Nanango has endeav-
onred tn impress me with the necessity of
looking after the man on the land. There
is mo necessity to do that becruse I have
been on the tand as long as the hon. member,
and probably I have done morce pioneering
work than the hon. member. No doubt, if
I go on the Jand again I shall do as well
out of it as the hon. member.

Mr. Epwarns: You know you have been
a failure.

The SECRETARY 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 samne time the Government are not unduly
exacting. The farmer has twelve 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 always suggested that
the farmer does not want charity; he wants
justice.
OprosiTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. EpwarDs: We agree with that.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
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 *‘ Miscellaneous Services.”

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 «eal with the Estimates of any par-
ticular depariment. 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—Report tabled 26th October, 1921.

1922—Report tabled 11th July, 1923
(during the recess).

And the same thing applies to the last
report, which was tabled during the recess.
Therefore there is nothing new about the
report of the Department of Agriculture and
Stock being delayed until at least October.
We arc unable to furnish a report because
the figures have not yet been received 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 talked about
because it sounds well to say that we should
utilise our various by-products, but I main-
tain that, if we have no market for the
product, it is no use talking about settling
people on the land and opening up country.
Thoso are 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 ecrop.
The agriculturist takes a risk as to seasons,
@s seasons cannot be regulated by the Go-
vernment or by the agriculturist himself. He
also talkes 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 suecessfully 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.
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kind of way without paying any attention
to what the phrase means, because the cost
of production, as the hon. member for Wind-
sor emphasised, differs between farm and
farm, between man and man, and from day
to day. To-day @ man may have a good
up-to-date dairy herd and foc-morrow,
through some disease, he may lose half his
herd.  After all, whose cost of production
are we going to take? That of the man
with the hoe, struggling along on inferior
land with the worst possible farm, or that
of the man with the best up-to-date farm,
the best land, the best agricultural machin-
ery, and unlimited capital? I admit the
cost of production is the right basis on
which to pay farmers, and all one can do is
to take the law of averages over a term of
years and for a number of farmers engaged
in an industry. By that means you will be
able to arrive at what is called the  cost
of production.” We arc all consumers, but
unfortunately we are not all producers.
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 uscful 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 payment; and a reasonable reward
for the labour of all those engaged in the
agricultural or any other industry, whether
they do work for themselves or work for
wages, is the policy of the Labour party.

Mr. G. P. Baryes: What about ¢ produe-
tion for use and not for profit?”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am quite prepared to discuss that question
with the hon. member at the proper time,
but not now. All production is for use,
but, fortunately for the hon. member he
belongs to that class which is able to get
profits without any production at all.

I agree that the question of malize silos
is one of the very greatest importance to
the maizegrowers, and I was a little sur-
prised to hear the hon. member for Nanango
say that he had always been in favour of
a compulsory maize pool. I apologise to
him for believing that he was ugainst the
formation of the recent maize pool because
he did not think there was sufficient storage
facilities available for the storage of maize.
However, he has assured the Committee
that he has always been in favour of a
compulsory maize pool.

Mr. Epwarps: 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 muaize
now being shipped away which was referred
to by the hon. member for Windsor would
be in the hands of the pool, which would
be 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 present time the maizegrower is perhaps
not g-tting the cost of production, and, if he
is not going to get the cost of production
next scason, he is not going to grow maize
at all. The farmer, like everyone else, is
not in the business for the benefit of his
health. He engages in the calling that
pays him best, and, if the sugar-growing is
more profitable than maizegrowing and he
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can get a sugar farm, he will grow sugar-
cane. In order to put the maizegrowing
irdustry on a proper footing it is necassary
to establish grain-handling facilities and
maize silos in all the maizegrowing districts.
We have onme in the north of Queensland
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 storage scheme
there will enable maize to be bhrought 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. The
scheme will not be complete until the whole
of the maizegrowers in Australia form
such pools and have storage accommodation
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:
stand transport?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Most of it will. The Atherton maize got
a bad reputation because in the early days
the 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 very bad condition,
but now the quality is good. There is
nothing new about maize silos. When I was
in Melbourne recently I approached the
Commonwealth Treasurer and asked him to
extend to the Queensland maizegrowers the
facilities that his Government had extended
to the wheatgrowers of Western Australia,
South Australia, and New South Wales.
Dr. Earle Page said that, if the Queensland
producers could formulate a workable scheme
that would benefit the maizegrowers of the
whole of Australia, he would be justified in
favourably considering such a scheme and in
granting some financial assistance. What 1
would suggest is that the Commonwealth
make available, 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 whol: of the State—then
follow that up with an agitation in the South.
After all, our pools are of no use uunless
they are followed up by pools in the southern
States. This has been brought home to us
in regard to butter, fruit, and in regard
to everything else. We are up against
Section 92 of the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion, which provides that frece trade shall
exist between the States. Xy own opinion
is that that section of the Constitution does
not apply, the High Court ruling notwith-
standing. I do not think the {ramers
of the Federal Constitution ever interded
that the primary producers of the different
States should suffer.. Section 92 was origin-
ally intended to apply to customs duties
only; but the various High Court rulings
make it impossible for the State of Queens-
land to make effective a pool system to give
protection tc the primary producers of this
State,

That brings me to ihe question of the
stabilisation of the prices of dairy produce.
There has been a good deal of criticism and
some political capital made out of the
efforts of the Council of Agriculture to get

Will that northern maize
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the Commonwealth Government to agree to
an Act to make it possible for the dairy
farmers of the Commonwealth to regulate
local prices, and deal with interstate sales
and with the exportable surplus. It might
be pointed out by me that the criticisms
tkat have been made in this Chamber with
regard to that particular matter have not
been altogether fair, because the State has
done all 1t could. The Premier of Queens-
land has wired to the Commonwealth Prime
Minister telling him that the Queensland
Government were behind the move of the
Council of Agriculture for the stabilisation
of dairy products. We are consistent (n
that.

Mr. Morean: Were
attached to that wire?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
No condition at all. We simply stated
that we were behind the scheme. I put
the scheme before the Premier the day ho
arrived back from England, and I said we
were quite justified in agreeing to the sug-
gestion of the Council of Agriculture to
ask the Commonweaith Government to give
assistance to the scheme. 1 am very sorry
that it is not the policy of the Prime
Minister or the policy of his party to allow
farmers to have such control. )

Mr. Moreax: They are bringing in a
Bill to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I saw the Primc Minister in Melbourne
the night before I left, and he promised
me that a Bill would be introduced, but
he said he wanted to look very carefully
intoe it to see what powers it conforred.
1 understand that the Bill largely is on the
lires of the New Zealand Act, which deals
with the exportable surplus. That Act has
accomplished a great deal, but the primary
producery of Australia expected a great
deal more from the Prime Minister, They
expected him to give power to the producers
themselves to regulate prices in regard to
interstate sales. He is not prepared to do
that, and, if time permitted I would give
my views with regard to the proposal for
an excise and bounty, with which I entirely
disagree.

Mr. Morgax: You won’t give us that
power in Queensland.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

ou have got that power now. The power
that the farmers in Queensland have is
practically unlimited. I received a request
from the butter factories—which request 1
am going to grant—to enable a butter pool
to be established in this State.

Mr. Morcean: The Commissioner of Prices
will not allow them to fix a price.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
As regards the Commissioner of Prices
keeping prices down as suggested by an
hov. member yesterday, I would ask what.
is the attitude of the Prime Minister 7 The
Prime Minister has set himself against this
scheme because he says it involves prico-
fixing. The leader of the Opposition and
members of the Country party should
use their influence with the Prime Minister
end his party to induce him and his Go-
vernment to give the butter farmers of
Australia what they have asked for in thig
regard.,

Mr Moorr: Are the butter factories or
the butter producers going to have a vote on
the butter pool ¥

Hon. W. N. Gillies.]
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
The request made to me is that the co-opera-
tive factories, who really represent the
butter producers of this State, should be
given 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
farmers. They also feared the danger that
obtained in regard to the formation of a
maize pool. I have dealt with the question
of the stabilisation of dairy produce. I have
also referred to the modern tendency, which
the Opposition would like to ascribe to this
Government, for the pcople to leave the
lansd and come to the cities, I might mention

that at a Science Congress deal-

[2 pam.] ing with this matter one of the

delegates in dealing with this
modern tendency which is evident in every
country pointed out a further reason why
the change has taken place, and it is a
very logical one. He said that, owing to
the scientific growth in plant and machinery,
the people on the land—perhaps not so much
in this country as in other countries—are
able to produce a great deal more by the
adoption of scientific methods. The require-
ments of the pcople are met so far as
primary products are concerned by a lesser
number of employecs 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. course, higher

prices could sometimes be obtained in other
parts of the world We are told that we
should get Tondon parity; but, when
that does not suit, increased prices are
cleimed. I have never advocated London
rarity or any other parity. I say that the
Australian farmers should get the cost of
production. Just as the farmers should
reseive a fair return, so should the workers
in the cities be well paid. The Labour
party are not responsible for the tendency
of peaple to come from the country into the
citics, The Labour Government have done
more duritg the last eight or nine years in
Queensland to improve the life of the man
«n the land than previous Governments did,
ond he is more prosperous to-day, in spite
of the droughts and market fluctuations and
others thingz over which we have no control.
We have done more to improve the conditions
of the man on the land—the man who is
commonly called the backbone of the coun-
try—and to make him more prosperous and
contented and to make things better for his
wife and children than they have ever been
before in any other State.

The sugar industry has been mentioned in
connection with the question of stabilisation
of dairy. products, and that industry affords
a very gocd illustration in that respect; but
prices in the sugar industry were not stabilised
and could not be stabilised by the Queens-
land Government alone. It could only be
done by co-operation with the Commonwealth
Government, and that applies to all our Aus-
tralian industries in Queensland. We can only
stabilise prices within the State if the other
States do likewise. We might fix the price
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of wheat grown here, seeing that we do not
produce enough for our own requirements,
but under the Federal Constitution we can-
nor prevent any other State from sending
cheap wheat into Queensland. If it had not
been for the co-operation of the Common-
vewlth Government, we could not have
stabilised the price of sugar. I want to
make a brief reference to that. It does not
come under thiz vote, but it is of great
importance to us that the present control
of the sugar industry not only gives the
Australian consumer the cheapest and best
sugar in the world, but it protects absolutely
every individual employed in the industry.

The Arbitration Gourt—for years we fought
to get it for the workers—protected the
worker; the cane price legislation promul-
gated by this Government protected the
interests of the farmer; the Sugar Acquisi-
tion Act—condemned by the party sitting
opposite—enabled us to obtain the raw sugar
at a payable price and provide for the refin-
ing and matketing of the sugar under agree-
ment with the Colonial Sugar Refining Com-
pany, and to fix the price to the consumers
in the capital cities of Australia at a figure
which generally compares favourably with
the prices paid by consumers in other parts
of the world, even though they eat black-
grown sugar. 1 say that that system is good,
and I endeavoured to impress on every
member of 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 lay it down that the price should
be fixed for ten years because that might
not be fair, but the price should be fixed
on the cost of production, and a tribunal
might very well be set up under the agree-
ment for the fixing of the price of sugar for
a period—it might be three years or five
vears. The system of control is so complete
and satisfactory and so consistent with the
policy of a White Australia that everyone—
irrespective of politics—as a Queenslander
and an Australian should urge its continu-
ance. I hope that the small section who are
so favourably disposed to the Colonial Sugar
Refining Company will not try to draw a
ved herring across the trail by talking about
tariff protection. Tariff protection only pro-
tects one section. The present system pro-
tects the consumer, the wage-carner, the
canecutter, the mill hand, the farmer, the
raw sugar manufacturer, the refiner, and the
genceral public.

GoVERNMENT MuMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
We ask that the Commonwealth Government
shall assist us likewise in stabilising the
great dairying industry. I believe that in
a few years Queensland will be the leading
dairying State. We have more land capable
of growing artificial grasses or producing
cream or milk than any of the other States.
The other States have the industry well
established, whereas we are rcally only just
making a start. When I tell hon. members
that the value of the industry in 1914 was
£2.200,000 and this year £5,000.000, I think
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-
sumel can be brought together. That can
be done in my opinion only by a pooling




Supply.

system whereby the butter-producing States of
the Commonw Queensland, New South
Wales, and Victoria—will agree to come
together  with  the Commonwealth under
Federal legislation and supply the local
market at a 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
does, he is an advocate for cheap labour,
and ihis party de. not stand for that. We
have asked the Commonwealth Government,
through the Council of Agriculture, to give
appm\al to the scheme, but I am sorry to
say that the policy does not meet with the
views of the Primne 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
for the Australian producer is the Australian
market, and therefore the control of the
Australian market is more important than
the control of export, even though that is a
very important matter. What is the atti-
tude of the Prime Minister? He refuses to
agree to our scheme because he says it means
price-fixing. Every hon. member on the
other side says that this is a pricefixing
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 T believe that if the
price of dnythmg is fixed by anybody, it
ehould be fixed by the person who has that
article to sell. e should at least have a
say in it. If the wage of the worker is fixed
Ly any onc party, it should be by the person
who has his labour to sell, and if the price
of the farmer’s produce is fixed by anybody,
it should be done by the farmer who has that
produce to sell. The representatives of the
dairy industry offered to agree with the
Prime Minister that he should set up a
tribunal representative of the consumers and
the producers and the Government to fix the
price from time tc time, based on the cost
of production. He was not prepared to do it.

Then they suggested that the price might
be fixed on the exportable value of the
butter. The Prime Minister was not pre-
pared to do that, but he was prepared to
introduce a Bill—I understand it is to be
introduced to-day or to-morrow in the
Federal Parliament—sctting up a board of
producers who will control exports. That
13 a very important thing, because nearly
every exportable article from Australia has
suffered bOCause of the carelessness in con-
nection with exports. The Massey Govern-
ment in New Zealand recognized that, and
during the last few years theyv have passed
two Acts, one dealing with the cxport of
meat and the other dealing with the export
of butter, and that legislation has heen so
successful that the good name of New
Zealand in conncetion with meat, lambs,
hacon, pork, and butter will be maintained.
1t would have been a good thing for Awus-
tralia if such a board had been set up many
years ago before we suffered in the matter
of our exports. I am going to deal with
that phase of the question in connection
with the Cotton Bill to be introduced in the
near future, and I shall endeavour to show
the absoluta necessity 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 from 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 New Zealand butter, we have suffcred
because of the carclessness in export. The
Prime \Im]qtel will have accomph “hed some-
tlmno if he places in the hands of an intelli-
Oent board a pieca of machinery that will
cnable him to see that cxports are properly
marked and only the best exported.

Mr. Morean: He is
blending.

going to prevent
That is a very important thing.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
That bears out my contention that it is
important that all articles exported from
Australia should be properly graded, pro-
perly branded, and sold in an honest way.
You -cannot hoodwink or deceive the con-
sumers all the time. You may be able to
decsive 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 Fedcml member for Capricornia, Mr.
Forde, for the way he has acted in connec-
tion with butter stabilisation. (Opposition
laughter.)

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The SKCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Mr. Forde has done good work not only on
the floor of the House but with his own
party. DMembers of the Federal Labour
party representing industrial centres, parti-
cularly in these times of difficulties, have to
locks afier the affairs of men who have
families to care for. For the life of me I
cannot understand how a man can live and

pav rent, water rates, lighting, etc., and
rear a big family on the basic wage. Mem-
bers representing industrial centres where

the workers have to watch cvery item of the
family budget are very naturally suspicious
about any legislation that may be brought
in that is going to increase the cost of living.
I give them credit for that. That is their
job.  Mr. Forde has been able to demon-
strate to his party that the dairy farmer is
a worker in every sense of the word, and
works all the hours God made and seven days
a weck. He has been able to make out a
casn to show that the dairyv farmers are
entitled to a fair and reasonable price—
not the price that would be charged by a

middieman—he has been able to convince
his pariy to agree to a policy that will
bring the farmers and consumers together

without unduly overcharging the consumers,
and giving the farmer a rensonable reward
for his labour. I think that every dairy
farmer throughout Australia owes Mr. Forde
a debt of gratitude, and it is a pity that
some of the other Queensland Federal mem-
bers have not followed the same exaraple
and endeavoured to bring about the adop-
tion of a stabilisation scheme. Had the
Nationalist  Federal members and the
Nationalist members of the Queensland, New
South Wales, and Victorian Parliaments and
the members representing the farming dis-
tricts in those Parliaments done the same
yeoman work as Mr. Forde has done, T am
satisfied the Bruce-Page combination would
not have dared to turn down the proposal.

Just_one or two words in regard to the
Council of Agriculture. Of course. it would
not do for the Opposition to admit that the
advice given them by the ¢ Producers’ Re-
view ”’ in Toowcomba two years ago—for the

Hon. W. §¥. Qilljes.]
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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 Quecensland in
establishing the Council. It would have been
a statesmanlike attitude for the Country
party to have adopted if they had said,
*“We have been opposed to you all along;
we don’t beliecve in high wages; we believe
in low wages, land speculation, and all that
sort of thing, but for once you have done
something for the beneflit 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
trying to do all they could to injure the
movement to organise the farmers.

My, Morean: That is not true.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Before the farmers could do anything they
had to organise. They had to organise not
as scctional bodics 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
was not in the interests of the sugar-grower
to organise with the dairyman, and so on.
The neecd for the organisation of the whole
of the men on the land into one body and
rot sectioral bodies was always stressed by
me. The whole of their interests are closely
allied. For instance, the more workers thero
are employed in the sugar industry the more
butter they will consume. So 1t operates
right through. Itvery farmer should be
joined up in one mnational organisation to
fight for the well-being of the farming com-
munity, not only in this State but th10ugh~
out Australia. That was the first step, and
after that step had been taken and the
farmers were joined up in one organisation
—and our anticipation that in the course of
time the Australian Sugar Producers’ Asso-
clation, the United Lane Growers” Associa-
tion, and the Southern Queensland Fruit
Growers’ Society will merge into the Coun-
cil of Aoncultmo have been realised—the
time would arrive when that complete
organisation must be organised on a commo-
dity basis. The Government did that in
regard to the wheat indusiry before they
organised the farmers at all. We decided
that the farmers should have a good market
for their wheat. We did the same thing
last year in regard to the fruitgrower. We
vealised that it was nece ssary that the fruit-
growers should not only market their own
fruit, but set up speccial legislation so that
they might do so. ‘The same thing must
apply to 2il other industries. The maize-
growers, the dairy farmers, and the sugar-
growers must have their commodity boards,
as 1 mentioned a while ago. That is a
natural corollary to the organisation of
the foermers. But the complete organisa-
tion of the farmers should take place
first.  The Government gave them two
vears to oiganise. They found the money

to enable the farmers to organise. The
total  amount paid by the Queensland
Government to enable them to do so was—
£ s d
1921-1922 .. 2120 2 5
1922-1923 .. 26,301 2 0
1623-1924 . 32,500 0 0
Total £60,981 4 5

These figures 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-carners and public servants
—those who work for wages and salaries.
The problems of those who work for wages
and salaries arc not so great as those of
the farmers. The farmers have problems to
solve, and they are the most diffieult indivi-
duals under the sun to organise. That is
because they have not got the time to mix
with their fellow men, as the people in the
cities do, in order to exchange ideas. They
are isolated on their farms, which makes it
dificult to organise them. That is why they
arc o\plOlted by the middlemen, who calls
them ‘“ the backbone of the country” when
it suits him. We rccognised that it was
necessary to give the farmers machinery 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 them to organise.

With regard to the scheme of sectional mar-
keting, the Opposition have endeavoured to
make a geod deal of capital out of this, and
during my absence in the South they intro-
duced a deputation to the Premier asking
for the industry to be organised on a com-
modity basis. There is nothing new about
that idea. As I have said, that has already
heen done with wheat, sugar, and f1u1t In
order to show that the Council of Agricul-
ture recognise this 1dce and that I recognised
it when 1 discussed it with nincieen farmer
representatives, I shall quote a few extracts.
It must be realised that human naturc can-
not be changed in one decade. What con-
corne  the sugar-grower concerns the fruit-
grower, and vice versd. While there must be
a certral orsanisation to speak on behalf
of the farmers of Queensland, the industries
themselves must be organised on a com-
modity basis, and we have taken steps to
do this. To show that that action is not
based on the deputation which waited on
the Premier, or on recent Opposition propa-
ganda, I point out that on the 5th March
of this year the ¢ Daily NMail” made a
statement regarding orgahisation on an
industrial basis.

DMr. Morean: Four days after our meeting.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

There is no connection at all there. I can
go further back and relate my own advocacy
of organisation on a commodity basis. On
8th March, 1924, “ The Queensland Pro-
ducer” made a statement with regard to
reorganisation on an industry basis,

On 28th February, 1924, proposals regard-
ing 1001051111\(&10'1 were submitted orally by
the Dircctor at the Council meeting.  The
Council resolved that proposals should be
submitted in writing for consideration at
the May mecting of the Council.

On 25th May, 1924, proposals were con-
sidered at a meeting of the Council, but in
view of the drastic change 1nv0hcd and
having regard to the fact that this was the
last meeting for the financial year, it was
resolved that the matter be referred to the
incoming Council in July.

On 24th July, 1524, there was a meeting’
of the Council of Agllcultule Five methods
of reorganisation were submitted, and they
were given considerable conaldexatlon but
were deferred until the September meetlng

T hold in my hand a page from the
“ Queensland Producer’” of 10th September,



Supply.

1924, dealing with the ¢ Queensland Pro-
ducers’ Reorganisation Scheme.” It says—

“ It will be remembered that on the
occasion of its July meeting the Counecil

after fully considering five alternative
schemes for the reorganisation of tne
Quecnsland Producers’ Association,

decided to remit the matter to the ad-
ministrative committee for the purpose
of framing proposals having for their
object organisation on a commodity
basis, while at the same time making
provision. for the retention of district
councils.”

And I might mention that that is one of
the difficulties. Some people believe that
the district councils should cease to func-
tion, and that it is a disability or obstacle in
the way of organising on a commodity basis.
The district council may operate where
sugar is grown, where fruit is grown, or
prcbably where dairying is carvied on. If
we want to organise on a commodity basis,
some people say it is necesary to abolish the
distriect councils altogether. That is not
acceptable, and I do not think it is wise.
I think it is preferable that the district
councils should continue to function in a
modified way. The article continues—

“The matter was fully considered by
the administrative committee wund auto-
matically came before the Council for
consideration at its meeting held on 4th
September. The provisions of the scheme
ware considered by the Council in detail,
and eventually it was amended in the
following particulars:—

Clause 1-—Substitution of nincteen
district councils in licu of seventeen.

(Note.—This of course entailed con-
sequential  aiteration  throughout
certain other clauses.)

Clause 2--Suggestions amended to
provide for constituiion of district
councils as follows:—

Dairying ...

Grain and fodder

Sugar

Fruit

Cotton

Poultry

t—‘NNbb@

There is no occasion to read any more of
that. That is sufficient proof that the Coun-
cil itself has been 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 fireworks—I would poirt out that
there is no oceasion for him to move that
motion. The Council of Agriculture can
organise on a commodity basis without any
alteration of the law. The law anticipated
that this phass of organisation. must tako
place in the course of time, and the Act
provides that organisation of. industry can
take place on a commodity basis. I have
no doubt that, when the hen. member gets
the opportunity, he will deal with this
question, but I tell him now that there is no
occasion for him to move that motion.
There is no occasion to alter the law to
give effect to the scheme. The Council of
Agriculture has been advocating for months
rast for organisation on a commodity basis.

A GovernMENT MEMBER: He wants the
credit.
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURIL:
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 used to
get a whip and give him a hiding, and
one of his neighbours said to him one day,
“Why do wvou allow such a small, insignifi-
cant woman to flog you?’ He said, “If
pleases her and 1t does not hurt me.”
(Lisughter.)  If it pleases the Opposition
te- endeavour to claim credit for this scheme,
it certainly does not hurt me.

Mr. Moreax: Why all these tears?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are no tears. I am rather gloating
over my success ! If it pleases the Opposition,
il certainly does not hurt me, and it certainly
does not carry much weight in the country.

Before I sit down I want to say a few
words about cotton.

The CHAIRMAN: I
that thev could «discuss the cotton vote
together with the present vote. 'Those who
tcok advantage of that privilege cannof
speak on the colton vote. But those who
have spoken te the main vote and not on
cotton will be at liberty to speak on cotton
when that vote is under consideration.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
The cotton question looms largely in the
public eye at the present time, and thercfore
vou gave permission to hon. members, if
they chose to tale advantage of it, to talk
all round the compass, so to speak, oun this
vote.  All that T intend to do is to speak
on this vote. If there is any specific ques-
tion raised on other votes, I shall of course
Le pleased to give all the information avail-
able. I notice that the hon. member for
Burnett -has given notice of a question for
to-morrow, which is rather in keeping with
the hon, member’s general attitude of criti-
cising by asking questions. However, I
shall deal with the question now. I want
to deal with an aspect of the cotton ques-
tion that iz generally overlooked by our
critics. Let me emphasise again that there
was no cotton industrv in Queensland until
the Govornment adopted a wise cotton policy
anid guaranteed the farmers a prics that
was unheard of before, and which induced
ihousands of people in Queensland to put
idle land into use. I said in Melbourne
that land that had been utilised by walla-
bies and kangaroos ever since Captain Cook

told hon. members

sailed under the shadows of Rellenden Ker

had been put into use, snd for the first time
was put under crop.

Mr. Moreax: He never did that.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Yes, he did in an old ship called the
‘“Iindeavour.” Land that has been lving
idle to our knowledgs for 150 years for tho
first time was brought into use and put
under cultivation because the Queensland
Government had sufficient vision to guaran-
tee a price to induce farmers to grow cotton.
That was completely overicoked by those
people who talk about political interference
and about experts destroying the industry.
There was no industry at all until this
Government adopted a policy that brought
the industry into existence. The total value
of the cotton crop in 1919 was less than
£1,000, whereas last year, notwithstanding
the drought, the cotton crop of Queensland—
due to our policy alone—was worth about
£300,000. (Hear, hear !} That 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
ginned and sold at a profit.

The farmers themsslves made no attempt
to establish ginneries, and we had no alter-
native but to cstablish another State enter-
prise in the shape of State ginneries 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.
Ilaving guaranteed the farmers a price, w2
had an obligation to the taxpayer to sce that
the cotton wus properly and efficiently
marketed. We had to make arrangements to
market the cotton so that the taxpayer was
not put to too great a loss. The taxpayer
up to to-day will be called upon to find
£69,000, which amounts to about 10 per cent.
of the cotton crop and a bonus of 10 per ¢#nt.
to the cotton-growers of Queensland. It 1s
only right that the people of Queenslani
should understand that there would be no
cotton industry in Queensland to-day if the
State Government had not guaranteed thal
price, and, having guaranteed that price,
there was an obligation to the taxpayers to
see that the cotton was ginned and properly
marketed. That was the justification for
following the advice of the British Cotton
Spinners, and whether it was bad advice or
not remains to be seen. I had a cenversation
with ths Prime Minister in Melbourne, and
I might mention by the way that the Com-
monwealth Government have definitely de-
clined to reccgnise ratoon cotton. They say
that they will not guarantee ratoon cotton
under any cireumstances—neither will we—
but they will allow the growers to grow
it wunder certain conditions. The Prime
DMlinister told me that all the information
he was able to collect in the old country
was against ratoon cotton. He said,
“The question of whether your action in
1923 was right or whetlher it is right in
1924, can only be proved by experienca.”
¥ agzrec with him. The Government are now
allowing ratoon cotton to be grown under
certyin  conditions, but there will be no
guarantee in regard to it, and the ratoon
stalks will have to be destroved in accord-
ance with the provisions of the Act. Theee
will be no guarantee to growers of ratoon
cotton. but there will be a guarantee to
growers of plant cotton of the best quality.

Somebods has said something about Mr,
Bor:d, Mr. Bond, who is the only spinner of
cotton in Australia, was present at the Al
Australian Cotton Conference. He went out
of his way to make a special plea for ratoon
cotton, but, when I put the definite question
to him as fto wh-ther he was prepared to
allow the Queensland Government to sub-
stitute ratoon cotton for plant cotton in
regard to his requirements he said, “ Cer-
tainly not.”” Yet he had the cast-iron cheek
and the brazen effrontery to say that ratoon
cotton was equally as good as plant cotton.
}Mr. Hartiey: He was knocked out on
that.

The SECRETARY 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 good as plant cotton. Generally speaking,
it 1s recognised throughout the cotton grow-
ing world that ratoon cotton is not as good
as plant cotton, and that was one reason for
our banning of ratoon cotton.

[Hon. W. N. Gillies.
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I want to call the attention of the cotton
experts on the other side to the fact that
Mr. Bond admitted, in reply to a question
from Mr. Evans or some other person, that
the cotton he was spinning was low counts—
16s. to 20s.—and I am sure hon. members
oppositz know as much about that as I do.
T.ow counts will not show the irregularities of
staple  which higher counts would show.
People who understand the business know
that. Mr. Bond admits that he is only spin-
ning a cotton of that quality for certain
work, and that it would be unfit for other
classes of work. Mr. Daniel Jones made the
statoment that Mr. Bond was prepared to
take all the ratoon cotton he could get and
pay the same price as for plant cotfon, but,
whon we called for tenders, Mr. Bond was not
prepared to give the same price for ratoon
cotton as for plant cotton. I do not blame
him, becausc ha 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 the cotton in Queens-
land ?

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

Just one more word about cotton. We
are all told that we should follow the advice
of the farmers, but the Government, when
they guaranteed a price, knew that the indus-
try would be expanding, and they did the
bost they could by getting the very best
advice from the countries where cotton was
grown. They communicated with the Depart-
ment of Agriculture in Washington and, on
their recommendation, selected Mr. Wells,
Some hon. member on the other side sug-
gested that we could have got him at a lower
salary, but we took him at his own offer, and
I believe he is doing his job, although he
does not claim to be an expert. He is
called the cotton specialist or the cotton
advizor, and he is advising the Government
to the best of his ability. I think I am
justified in saying that the recent decision
of the Government to allow farmers to grow
ratoon cotton has not been taken on the

advice of Mr. Wells or Mr, Evans. Both of
them condemn ratoon cotton. The time will
ceme—the Prime Minister has said  that

the time may como—when cotton gets back
to its normal price, when it will be found
thot ratoon cotton cannot be grown in
Queensland. I hope that they are wrong
and that we shall be able to continue to
grow it. 1 know quite well that we can
grow it and scll it now when the price is
high—nobody can deny that. But what we
do say is that ratoon cotton must not be
allowed to damage the good name of Aus-
tralia, and that there is a greater danger
of pests attacking it than of attacking plang
cotton. 1 think it was the hon. member for
Cunningham who declared that they could
not grow cotton on the Darling Downs. I
asked him why, and he said, ‘“ Because wages
are too high.” That will be the next cry,
of course. When the value of cotton goes
down, when the existing world’s shortage
disappears and the guarantee comes to an
end—because so far as I am concerned it 1s
going 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 ratoons. I shall not be very proud of
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the advice T gave to the Queensland Govern-
ment to put the cotton industry on a sound
footing if in a few yecars’ time the industry
dwindles and dies. We grew cotton forty
vears ago, and also during the American civil
war. when prices were high.

Mr. MoreaN : What killed it?
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

Low prices. The farmers have got to learn to
orowW gzooa cotton. No Government are going
to continue to guarantce any crop indefinitely.
Aunybody who says that any industry should
be kept in swaddling clothes cannot know
what is geod for Australia. The farmer
has to recognise that in two years’ time he
has to grow a cotton that will ecnable him to
pay a decent wage to the man who picks it
and at the same time permit him to compete
in the world’s market=. If he is going to do
that, he has pot to produce the best cotton.
One of the delegates at the Australian Cotton
Conference—a cotton grower from Grafton—
said, “ T do not grow ratoon, and I hope I
never shall. The slogan of the cotton grower
should be ¢ the best Is not too good.”” And
that is my opinion with regard to cotton
and everything else we produce in Australia.
IToxovn+BLE MenBers: Hcear, hear!

Ir. CORSER (Burnett): I must not allow
my=clf to be drawn into the cotton contro-
versy with the Minister, who has the advan-
tage of unlimited time whilst we are limited
to twents-five minutes in which to deal with
t'n\ whole of the departmental vote. There-
fore I am going to confine my remarks to

the question before the House. I am not
going to agree to the Minister’s statement

that he iz not able to present the report of
his department, because he is waiting for
statistical veturns from the Commonwealth.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I did not
say that.

Mr. CORSER: The Minister said that the
latest figures from the Commonwealth were
not available, and thercfore he was waiting.

The SBCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I made a
comparison. I said that the Commonwealth
was twelve months bchind the times.

Mr. CORSER : T have here the booklet on
“ Australian Statistics,” in which are shown
the 1923-1924 figures—showing that the book-
let is right up to date. That was placed in
the hands of every hon. member during this
last weck, and, if the hon. gentleman had
read it, he would have found that the figures
im the various pages go up to the 30th June
ast.

Mr. Hartrey: The hon. member is wrong.
Those statistics are for the year 1923.

Mr. CORSER: No, they are for the finan-
cial year 1923-1924. The Minister has to some
extent agreed with the hon. member for
Windsor 1n his comparisons and statements.
He agrecd with the hon. member in his eriti-
cism of this department.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
start, he is a very decent man.

Mr. CORSER: That is right. That is
more than we can sometimes say of the
Minister. The Minister in dealing with this
vote agrees with the statements by the hon.
member for Windsor, yet in the country the
people are told of what the middleman
would do, how thoy would rob the farmers,
and take for their livelihood something which
they had not earned, and take it from the
mouths of the mothers and children of those

For a
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on the land. Those are the statements made
outside, yet in this Chamber, when the Min-
ister wants some proof or some support of
the Wbdom of his actions and his administra-
tion he is proud to get up and say,  The
hon. member for Windsor agrees with me.”
In fairness to ihe hon. member for Windsor,
the next time the Minister and his col-
leagues go into country districts they should
sar that the policy of the hon. member for
Windsor and the policy of the Labour party
are the same to a great extent.

The Minister says that the maize producers
to-day arc nct enjoying the cost of produc-
tion. That is to say, they are not obtaining
a sufficient return to pay them for the cost
of production. He is quite right in that
statement; but why should he as a Minister
and why should the Government place ihese
niaizegrowers up against the possibility of
an industrial award?

The SrCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why
did the hon. gentleman not support the pro-
posal to form a maize pool?

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman does
not know how I voted on that question. I
am not goino to be drawn off my argument
to deal swith somothmg that is a business
matter concerning my farm.  When the Indus-
trial 'nblhatlon Act was being amended in
the direction of bringing rural norkma under
the Act we pointed out that, if the primary
producers were able to obtain the full return
for their labour, there would be no objection
to compelling them to pay increased wages
under an award. We are not against that.

My. Hartrey: Yes, you are.

Mr. CORBER: The Minister agrees that
the maizegrowers are not receiving even the
cost of production, yet outside evidence is
being collected on the question of bringing
maizegrowers under an award. We do not
find the Government or the Journals associated
with the Government so determined to get
that evidence to-day. If we look for the
reason, we shall find that very recently the
“ Dnilv Standard” and the * Railway Advo-
cate’ 0ppo<ed the Government in their deter-
mination to give the farmers an opportunity
of defending their case through the Counecil
of Agrlcu]tule An article appeared in the
“Daily Standard” on 1st May last, which
was reprodnced in the * Railway Advogate”
of the 10th May, which says—

‘“ A matter of serious importance, not
only to the members of the union directly
concerned (the Australian Workery’
Union), but to every unionist in this
State and to the Labour movement gener-
ally, is that of the Council of Agricul-
ture, primarily a Labour Government
creation, in its declared intention of
fichting in the Avrbitration Court the
rural workers’ claim lodged by the Aus-
tralian Workers’ Union.”

Since that challenge appearcd in the
‘“ Standard,” and was commented on by that
journal, and since that article has been re-
printed in the “ Railway Advocate’” the
Government have adopted a lukewarm policy
in regard to the collection of evidence. Are
the Government to receive credit from both
sections? 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 :
masters.

They cannot serve two

Mr. Corser.]
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Mr. CORSER: If they are going to sup-
port their masters, the Australian Workers’
Union, they cannot serve their supposed
master, the farmer. We, as represcntatives
of the country and producing interests, claim
that the Government are doing a serious in-
justice to both scctions because they are not
playing the game.

Mr. HarTiEY : Why don't you play the game
vourself?

Mr. (CORSER: The Emu Park Conven-
tion of the Labour party dictated the policy
that the Arbitration Act should be amended
so that it would include all workers, which
included rural workers. Hon. members oppo-
site hav: signed that platform, although they
are not game to refer to it at the present
time. What is the use of the Sccretary for
Agriculture saying that the Government are
serions in their desire to assist the rural
worker out of his trouble when at the same
time he admits that he is not receiving what
it costs to produce his produce?

The hon. gentleman dealt at some length
with the stabilisation scheme of the Council
of Agriculture, and he also dealt with that
body. He insinuated that hon. members on
this side opposed the Irimary Producers
Organisation Act.

FOVERNMENT MrMBERS: Hear, hear!

My, CORSER: What is the hon. gentle-
man’s proof of that statement?
Mr. HaprtiEy: ¢ Hansard.”

Mr. CORSER: “ Hansard” does not sup-
port that statement. I will quote from
“Hansard’ to show that my statement is
correct. During the debate on the Bill in
1922 the whole of the Country party supported
it.

Myr. THARTLEY :
Bolshevistic scheme.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The hon.
member for Dalby said it was soclalism.

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

Mr. HarTLEY: You said it was a Ku
Klux Klan.

Mr. CORSER: I said before the Govern-
ment went to the country that, if the electors
entrusted the government of the country to
hon. members on this side of the Chamber,
they would amend the Act to make it one
under which farmers could organise for their
own benefit and that we would remove its
socialistic tendencics and its confiscatory pro-
visions. I did not seek the vote of any
perscn pretending to be a supporter of the
Opposition when he was really a member of
the Government party. Such a person I
called a political Ku Klux Klan.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!
hon. member is not speaking to the vote.

Mr. CORSER: I am not going to be drawn
off the Council of Agriculture by the inter-
jections of hon. members opposite. To show
whether the Opposition support:d 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 Govern-
ment did not accept was one proposing that
the Secretary for Agriculture should not be

[Hr. Corser.
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chairman of the Council of Agriculture. T.et
me read what I said in supporting the Bill in
1929
“I am going to support the Bill. At
the same time, I have not much time
for the attacks by the Premier on the
Country party when he visited country
centres to launch the scheme. The Bill
is not quite in conformity in detail with
the scheme the Premier outlined. Nobody
can cavil at the good things he claimed
the measure would provide, and within
its four walls we must look for the possi-
bility of securing those good things to the
primary producer. One great trouble is
that the Bill limits the co-ordination ot
effort to the State, and that it does not
give to the primary producers of Queens-
land the opportunity of becoming pars
of an organisation which is essential in
their interests—an organisation which
can coxtend itsclf throughout the Com-
monwealth and =0 bring the interests of
the various industries together. TUnti
that comes about we cannot get the best
results in Australia in any of our rural
industries.”
We find those statements have heen horne
out. Even the Secretary for Agriculture
himself said to-day that the primary pro-
ducers, including the maizegrowers, should
be combined throughout the whole length
of the Commonwealth. 1 think the hon.
gentleman will agree that he made that
statement to-day. I made my reference
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 staiement
that we were against the Primary Producers’
Organisation Act. The only cvidence the
bon. gentleman has given is not that the
fact appears in ¢ Hansard”’ but that the
Oppesition  went about whispering. We
are not whisperers. I mnever whisper. I
make my statements plainly here, and, if
anybody is in the Chamber. he can gencrally
hear them. I vote the way I think, and
that is more than many hon. members
opposite can say. To continue my extract of
1922—

¢“To-day we have in the different
States people in the same industry work-
ing against each other’s interests, fight-
ing each other in various markets,
whereas we should have an organisation
combining industrially all the interests
of the producer of a particular com-
modity right throughout Austfralia.”

The other assertion made by the Sccretary
fcr Agriculture was that he claimed that
the Country party were trying to get the
benefit of the suggestion that we should
organise industrially instcad of by the pre-
sent method of organising in districts. The
hon. gentleman quoted certain extracts {rom
the 1924 journals of the Council of Agricul-
ture to bear out that contention. The hon.
gentleman endeavours 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—
T was responsible for making this statement
in this Chamber, and this refers to the
very matter that the Secretary 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 Country
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party is the development of sectional
interests, so that those 1n an industry
shall control the industry in which they
are interested. That is the best cortrol.
It is no good for a maize farmer to
try and control the butter interests and
it is no good constltutmg a board of
men and saying to them, ‘ You are to
control the butter industry,” when they
mighs be fruit, mawe cotton, or timber
men, or pig raisers.’

That is the second statement in which I
have to contradict the Secretary for Agri-
culture. The hon. gentleman said Lllltllc‘l
that the Opposition claimed that one section
is opposed to the other. We have never
said that. Our words are clear—that the indus-
tries are Lest controlled by those who are

engaged in those industries. 1 think that
is a fair explanation of the position we
have taken up. We secured saventeen amend-
ments, and we only lost three or four
amendments in the whole Bill. We have
not been sagainst the Bill, but we have
supported i, and tried to make it what

the Premier promlsul it would be when he
launched it.

The Seccretary for Agriculture made
further statements with 1‘egﬂrd to the butter
stabilisation scheme. What the Opposition
have always opposed is the political propa-
ganda of the Government and their friends
m regard to the stabilisation scheme. That
has m no way assisted the farmer. We
have at all times condemned the Government
and their friends for their action in drawing
a political herring across the trail, and
they now tell us that wo made the scheme
a political one. We have supported the
scheme. QOur leader has communicated that
support to the proper authorities. Our
Parliamentary Secretary has communicated

that support to representatives  in  the
Federal Parliament, so how can it be said
that we have been against it? What

we have said is that the Government are
1ot and have not been sincere in their sug-
gestion that they would like the Federal
Government to aHOW the butter producer to
fix a price for his own commodity. We
say that the Covernment are not sincere
in saying that they would support such a
scheme. The Minister knows that he would
not support a proposal to allow the butter
producers to fix the price of their own com-
modity. Why pretend to the farmers, or
why do their journals protend, that ther
are supporting such a policy?  Would the

hon. gentleman give to thn canegrower the
right to fix the price for his cane? Would
he give the heef man that right? I so,

ihere is nothing to prevent the Government
from doing it. The Commonwealth Govern-
ment have not granted that right now.
‘What they have refused is to have any inter-
ference between the States. They have
agreed to give certain powers in respect of
the exportable commodity, but within Aus-
tralia they are throwing the onus on the
States, so it is for the Minister to do what
he considers best in the interests of the
industry. During the last tiwo or three
years we have heard a considerable amount
of talk about the organisation of industry
and very little from it. If the Minister
wants to develop agriculture, he must not
only talk about organisation but must give
to the directors in the various sub- depmt-
ments of the Department of Agriculture full
control of their sub-departments and some
place in the agricultural movement to enable
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them to ]noceod along right lines and secure
the position that their titles entitle them
to. I believe that, as well as organisation
of industry, we should have the assistance
of practical experts and develop ocur indus-
tries from thosc pivots. We should give to
these directors tull control and sufficient
money to carry out their ideas in the interests
of cach branch of agriculture. Without
touching on the cotton industry, I will say
that, if any agriculturist wants an illustra-
tion of whut can be done in that regard, he
need only watch the experiments of Colonel
Tivans and Mr. Wells in their Durango cotton
plots. They have selected seeds from the
very best growths and propagated, as stud
breeders would do, from the very best, so
that in future we can be sure of a plant
that will give increased production and
every year have an opportunity of securing
better “seed which will give better results.
The same should obtain in all our industries.
We should give the experts an opportunity
to carry out experiments and carry out the
work that they are entitled to carry out.

The Minister claims that we weve support-
ing and do support the Colonial Sugar
Refining Company. There arc not wmany
members here who are supporters of the
Colonial BSugar Refining Company, but we
do remember that the hon. gentleman gave
the control of cotton in Queensland to the
3ritish-Australian Cotton Growers’ Associa-
tion because they have Government prefer-
ence in the industry as against the grower.

I notice that the Mulgeldie farm is to be
abolished. The State farms at Monal,
Callide Valley, and Upper Burnett are to
be continued. All threce of these are in
the Burnett electorate, which shows what

an important electorate it is.

[3 p.m.] They arc¢ not abandoning them

all; thay are only closing onc of
them down. The Minister some time ago
stated that in conformity with a promise

made in this Chamber he was carrying
ocut ratoon experiments at DMonal and
Melton. That may have been a misquota-

tion of what he said, but the statement was
made in the Press with very big headlines.
I defy the Minister to deny it. Up to the
present time he has not denied that these
experiments were not carried out, and that
there was no ratoon cotton grown in 1923
or 1924 at either Mulgeldie or Monal. He
said that, in accordance with promises made,
he was carrying out experiments at Monal
and Melton. The result of those experiments
is not known. TUp to the present time there
has not been one pound of ratoon cotton
grown at either Mulgeldic or Monal, so the
promise made to the Committes has not been
fulfilled.

The next statement I have here is taken
from ° Smith’s Weekly 7’—

“Wny QUEENSLAND GETS (GOOD SETILERS.
¢ ASE GILLIES, ACTING PREMIER.

“Threc weeks ago ¢ Smith’s’ told the
story of Alexis Savoroff, and pointed out
that such a desirable immigrant ought
to bo given a fighting chance.

“ As the Common\"ealth Govemment
had failed to assist him, ¢ Smith’s’ Bris-
bane office advised Savoroff to see the
Queensland Government.

“Te did. This is how Mr. Gillies,
the Acting Premier, treated him. . . .

Mr. Corser.}
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“He gave Mr. Gillies a list of his
nmchmerv and the prices he required.
His tractor he priced at £1,000, and
mentioned that if he could sell this his
financial problem would be solved.

“The Acting Premier thought for a
moment, then 'phoned the Country Roads
Board and asked them if they could buy
the tractor.”

This ovidently did not come off—

““ Next day, because the matter had not
been vei fixed, the Acting Premier took
the salesmanship responsibilities on him-
self and commenced negotiations which
would probably result in the Government
getting an efficient piece of machinery
at a profitable price and Savoroff being
equipped with funds neccssary to estab-
lish a wvery desirable family on the
land.”

There are families in my district who, on
arriving to select, have a corn-sheller, a
sullky, ond a few other things, and if they
wanb £25 from the State Advances Corpora-
tion, they have to mortgage the few goods
thov have—

“As an example of efficiency, direct
methods, and abolition of red tape this
little  character-study  of Theodore’s
vndontvdv is a shining example for the
rest of the States. The only encourage-
ment required by Mr. Gillies was the
knowledge that he was getting a desir-
able settler for Queensland. The whole
business so dezed Savoroff, who has had
experience of other Governments, that
he took the first train for his farm near
Ipswich to arrange for its transfer, and
to inform bhiz creditors of the miracle
which woas, thanks to the Acting Premier
snd ¢ Smith’s Weeklr,” being performed
in Brisbane.”

Mr. A cheap advertisement.

Mr. CORSER: This department is now
handling the finances of the settlers, and we
are dealing with the matter on this vote.
We have complaints from settlers in the
Upper Burnett and Callide Valleys and
other part: of Queensland about the treat-
ment which is being meted out and the want
of funds. Tven from the regulations placed
on the table yesterday——

The CHATRMAN : Order !

ber must keep to the vote.

Mr. CORSER: The Minister says that this
matter comes under the administration of
the department. Although under the Act
£1.700 was provided for ecach settler, we
find that the regulations will not allow more
than an advanc: of £500 for taking over
the indebtedness of a farm. The Govern-
ment do this by regulation. When the Bill
went throueh the IHouse the Government
said that £1,700 was to be advanced, while
tﬂhe old Torv Government only advanced

1,200.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber has P*{“drmﬂtc‘fq the time allowed by the
Standing Orders

Mr. MOORE (Aybz(/nv/) In opening his
speech the Secretary for Agriculture spoke
in terms of courtesy of the criticism of hon.
members on this side of the Chamber, but
towards the ciose of his remarks he dis-
played his usual attributes when addressing

[Myr. Corser.

PETERSON ¢

The hon. mem-

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

hon. members. 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
manner.

T regard this department as one of the
most Jrnpmtant that we can mention, and,
if there is one branch to which I would like
to give a meed of praise, it is the Pure Seeds
Branch. -The officer in charge of it 1s an
enthusiast, and the only complaint he has to
make is that he doce 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
gelting the assistance of the experts, it would
be greatly to their advantage. I certainly
support the vote for this branch because it
seems to be so efficient and so quick and the
work is done for the benefit of the people.
With reference to the stock foods activity of
the branch, it is remarkable that, although
when tha Act was going through the House it
was allegsd that an enormous amount of rub-
hishy food as being sold, now it is found
that practically all “the samples taken are
up to the requirements of the law. Every-
one must admit that it is desirable that pre-
cautions should be taken to see that stock
feads are what they are represented to be;
but it is gratifying to know that, notwith-
standing what was said when the measure
wis before us, all those which have been
checked seem io be above the required speci-
fication.

One of the most important matbers with
which we have to deal on this vote is the
Couneil of Agriculture. In last year’s report
of the Director of Agriculture—we have not
got this year's yet—we have an indication
of the importance which the Government
attach to the wusefulness of this Council.
TUnder the heading 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
vear. Probably the most important re-
commendations made through this office
were those relating to an amalgamation
of existing Acts governing advances to
settlers and the liberalisation of advances
to persons engaged in primary produc-
tion.”

0f course the Council of Agriculture has
plenty to do, but the report dlstmctly states
that the most important work done
throughout the whols year was the amalga-
mation of existing Acts governing advances
to seitlers and recommendations thereon.
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 the present month. Apparently the most
important recommendations made through
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 manner, but we find
that, after all these rccommendations and
the talk about the increased amount that was
to be allowed, the farmer is limited to £500
—Iless than half the amount allowed before
the Act was passed.

Surely, too, we musf come to the conclu.
sion thab the report is hardly fair to the
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Council of Agriculture. I recognise that the
Council has done a great deal of very useful
work, but I recognise also that it could be
impreved to a tremendous extent.

I am not going to talk about any methods
of improvement. The Minister has endeav-
oured to point out that such methods as
have been suggested by us have been in 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 carry-
ing out the scheme would be to organise on
an industry basis rather than on a district
basis. We pointed out that industries like
the sugar industry and part of the dairying
irdustry were fully organised, and other
industries were partly organised, and the
opportunity was there to carry on those
organisations with considerably less expense
than by organising afresh. The Minister
refused to accept any amendment in that
direction, and after two years of experience
he has come to the conclusion that the only
satisfactory way in which the organisation
can be carried on for the henefit of the
farmers is on an irdustry basi:, and now his
chief endeavour appears to be to prove that
the Director of Agriculture was not influenced
by the Opposition.

The Minister said that he considered com-
pulsory co-operation was necessary, and,
although it was not advocated by a certain
section to-day, it would be found to be
successful in the future. That is quite pos-
sible, but the scheme of compulsory co-opera-
tion has to be improved by electing efficient
managing bodics before any lasting success can
be achieved. I quite belicve that compulsory
co-operation will become more efficient when
those handling the various commodities have
had sufficient experience to be able to handle
them in a more effective way. At the present
time no one can say that the various com-
pulsory co-operation schemes have been a
brilliant success. Insufficient information is
given to the producer affected. I quite sym-
pathise with the Minister from some points of
view. I quite agree with him in his remarks
on the Wheat Pool. We are in a peculiav
position. We 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 Wheat 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 here 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 vote for
a pool; it only raises issues of contention.
In this advertisement certain pre-pooling
years are taken, in which the price paid
was—

Price per Bushel.

s. d.
1912 .31
1913 .2 9%
1914 . 3 5
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That is compared with the price fo1 three
pooling years—

Per Bushel,
s 4.
1921 g 0
1922 5 0
1923 5 74

What is the sense in a Board conducted by
farmers going in for propaganda of this
sort? They have taken the three years in
which wheat was cheapest in Queensland,
and they have taken the cheapest months in
the whole of the year and averaged the price
on that. The ‘“Agricultural Journal” pub-
lishes a price list every month showing the
various prices of wheat throughout the vari-
ous arcas. There is a disciepancy in the
price per bushel as quoted by the Wheat
Hoard and the price given by the ** Agricul-
tural Journal.” The figures show—

Price pER BUSHEL.

f

Year. [ Wheat Board, ‘ ¢

o
[ ‘ o
I s. d. ‘ ©ood,
1912 301 ! 4 0
1913 I 5 91 | 3 8
1914 - .. J 3 5 | 310

The Wheat Pool Board omits to sate nuy
veference to any years since the pool has
heen in operation, but the ¢ Agricultural
Journal’” gives these figures for theso 3

Price per Bushel,

2

& U
1915 77
1916 506
1917 3 8
1918 g0
1919 5 3

The farmers are not so silly as to be misletl
by advertisements of this sort, and they
are more likely to prejudice the vete on the
pool than assist it. The farmers do not want
to be misled by stupid propaganda of that
sort. The farmers arve 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 going on
with it. The policy is a wrong one, and the
pool is making a serious mistake in pursu-
mng it. They have also sent around circulars
inaking personal attacks on individuals.
There is nothing to recommend that course.
If the pool has been successful, there is mno
need for tactics of this sort to be Tesorted
to. It is only by telling the truth that the
farmers can be appealed to, otherwise an
adverse vote may result. The Secretary for
Agriculture stated that “cost of produc-
tion”’ 18 a loose phrase. Very likely it is @
loose phrase, and he often uses another loose
phrase—* production for use and not for
profit”” TIn my opinion the cost of produc-
tion cannot bé taken as a basis; since all
farmers have not similar classes of land and
cimatic conditions. If the price based on
production is high, it will encourage people
to go in for a certain industry in a portion of
the State which is perhaps not suitable for if.
The only way to set a sufficient and effective
average cost is to see that the producer gets
a return for his produce commensurats with
the cost of production in districts suitable for
suceessful operation. It is no use saying
that the producer should get a price com-
mensurate with the cost of production 1o

Mr. Moore.]
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matter how incficient his methods, or how
ansuitable his land may be. It would be
absolutely impossible to fix such a price.
The Minister went on to say that the con-
sumer could look after himself, and that
was why he always carefully looked after the
intorosts of the producer. What was the
object, then, of the Government appointing
a Commissioner for Prices and still continu-
ing that office? ’

Mr, FIarmiey: I do not think the Minister
swdd that.

Mr. BTOORE : T took it down. The extra-
ordinsry thing to me is that the sympathy
of the (lovernment and the Minister is only
appavent when prices are low. As soon as
nricos commence to rise, we shall find that
the sympathy apparent now is not with the
producer at all.” The Secretary for Agri-
culture spoke about the farmer being allowed
to fix his own price for butter, maize, and
other produce grown by him. How is it that
this is exactly the same Minister whose
Cabinct—apparently he did not have suf-
ficient influence, and the sympathy of the
Government then did not allow them to
adopt the principle now enunciated by the
Minister—fixed the price of butter at a rate
helow the cost of production? It is only,
as T have said, when prices come down to a
ool which has not been reached for years
that we hear of the sympathy of the Minister.
In 1915 the Commissioner for Prices fixed the
price of butter at 196s. when the export value
was 220s. 8d.; in 1916 the price of butter
was fixed at 140s., when its export value
ranged from 170s. to 180s.; and in 1920 the
price was fixed at 238s., when the export
value was 274s. The Dairymen’s Associa-
tion estimated the loss of butter factories
during the August guarter of 1920 at £8,000
per week, while the total losses of co-opera-
tive factorirs 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
almost impossible for the men engaged in the
industries to carry on, the Minister comes
forwavd with all sorts of sympathy, and
says that these men should be allowed to
fix their prices.

The Socretary for Agriculture said that
the good name of Queensland products had
been affected to a great extent by reason
of the faulty articles that were sent over-
seas. The bon. gentleman is certainly justi-
fied in his remarks, but what really happened
-as that those concerned found it more profi-
table to send second and third class products
than to send 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 producers
found it far more profitable to send second
and third grade articles than to send first.
Consequently the factories got into the habit
of making poorer class stuff, and it has taken
a long time to get out of this habit. It has
also taken Queensland a long time to restore
the credit that she lost.

There is another item of very vital
importance. I understand the cold storage
rate has been increased in just the same
proportion as railway freights—that is, by
15 per cent. At present the extra freight of
overy ton of butter within 100 miles of
Brigsbane is £1 a ton, and now the rates
of cold storage have been increased 15 per
cent. This means a very heavy charge

[Mr. Moore.
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on a section of the community that the
Minister admits can scarccly bear the pre-
sent charges. If, as the Premier said,
there was any reason for raising railway
freights—and 1 do not agree that there
was—it is quite unnecessary to add 15
per cent. to the cold storage rates. It is
not the wish of the producer to store his
produce. That is forced upon him. Quanti-
ties of goods have to be held owing to the
shipping difficulty, and also because it is
not desired to overload the London market
and cause a glut. To my mind tkis 15 per
cont. imposition is unfair.

Various pools have been in operation, and
the Secretary for Agriculture did not say
much as to their success or otherwise. I
have already mentioned the wheat pool,
which is growing more efficient with experi-
cnce. I am not at all sure that the cheese
pool is as wise or equitable as it might be.
I do not think it is right to keep the local
prices high and have a very high levy to
equalise the low export price. To my mind
it. would be fairer to the people of Queens-
land if the prices were made more equal.
It is unwise to keep the price of checse up
to 1s. 1d. in Queensland when the export
price is about 7d., and then to make a
levy of 44d. or 5d. a Ib. on the cheese sold
in Queensland to equalise the low price for
which it is sold overseas, with the result that
Youthern cheese floods our local market. It
would 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
wholesome food at a price which would help
the Queensland froducers instead of the
Southern cnes. 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 consumption of
the product. It is a bad principle to make
unduly heavy levies on locally-sold com-
modities to equalise the export price. I
understand the same principle is adopted in
other pools, and it is advocated by some
])o{)pl‘? to a greater extent. I consider the
prireiple is wrong. We should advocate
greater efficiency in handling products and
co-operative marketing so that some of the
cost may be cut out. In connection with
that we have a huge Co-operative Federation
already functioning on ‘the other side of
‘ghi; world which has been remarkably success-
ful.

Mr. _HARTLEY: Why cannot you get a co-
operative marketing scheme under the
Primary Producers’ Organisation Act?

Mr. MOORE : There is no occasion to estab-
lish another when there is one already there,
in which New Zealand, South Africa, and
Australia already are joined. It is there
functicning and doing wonderful work, but
it is not doing all the good it might because
of the prejudice of some individuals who
spparently do not want to support this
federation on the other side of the world.

Mr. HartLeEY: Why cannot you get the
dairy companiecs throughout Queensland to
scll through the Co-operative Federation on
the other side of ths world?

Mr. MOORE: The only thing I can tell
you is that they think they can get a better
deal through some other organisation. These
people are mnot actuated by any political
motives. Their desire is to sell their products
in the best and cheapest manner and to get
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the best price. If they think they can get
better prices by selling through private
agents, they will do so. To my mind the
principle is not a sound one without adequate
trial. We have a co-operative agency there,
but we cannot teil what it will do until it
cots adequate support. Until the directors of
the various companies give them adequate
support it is impossible to tell whether it will
be a success or a failure.

Mr. HarTLEY: You are not dependent on
their support. You can organise outside
them.

Mr. MOORE: The hon. member does not
uncerstand the position in the different indus-
tries in Queensland.

There is only one other question I wish to
deal with, and that is in regard to the Egg
Pool. T understand the Govermment have
guaranteed this Egg Pool £10,000. From
September to January they made what they
eall progress payments, swhich were consider
ably uuder the markoet value at that time.
Up to the present no further paymoents have
been made. Tt is a most difficult thing for
poultry farmers, who as a rule are not always
in a large way of business and requirc thoir
money reasonably quickly, to be kept waiting
seven or eighth months for the balance of
their  payments. In many instances the
poultry farmers have been kept waiting six
months after selling their eggs, whereas if
they took their eggs to a private agent, they
would get their cheques the same day or thu
next day. Whon they send their eggs to the
Egg Pocl they should receive the same con
sideration. Although Qucensland has an Egg
Pool, the week before last it had the distine-
tion of having the lowest price for eggs of
any State in Australia. That scems a remark-
able result. I suppose the expenses are rather
high when you are only dealing with one com-
modity and then only with a portion of that
commedity. It iz unfair that the producers
should be compelled to sell their eggs through
a peal and then be kept waiting for their
money. It is absolutely wrong in principle,
and the poultry farmers are practically being
pushed out of business through financial
difficultics. If we are going to have a pool,
it is the duty of the Government to sce the
pool is run efficient]y, and producers who are
compelled to sell through it given the same
oppertunity of getting their money to carry
on as if they sold through the ordinary
sources of trade. A number of men have

- complained to me. T have received letters
from individuals from Bundaberg down:
wards asking what T would recommend to en
able them to evade the Act becausc they are
placed in such an unfortunate position. 1
have replied that they must obey the law
I am prepared to admit that somz of the
poultry mon are able to carry on satisfactorily,
but a large number are not, and it is up to
the Government to see that this organisation
is carried on in an efficient manner. The
poultry people should have the ordinary
private citizen’s right of freedom if they are
not going to get any advantage through
being compulsorily forced into these pools.
I am not going to say that compulsion will
not be a good thing i the end, but in the
meantime, through inefficient management, a
large number of these people have been
placed in an awkard position, and the Go-
vernment should be very careful as to how
far they go in the matter of compulsion. In
all these cases they should look into the
question of the rights of individuals and see
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whethey they are going to be placed in a
boiter position by compulsion as against
voluntary co-operation. To my mind, volun-
tary co-operation ¢an be made effective, and
it has been made effective in cases where it
has been tricd.

Mr, SWAYNE (Mirand): T .am one of those
members who complain about having to dis-
cuss this department without the report.
The Minister did not give us any good
reason why we should have to do so. It is
impossible to do justice in discussing the
votes unless we have up-to-date information
supplied by the reports. The Minister said
that the departmental figures were not ready,

but we have six Bills on the busi-

[3.30 p.m.] nese-sheet, and there are other

Bills to be introduced, and we are
told the Iouse wiil not be likely to rise
before the end of October, and as there is
plenty of other business to consider besides
the Iistimates, we could hold them over
and then there would be ample time
to get the «departmental reports before
we are calied upon to discuss the Estimates
of those departments. 1 notice that the
Minister gave credit to the Covernment for
all the prosperity that has accrued to the
agricultural industry since they have been
in power. The chief agricultural industry
is the sugar industry, and the greatest factor
in the prosperity of the sugar industry has
been the action of the Commonwealth Go-
vernment, The prosperity of any industry
depends lavgily on the price obtained for
the product, and the price we have got for
our sugar was solely in the power of the
Commonwealth Government. If we have to
thank anv Governwent for the prosperity of
the industry, it is the Commonwealth Go-
vernment. The best friend we had was Mr.
Hughes, whose Government fixed the price
at £20 63 8d. a ton. The Minister claimed
that agricultural production had increased
under the adminisiration of this Govern-
ment. Up to 1916 the planting or sowing of
the c¢rone was mostly done under previous
Governments.  In 1916 the effect of this
Government’s administration had not become
perceptible—the decline of production under
their rule was not felt until then, In that
vear I find from the “ A BC of Queensland
Statistics ” that there were 285,241 acres
under the plough. Tn 1922, after a period
of six years, the acreage under plough had
gone down fo 863.755 acres, or a <decrease
of 21,486 acres. What is the use of the hon.
gentleman  saying otherwise.  Agriculture
has zone hack under the rule of the present
Government.

The Minister had something to say about
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company. That
does not concern anybody on this side of the
Chamber, but I would point ou’, that hon.
members opposite have handed over the
control of the sugar industry to that company,
<o far as refining and [inancing it is con-
cerned. If anybody believes in the Colonial
Sugar Refining Coempany, it is upparently the
present  Queensland  Governmernt.  Further-
more, as showing their leaning towsrds big
combines, T would like to refer is what they
have done in the cotton industry.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
ber must keep to the vote.

Mr. SWAYNE : I am confining my remarks
to the vote. I want to show how the whole
of the activities of the Government have

Mr. Swaynre.]
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been in the direction of placing the cotton
industry in the hands of a big company.
That may be perfectly justifiable, but at the
same time the mere fact shows that it does
not become the Government to talk about
other people being the supporters of com-
bines and big companies. 8o far as we can
judge by their actions—and only by their
actions can we judge them—there has been
a tendency for the GGovernment to place the
primary producers in the hands of big com-
panies.

Mr BULCOCK (Barcoo): Although I was
net aware of the arrangement whereby the
whole of the debate on this department,
including the cotton industry, would be taken
on the vote for the Chief Office——

Tha

CHATRMAN: The cotton industry
may be discussed on the Chief Office as well

as the administration of the department.

Mr. BULCOCK : The agricaltural industry
scems to me to be one of the most importantg
questions w2 have lo discuss. Every other vote
in these Hstimates seems to fade into com-
paratively less importance beside this vote,
whick really means the prosperity or other-
wise which must necessarily surround the
conditions of the people. The more one
sces of the State of Queensland and the more
one realises its potentialities, the more one
realises the importance of agricultural pur-
suits. and the more one is forced to the
conclusion that we are only on the verge
of agricultural knowledge and development.
So far as asvicvltural problems are con-
cerred it is necessary for the State to adopt
more scientific action and pursue a more
vigorous policy than has been adopted in
the past. 1 was very interested to rvead the
other «ay in an American journal of a Com-
mission which had been appointed to inquire
into all the phases of agricultural life in
the United States. It was a Federal Com-
mission with very wide powers of investiga-
tion and recommendation, and they came to
certain conclusions which, in view of the
present position of agriculture in our State,
are more ot lcss illuminating. The point
I wanr to make is that every one of their
recommendations 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
adaptation of the banking system to the
pecubar credit needs of the rural industry.
A good deal of discussion has surrounded
that question in our own. Parliament and
State, and it is obvious that a system of
rural credits is being strongly but surely
evolved from the conditions of things which
existed befere this Government took over
the reins of office. If ever there was an
industry which was loft to the tender mercies
of haphazard enterprise, with all the short-
comings of discrgavisation, it was the agri-
cultural industry up to 1915; but since 1915
there has been a steady and at fimes rapid
inclination to dc something which previous
Governments were not prepared to do in
Qucensland, and which anti-Labour Govern-
ments in other States could not do on account
of the influences surrounding them. We
may say that our present credits system is a
bad system, but it is obvious that something
is being undertaken, and I believe that the
time is not far distort when we shall have
to establish rural credits in such a way that
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the farming cowmunity will enjoy the
security of tenure and occupancy which is
ordinavily exteunded by means of banking to
other industrial pursuits.

Tt is remarkabie the small amount of
moncy thet goes back to the farmer in the
way of loan in comparison with the amount
of money that goes in the furtherance of the
secondary industries of the various States.
The farmer, who produces all the wealth,
gets in the final analysiz about 15 per cent.
of that creation returned to him in the form
of a loan, and 85 per cent. of it is invested
in secondary industries.

Mr. Krrgo: Not in Queensland.
Mr. BULCOCK : I am speaking of the
whole of the Commonwealth. That is one

of the reasons why agriculture is not making
the progress that it should make. The
money gained from agriculture should be
reinves'ed in agricultural pursuits and activi-
ties, which would mean salvation not only
to the individual but for the community
also. The second recommendation that was
mude was a reduction in freight rates. When
we come to compare the American freight
rates with our own, we can well see why
thev should ask for some reduc'ion in that
regard. Then it is suggested that the adop-
tion of a uniform. accurate, and practical
erade for all our commodities and the adop-
tion of a uniform standard would lead to
botter marketing facilities. Our own experi-
ence has been that we have suffered in that
direction. in the past. We find that this
Commission has very litile to teach us,
because what it proposes has already been
initiated in our own State, and there is
every prospect of i1 being put into success-
ful operation in the near future. I see that
the Council of Agriculture through their
activities have decided that they will intro-
duce a svetem of farm hook-keenine. That
is one of the recommendations of the Com-
mission that I am quoting. A proper system
of hook-k-eping will show the relative costs
of production on a farm unit basis. That is
a thing that we have been desiring for a
long time, but it has not yet come. Again,
I think Queensland is going to lead the way
in that direction, and lay down a founda-
ticn for a proper system of book-keeping =o
far as farm rccords are concerned. We
have also been prepared to do the things that
scientists 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 party 1m
Queensland have created the machinery that
will allow of the scientific investigation of
problems that arise from time to time so
far as marketing and discases and other
incidental rural problems are concerned.

Mr. Krrso: Do the other States not do
that ?

Mr. BULCOCK: The hon. gentleman
knows that the other States have been look-
ing to Queensland for some cons@erable
time, . Only last year the farmers in_ con-
ference at Tamworth, New South Wales,
passed a resolution asking the Government
to introduce the legislation that had been
introduced by the Secretary for Agriculture
in Queensland. (Hear, hear!) I know that
many Southern States have made inquiries
concerning our legislation.

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

Mr. Kerso: There are 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 produced. These are the
things on which this American Commission
says agriculiure 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 begun 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 prcbab
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-
cultural Sta es of the Commonwealth. Hon.
members opposite may say what they like,
but since 1915 the Government have dis-
charged a distinet duty to the community, by
reason of the fact that the Government have
done all in their power to provide better
facilities for the man on the land by open-
ing up new avenues of producticn that were
not exploited when this Government took
office.

It is obvious that mo Government can
afford to neglect the man on the land, more
particularly as it is noticeable 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 produced by the latter should
flow through untrammelled channels from
the producer to the consumer without beirg
exploited by others who utilise the products
of the farmer for the oxploitation of the
farmer and consumer. The objection of hon.
members opposite to the astivities of this
Government in the direction of doing some-
thing for the man on the land is probably
due to the fuct that, although in the final
analysis that may take some considerable
time, the distance between the producer and
the consumer might bs considerably lessened
to the advantage of both. That is why we
get such a vast range of objections to the
legislation we have brought forward.

Some question has been raised about the
organisation of the farmers on a commodity
basis, and it was suggested that the Govern-
ment had stolen the thunder of the Country
party—if ever they had any thunder—and
that the Sceretary for Agriculture had merely
enunciated the principles laid down some-
where in the early part of the present cen-
tury by hon. members of the Country party.
I would like to read for their benefit from
an article published in the ‘° Australian
Farming Journal” of 16th May, 1924. upon
the conference of the Secretaries of Agricul-
ture—

“Of the four Ministerial representa-
tives, while Mr. Chaffey as chairman,
showed a commendable grasp of most of
the subjects submitted for discussion,
there can be little doubt but that Mr.
Gillies, who 1s acting as Premier of
Queensland, with the almost certain
reversion to the position on Mr. Theo-
dore’s retirement from State polities,
dominated the conference with his force-
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ful personality. Into some of the resolu-
tions he infused a spirit of definiteness
and progressiveness that was previously
lacking, and there was no doubting his
overmastering desire to see the other
States adopt the State-assisted policy of
organising the farmers on a commodity
Bl

ASTS,

Mr. “KeLso: How long did it take you to
find that out?

Mr. BULCOCK : The Secretary for Agri-
culture has gone further afield than Queens-
land, and has shown that he is prepared to
curry  what Queensland has done to the
other States and the Secretaries for Agricul-
ture there, so that they may benefit from the
lcgislation passed by Queensland in the
interests of the farmers.

I made reference to the scientific progress
which was necessary to the progress of agri-
culture of the State. One of the chief pro-
blems that presents itself to me is the need
for sound agricultural surveys in the various
arcas which the Government propose to open
up for agricultural pursuits, Hon. members
had a pretty gcod example of that when the
larliamentary party visited the Dawson
and Callide irrigation settlements a short
time ago. Most of us had gone to the
trouble of looking up the classification of
the 'soil, the varieties of the soil, the
meochanical texture, and so forth, and, when
we arrived there, we found that in very few
cases did the map of the classification of
the soils coincide with the soils we found
there. There has been too loose an idea of
agricultural surveys for the purpose of
founding communities. The time has arrived
when it has become necessary to do some-
thing in the direction of securing more
accurate surveys to show at a glance what
luind is available for specific classes of crops.
If that information was available, we would
kiow what proportion of that land could be
prepared for crops, and its relative produc-
tivity in an average season. This informa-
tion would be definitely advantageous to the
producers in so far as the volume of pro-
duction is concerned, as by having a full
and sound knowledge of the output they
would know what they could sell, and thus
do away with th periodic gluts and periods
of under-consumption within the State.

{ion. members opposite have a habit of
talking of over-production. They say

¢t produce this, don’t produce that
f that. because, 1f you do, you will
be producing teco much.”” The question is
et oue of producing too much, With a

cernmunity such as we have, where some
rmenibers of the community may be starving,
rchody can suggest that we produce too
isuch., 1t is not a question of over-pro-
duction but of under-consumption. That is
a trouble that can only be remedied by a
proper  understanding  of ihe agrieultural
hascs of our life and by a more equitable
distribution of the foodstuffs that we are
spable of producing.

There is another question, which is more
particularly related to the health of the
cemmunity, and that is of the individual
»ho is a dairyman, and who may wish to
have his herd tested for tuberculosis. He
may make application to the Department
of Agriculture and Stock, and the services
of a veterinary surgeon will be placed at
his disposal to see whether or not he has
tuberculosis in his herd. it is the practice

Mr. Bulcock ]
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sf the Department of Agriculture and Stock
to encourage dairymen to submit their herds
to these tests. But if there is one individual
householder who has a cow which he keeps
for milking purposes and who desires to have
his cow tested for tuberculosis, he will be
told when he makes application that, owing
to the time it takes to carry out the test
on one particular cow, the test cannot be
carried out. I think some scheme+ should
be devised whereby men with individual
cows, who 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 tuberculosis 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 towns. I believe it is necessary for
every cow that is supplying milk to be
tested  for tuberculosis, and I hope the
Minister will give some consideration to
this suggestion so that these individual cows
may be brought to central depots and there
tested for the purpose of determining
whether they have tuberculosis or not.

A lot of discussion has taken place on
the Council of Agriculture on this vote, and
I am pleased to sce that the ainount of the
subsidy to the Council of Agriculture has
been rveduced by £11,000. 1 would like
to see a greater reduction, and I shall give
my reason for that assertion. I maintain
that no organisation worthy of the rame
cap live unless on its own strength and
vitality. 1 do not believe ihat an organisa-
tion should be fostered by this Statc to such
an extent that it will collapse as soon as
the big grant is withdrawn, I believe that
an organisation worth anything to the
people of the State or to those for whom
1t 1s functioning should have to stand on
its merits. I take it this is the first of a
number of successive decreases of the amourt
of subsidy to the Council of Agriculture, and
tho sooner it becomes self-supporting in
every respect the better for all members of
the community. When all is said and done,
if it i3 right continually and incessantly
te subsidise 1he Council of Agriculture, it
1s just as right to subsidise every union
in the land.

The SECEET\RY FOR AGRICTLITRE: Ilear,
hear !
Mr. BULCOCK :

: When the hon. member
for Nanango was speaking, he said “ Let
the cotton industry stand on its own feet.”
I cannot quite understand what the hon.
roember meant. It is obvious that the
Siate must control some of the phases of
cctton activity so long as the guarantce is
going to prevail.

) Th? SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Hear,
hear !
Mr. BULCOCK: If the hon. member

suggests that the guarantee should be wiped
out of existence, then the State has no
further justification for interfering with the
cotton industry in any way unless it can
be shown that it is necessary for certsin
bond fide reasons of public policy to inter-
fere in the conduct of the industry. Cener-
ally speakinn, it is not necessary for the
Stute to inturfere with an industry unless
the State has some interest at stake. In this
case the taxpayers’ interests are at stake,
and the Government must prescribe the

[Mr. Bulcock.
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regulations necessary to safeguard the
intorests of the taxpayers. When the

interests of the taxpayers are adequately
safeguarded, over and above that the cotton
industry must be given an opportunity to
expand.

I want to =say a word or two about some
of these so-called cotton experts. We were
guided by these cotton experts, and we said,
*“ There shall be no ratoon cotton.” I am
not yet convinced that cotton should be
ratconed, 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. Rither the industry has to perish or
ratoon cotton has to be grown. That is the
conclusion I have come to. The experts
told us that ratoon cotton should not be
allowed to Dbe grown. We accepted their
dictum, and we went into the question at
considerable length, but only one side of the
question was presented to us. That is what
I am: kicking against. Only the experts’
side was presented to us, and many of them
are violently opposed to the growing of
ratoon cotton. There was no possibility of
hearing the other side of the question. The
Secretary for Agriculture told us this after-
noon that the experts in the Department of
Agriculture are opposed to the growing of
ratoon cotton. If that is so, they cannot
consistently be employed any longer, because
they are not in sympathy with the policy of
the department. The best cxperience that
we can get is the experience that we pur-
chase in our owa State, no matter what the
cost may be. Mr. Danicl Jones has done more
for the cotton industry than anybody else—
overshedy is prepared to admit that. The
yrobabilities are that we were too much
guided by expert opinion and did not take
enough notice of the sound practical opinion
of a gentleman who has spent the best part
of his life in the coiton industry., I am
saving that. not because I have any axe to
grind, but because I was one of those who
opposed 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. W. Coorer: He i= not a spinner.

Myr. BULCOCK: We have thrown away
twelve months of valuable time so far as
cotton is concerned, and we have destroyed
valuable crops. That is the position, and we
cannot get away from that porition.

An OrpositioNn Mewvser: What about com-
pensation?

Mr. BULCOCK : Never mind about com-
pensation. We have to start off afresh, and
1 hope that in the future we shall be guided
more by common scnse and be fully satisfied
before definitely committing ourselves to a
pelicy which in the final analysis is proved
to be wrong. The same position obtains in
regard to Gatton College. The other day
the Government appointed a new staff, and

not one of them was a Queenslander. Why
cannot we give Queenslanders a chance?
That is what makes people think. Why

cannot we appoint people in our own State,
who have knowledge and experience? Never
mind the man with academic degrees. The
man with academic degrees has led us into
the wilderness in regard to cotton. Give us
practical men 1o help our agricultural indus-
tries along, and we will be safe. (Hear,
hear !)
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Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): 1 take it
that no man in this Chamber will deny the
importance of the agricultural industry. If
it were not for our agricultural industry,
we as Queenslanders would quickly go into
oblivion, and our clear duty is to do all that
is possible to develop the vast 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
seat, 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 bocome vacant by the retirement of
public officers. We are informed that the
Under 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 are not going to get the
best results from the men who already are
in our employ. The higher positions should
be open to every 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 themsclves and show that they are
worthy of confidence.

The Minister dealt with various matters
connected with his department. However
much I may disagrce with him, I admit that
he has a deep love and reverence for the
agriculturists and zval 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 been done
by the department. e stated that fourteen
new Acts of Parliament had been passed in
eonnection with the department since he
became Minister. He pointed out that much
of the legislation was of a drastic nature,
and referred to some of the compulsory pro-
visions, He told us about the increase of
expenditure and the increase in the staff, and
he emphasised the point that there was an
increase of somecthing like 2 per cent. in
the area under agricultural production. He
made a comparison betwren this State and
New South Wales 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 Queensland, we have only increased
the area under agricultural preduction by
2 per cent. in that time. It is no use making
comparisons with what other States have
accomplished in that direction.

The hon. gentleman failed to indicate tho
nature of much of the drastic legislation and
the «ffect which it has had upon wus.
Although a great amount of money has been
spent and hon. members opposite glory in

it, I think it is only a burden on the
taxpayers. What is the need for the huge
oxpenditure that has taken place? Of

course, some hon. members opposite may not
consider it to be very great, and I do not
know that the special amounts, totalling
approximately £70,000, are excessive, and
one would not grudge such a sum being spent
on agriculture were it not that I am certainly
of opinion that it 1s impossible to show
clearly any good result from it. A good deal
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of displacement has taksn place, a good deal
of discouragement has becn placed upon the
people, and, so far as we can discover, things
have not been stabilised materially, and one
still feels that the Secretary for Agriculture
has held a lot in reserve. Going back 1o
1915, we know that he spoke very differently
from the opinions he has expressed now. One
nust come to the conclusion that there Is
reformation in his mind to-day. In 1915,
when the country was very much disturbed
over somo of the 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
decision to acquire the butter at 1962 per
cwt.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Hawe vou
nothing better than 1915 to refer to?

Mr. G. P. BARNES: If the hon. gentle-
man has changed his mind, it is for him to
indicate it. At any rate, at that time when
Mryr. Stevens, the late member for Rosewood,
moved for a return showing the particulars
of the Government’s butter transactions, the
nresent Secrctary for Agriculture spoke in
the following terms:—

“1 do not care whether the hon. mem-
ber objects to it or not. It is a wonder
that ther did not tell this House that the
price fixed by this Government ag the
wholesale price of buiter was £3 13s.
higher than the highest average price for
the lat cight years. In fact, the price
fixed by the Board is the highest price
on rocord in Queensland.”

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
rothing wrong with that.
record.

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The hon. gentlewan
proceeded to say—

“It is a wonder that those peoplo are
not honest or patriotic cnough to tell
this Ifouse that the price fixed by the
Board appointed by this Government is
£3 13s. higher than the highest average
price for the last eight years. I have the
figures for the last eight years, 1 have
the figures from the Agricultural Depart-
ment going back for eight years, and
taking the highest month—not the real
average, but the highest individual pries
—1I find that the average wholesale prico
of butter is 125s. That is taking the
highest price obtained in each of these
eight years.

“Mr. Vowles:
producing it?

“Mr. Gourg: The cost of production
has not gene up in the same proportion
The price fix:d by the Board is 7% pev
cwt.,, or 8d. per lb. higher than the
highest average price for the last cight
vears.

“I do not believe, undsr normal con-
ditions, in fixing prices by proclamation
—I say it is unsound and unscientific—
but I refuse to believe that the dairy
farmer of Quensland is less patriotic than
any other farmer or preducer in this
State. I am going to quote what one of
the soldiers at the Dardanelles said in
regard to this question of fixing prices.”

Ar. Dasu: Who said that?
Mr. G. P. BARNES: The present Secre-

tary. for Agriculture.

Mr. G. P. Barnes.]

y There 18
It 1s a wery good

What was the cost of
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The #$5RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That is  favour doing a certain thing, then it should
very sound. 1 am rather proud of that be done., The trouble is that the ratio is
specch. net quite like that. The people in my dis-

Mr . .P. BARNES: There are cevtain
resorvations in the speech. If the hon.
gentleman was not prepared to allow the pro-
. ducer the full return for his labour at that
tims, is ke now prepared to allow the pro-
ducer tha full return for his labour, or has he
a desirs to limit and prevent him from getting
that full value?

Tho SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The hon.
gentloman knows that on that occasion it
was the middleman who was being dealt
with, an:d not the farmer.

Mr G. P. BARNES: At that time charges
were raised against middlemen, but a com-
{ #er to that was that nearly all
the in Quecensland was controlled
by tho co-operative societies themselves, and
the middlemen were not in it.

The CORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No.

Mr . P. BARNES: When the Govern-
raent iook centrol they. limited the price,
and ot that very time they protected the
mwiddleraen in Melbourne. They sold them
butter ab 13s. 4d. per cwt. less than the value
of that butter in Melbourne. They showed
considerable respect at that time to the
middlemen in Melbourne. When the hon.
gentlemar makes veference to middlemen it
leads one to remind him of the occasion
whernt the Government showed great respect
to the middlemen in Melbourne. During
the same speech the present Secretary for
Agriculturs went on to say—

‘I want to show hon. members on
the other side who have contributed to
this debate, who, to our kmnowledge, are
amongst the greatest advocates of low
wages, that we know that many workers
soutd not afford to buy butter even at
196s. as fixed by the Government.”

The SECRETARY FCR AGRICULTURE:
foctly true,

“Mr. G P. BARNES: He continues—

© {'herefors, if the price of butter had
heen fixed at a higher price by the Go-
vernment it naturally follows, as Mur.
Hughes pointed out when introducing
the war tax proposals—if men with low
wages are to be taxed it means that the
whole wage system of Australia has to
be revised.”

Per-

Alihough we have the hon, gentleman stating
to-dny that the farmers should ger all
they possibly can out of what they produce,
o lknow that a cerbain position might
ari=e al wny moment, and the Minister might
be up against the carrying out of what
: he professes to be the first and fore-
; re in his mind, and that is o give
the individual farmer the full value of
what he produces.

[ want to make a few remarks in connec-
tion with various pools, more especially as

the people in my = district are deeply
interested in this matter. The Minister
made certain remarks in connection with

the formation of pools, but I am not quite
sure whether he is right in his remarks.
In ¢peaking of compulsory pools he asked
if 85 per cent. of the farmers or producers
of 8 certain commodity desired a pool, why
they should be disturbed by the other 5 per
cent. He asked why they should not be
brought into line. That is an extremely
genzrous way of pubting it—if 95 per cent

{3f+. G. P. Barnes.

trict are extremely agitated on this matter.
1 have had sent to me by one of the local
producers’ associations in the Warwick dis-
trizt a letter to this effect—
“ Under the Primary Producers’ Pools
Act before a pool can be formed it is
necessary that a poll be taken and a
75 per cent. majority obtained thereat.
It has come to the kuowledge of my
association that a movement is on foot
to have the required majority rcduced
from 75 per cent. to 50 per cent. My
association is of the opinion that such
an alteration would not be in the
interests of primary producers, and so
it respectfully solicits your support in
opposing any such alteration. ’

“Yours faithfully,
“8. W, C. Morris,
.“ Hon Secretary,
“ Gladfield Local Producers’
““ Association.”

I have taken the carliest opportunity of
bringing the request of the Gladfield Local
Producers’ Association before this Chamber.
Similar requests have been made by other
Local Producers’ Associations, and I trust
that they will result in the Minister giving
some attention to and respecting the wishes
of those bodies. As a result of that atten-
tion, I hope the hon. gentleman will show
that he is not preparcd to hand over every
spark of liberty that those men possess.

I would like to draw atiention to some of
the propaganda that has besn going on in
advosacy of the pools—the leader of the
Opposition also made reference to this
matter. I notice by the Warwick ¢ Daily
News” the other day that the Wheat Poo),
in urging their case for continuance, made
statements which cannot be borne out by
facts. The statement was made that in 1912-
13 the price of wheat was 3s. 1d. per bushel:
in 1913, 2s. 94d.; and in 1914, 3s. 6d. I
cannot get any coufirmation of those figures.
T have turned to the ‘““‘Agricultural Journal,”
and I find that the following prices were
paid:—

Price per bushel.

s d. s. d.
1912 3 73to5 6
1913 3 6 tod 1
1914 3 3 tod 6
1915 5 4 to8 9
1916 5 4 to8 8
1917 2 3 tod 10
1918 4 0 to7 9
1919 4 6 tod 9
1920 7 6 toll O

It is as well that these figures should appear
side by side with the figures contained in
the propaganda which has been issued by
the Wheat 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 advance-
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
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the department in the manner in which it
should bhe 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
and reckless finance.

At 4.20 p.m.,

Mr. ¥F. A. Cooprer (Bremer), one of the
panel of Temporary Chairmen, rclieved the
Chairman in the chair.

Mr., W. COOPER : It appears to me to be
such an incomsistent 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 Agriculture and Steck by
great expenditure was concerned. Not only
that, but they attempted in every direction
to hampor those who were employed in the
primary industrics. They put all kinds of
impediments in the way of primary pro-
ducers who were endeavouring to get their
products to market. They ncver 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
a4 move on.

Mr. W. COOPER: If it took us cight
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 SECRETARY 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
standing still all the time and would not yet
be out of the Garden of Eden. The present
Government have given the best advice to
farmers by omplm mg experts. I heard the
hon. member for Barcoo condemn oxperts
to-day. I am not going to take up that
attitude, because we depend upon experts.
We have depended on experts all our hvm,
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 prepared to
give it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
any charge.

Mr, W. COOPER: Ves, free gratis, because
after all, T am phﬂamhlopmt enough to givo
hon. members opposite any advice which I
know would be to their betterment.

Mr. Krrso: About wire-pulling?

Mr. W. COOPER: The hon. member talks
about wire-pulling. T know of some other
pulling that [ would not accuse them of.
The great difficulty with the man on the
land to-day is that he was compelled in the
past to acquire land under a system brought
about by hon. members opposite—the froe-
hold system  There is no doubt that his
great difficulties have been caused by the
fact that he has paid too much for his land.
Anyone who knows anything about land at
all knows perfectly well that land is only
worth what it will produce. If a farmer has
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. We 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
banks have taken up 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
are 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 s:nt his
produce to market, to receive 75 per cent.
of the value, so that he might be able to
carry on. We 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
moner, very often he has to wait a certain
t'me before his products are sold. Very few
farmers in Queensland—more iparticularly
small farmers—are in such a position that
they can wait any length of time for the
price of their pwduce There should be
established a system of rural credits to
enable the farmer to receive 75 per cent.
of the approximate 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 already received. If that were
done, the Government would be on the safe
side.  This system 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 by which he will be able to organise
and control his own industry and thereby
get the full reward of his labour. I have
dd‘ ocated both inside and outside this Cham-
her that every man, whether he labours with a
shovel or whether he is a farmer, is an
industrialist and should receive the full
rrward of his industry. If that is done, very
few men will leave the primary producing
industries. We have to-day men who claim
that the farmer should get something dif-
ferent from anyone else. I do not think
he should. I think that the farmer should
be treated in exactly the same way as other
men. The unfortunate thing is that the
farmer has to contend with the elements,
which no other industry has to do. He has
to depend on a good season to produce
sufficient to make his farm a payable pro-
position, While this great squeal has gone
up from members opposite and from the
Press that men are leaving the land and
comine to the city. there is such a thing as
producing too much and thereby reducing
prices. All over-production reduces prices.
Oxm production. of labour will reduce the
price that vou have to pay for labour. We
‘mv\, fixed a price for the man who labours,
and it is necessary—I have always advocated
this—to fix ‘he price the farmer shall receive
for his produce so that he may get the full
reward of his industry. Vet we find hon.
members opposite "mm 1918 up to the nresent
time opposing price-fixing by this Govern-
ment, At the same time you find the pri-
mary producers going down to the Federal
Government and asking them to stabilise
rural industries in the Commonwealth. Wo
have men opposite who represent the
Nationalist party and the Country party
claimirg to be the friends of these men
and advocating better conditions for them,

Mr. W. Cooper.]
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and at the same time they advocate a policy
of no price-ffixing, so that they may be
cnabled to exploit the farmers, as they have
done in the past.

[4.30 p.m.]}

The CGovernment have done something to
cducate the children in rural districts Ty
establishing rural schools, and this is part
and parcel of the subject of the education
which comes under this vote.

Mr. Kerr: No.

Mr. W. COOPER: We have cstablished
an Agricultural College, and are cndeavour-
ing to find a certain amount of money for
the education, in the scientific processcs of
farming and agriculture generally, of those
who have been neglected 1n the past.

Mr. Krieo: Who started the first Agri-
cultural College?

Mr. W. COOPER: I think that Adam was
the first man who started an agricultural
college.

Mr. KeLso: In Queensland?

Mr. W. COOPER: It would have been far
hottor if the Liberal Government had never
started the Agricultural College at Gatton,
considering the small amount of good it has
done

Mr., KeLso: You are following on with it.
anyhow.

Mr. W. COOPER: No, we have changed
the policy at Gatton College, and have prac-
tically turned it into an educational college.

Mr. Kgrso: When did you do that?
Mr, . COOPER: We have done it
1'ccent1y. We discovered the mistakes that

the Liberal Government had made, and, after
all, a man who never makes a mistake never
does anything. The present Government have
endeavoured to provide in the Gatton Agri-
cultural College a better system of education
for those in rural industries than was ever
attempted before in tho history of Queens-
land. Some men say, “ This is all right. but
there are a lot of highlyv-paid servants here.”
If that is so, we also have a lot of highly-
paid servants in the Deopartment of Public
Instruction. The Agricultural College at
Gatton is not directly revenue-producing, but
it is revenue-producing indirectly, because
it is educating the people in the rural dis-
triets. It would be just as well for some hon.
members opposite to take a course there.
They would then be able to coms here and
speak with authority on some of the sub-
jeets they have mentioned to-day.

Mr. KzrLso:
there?

Mr. W. COOPER: No, there was no neces-
sity for me to do so; I was born an agri-
culturist. (Laughter.) At all events, we have
dons something in the direction of dttemptmg
to produce a better type of horse in Queens-
land. The Government have purchased =
number of highly-bred stallions of the Clydes-
dale typs for the purpose of producing a
better class of draught stock. I am not alto-
gether in accord with the system, because,
if T had my way, I would—as I have advo-
cated before—set apart one of our State
stations for the purposz of breeding horses
and distributing them all over the St‘lte prac-
tienlly giving thom to various scttlexs, {0
that we might 1mp.ove the breed. I do not
know whether it would be a more payable
proposition than to breed cattle. Certainly

[3Ir. W. Cooper.
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[ASSEMBLY.]

Sugply.

for the first two or three years it would not
be revenue-producing—perhaps it would never
he revenue-producing—but at the same time
it would be a belter paying proposition in-
divectly.,  The same principle might be
applied to the production of a better class of
dairy cattle, for throughout the State num-
bers of farmers have herds which are not
pavable. They do not make money because
they are endeavouring to dairy from inferior
classes of cattle. We have men in Queens-
land dairying with Herefords—

Mr. EreHINsTONE: Getting milk from the
horn? (Laughter.)

Mr. W. COOPER : Getting milk that would
not produce butter. If the Government
thought it was a payable proposition—and 1
think it would be—they might start the
breeding of dairy bulls or cows for the pur
pose of distributing them all over the State
and giving the farmers something 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 Jelseys and Ayrshires are of a small
type, and would not be saleable for the
price we would be able to get for Short-
horns or Herefords. I think the Government
would be well advised to take such a scheme
into consideration, because the dairy industry
is going to be one of the most important in
Queensland, I shall endeavour to tell hon.
members what is now taking place. We have
hundreds—I can safely say thousands—of
farmers who are growing lucerne, which is
fed primarily to horses. Within the next ten
vears horses will be things of the past on
account of the advent of the motor-car and
motor lorry.

Mr. ErpHINSTONE: No.

Mr. W. COOPER: I say that the hon.
member cannot be thinking if he says ¢ No.”
To-day you can see hundreds and hundreds
of motor-cars in this very city where there
were formerly hundreds and hundreds of
horses. If the hon. member does not believe
in the motor industry, why is he embarked in
it? Within the next ten years there will be
more motor lorries in Queensland than there
are hors?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 are 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
charged 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 purposss. 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 dalrymg industry, and we as a Govern-
ment and the people of Queensland must
look forward to a greater advance in thae
dairying industry than has ever taken place
before.

Mr. Norr: Why are the American farmers
giving up the tractors and going in for
horses to-day when they can obtain petrol at
10d. a gallon?
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My. W. COOPER: That is a statement
the hon. gentieman cannot back up.

Mr. Notr: 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 Minister on his very excellent attizude
in endeavouring in the past to bring about
a better condition for those engaged in
agricultural industries. We have heard a
lot to-day in connection with his aititude
on the cotton question. We had the hon.
member for Barcoo eulogising Mr. Daniel
Jones for what he has done for the cotton
industry, but it must be remembered that
the hon. member for Barcoo, Mr. Bulcock,
was on the Agricultural Committee that
advised the Minister to place an embargo
unon ratoon cotton.

Mr. KiLso: Another split in the party.

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

Mr. KerLso: He has proved it.

3Mr. W. COOPER: He has not proved it.
I have followed very closely the statements
that were made by cotton experts and
spimners in kngland, and not one has ever
said, so far as I have been able to learn,
that ratoon cotton is as good as annual
cotion. 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 were
prepared to grow annual cotton, they were
prepared to pay 5id. 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 arcas of ratoon cotton, which they
claim can be grown more profitably than
the annual cotton, but perhaps in the future
we shall sce those gentlemen who have
grown ratoon cotton come waliling and cry-
ing to the Minister and asking him to pay
oxactly the same price for ratoon cotton
that is guaranteed for annual cotton. 1T
qupnort the Minister’s attitude in saying,
“We will not pay the same, because we
are not sure 1f we can dlSpOSQ of the ratoon
cotton at all in Great Britain.” How many
times in this Chamber have we been told
that we must produce the best article for
sale in the old country? We have not been
able to scll our beef because of the con-
dition it was in when it was exported, and
we have not been able to sell our fruit
because of the condition in which we sent
it overseas; and now hon. members opposite
want to carry on that same bad policy and
spoil the Queemland cotton market by send-
ing an inferior class of cotton overseas.

Mr. Krrgo: They cannot tell the differ-

ence.

Mr. W. COOPER : Mr. Cooper—

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
The hon member has exhausted the time

allowed under the Standing Orders.
Question put and passed.

[17 SEPTEMBER.]
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CHEMICAL LABORATORY.

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

nove—

“That £4,009 be granted for
cal Laboratory.” ”

Mr. NOTT (Stanley): There was practi-
cally an understanding at the incepticn of
the Agricultural College when Mr, Brin-
rich was appointed Agrlcultural Chemist
that his salary would be increased after
the College had got mto working order.
Quite 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 laboratory here In him
a head of that College of whom
Queensland might well be proud, and I am
certain that, if the opportunity was given, a
great deal of good could be done in the
College, A man of the attainments of Mr.
Brunnich is inadequately paid at £600 a
vear. Some of the work performed by him
some years ago entailed a lot of routine
work. Later on much of the work he was
engaged on was suspended and the results
pigeonholed in order that some detail work,
which was decided by the then Minister to-
be more important, should he performed.
Amongst this work that was pigeonholed
was some original research work on prussic
acid poisoning. Later on, when Dr. Maxwell
arrived, the then Secr: tarv for Agriculture
g'ranted him access to the work that had
been performed by Mr. Briinnich, and an
endeavour was made by Dr. Maxwell to
cbtain credit for certain work performed by
Mr. Briunnich, and it was onlv after a pro-
tracted controversy that Mr. Briinnich
received credit for the work. There was
a good deal of other research work going
on at that time which, if completed, would
have been of considerable benefit to Queens-
land. Unfortunately therc was no definite
policy then of working with a definite object
in view. A man might be working for
six, twelve, or eighteen months, or even three
or four years, on scientific investigation
before good results accrue, and a layman not
understanding this work is likely to get
impatient. In the past, and no doubt at
the present time, Ministers have looked upon
other matters as being of more importance
than the research which was engaged in
and which was not showing great immediate
results. Consequently they consider that 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 given an
opportunity to work out over an extended
time certain agricultural problems that occur
from time to time.

‘.Chemi-

I also regret that more use is not made
of the agricultural chemical laboratory in
regard to investigations of various agricul-
tural difficulties connected not only with the
soil but with many plants that are grown in
parts of Queensland. A good deal of
research work may bo domne in regard to find-
ing out the food values of wvarious natural
orasses and edible shrubs, of which very
little is known at the plesent time.

Tn addition to the amount that we see on
the Tstimates, I should be very pleased if
a special amount were put on this vote and
earmarked for special rescarch work. I am
only honing that the Secretary for Agricul-
ture will see at the very first opportunity

Mr. Nott.]
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that the services of some of these officers,
who have very high professional attainments,
are recognised to a very much greater extent
than they now are. Comparing their £500
or £600 a year with the wages earned by
unskilled labour now, I think everybody
will agree that the amount paid to the pro-
fessional officer iz altogether out of propor-
tion to the services rendered. In the case
of these professional men they have not
merely to serve an apprenticeship for a few
years. They certainly do go through a
course of training for a number of years
and receive diplomas and certificates, but
in many cases theirs is a life-long stu‘dy, and
vear in and year out it is their business to
Teep up-to-date in their profession, and they
do so. For that reason their services ought
to be of very much greater value to the
State than is apparently the case when we
see the amounts these officers of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture are receiving, ranging
from £600 per annum paid to the head of
the brarch downwards.

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): I support the
request of the hon. member for Stanley
who knows what he is talking about.
The hon. member practised himself as
an agricultural chemist for some time,
and. having gone through the nccessary
study and secur>d his qualifications, he
knows the amount of study entailed
if one is to beccme a competent analytical
chemist. T trust the Secretary for Agricul-
ture will bear in mind the necessity for
rewarding men who are qualified agricul-
tural chemists.

At 4.55 p.m.,

The CHARMAN resumed the chair.

Mr. CORSER: I am not going to say that
we are looking for increazed expenditure in
every department, but when we have a man
with the attainments of the gentleman who
is hend of the chemical laboratory, we
should bhe prepared to remuncrate him ade-
quately if we wish to retain his services.
We chonld not allow his services to be
sccured bv neople in the South, as has been
the case with other senior officers in Queens-
land in the past.

Mr. HARTLEY :
moncy ?

Mr. CORSER: He is the chief analytical
chemist of the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. Harrizy: I know that, but what
practical value do we get from him?

Mr. Norr: He is not given an oppor-
turity to prove his worth.

Mr. CORSIER: We secure a great com-
mercial value from our chemical laboratory.
Through chemical analvses we can secure
a kr‘o\\]odge of soil valyes, of what pro-
perties the soil nossesses. and what it is
necessary to add to the soil to make it pro-
ductive for a particular cron, therchv saving
primary producers very many years of ])ra(?{,i-
cal invertigation. A"l these things are of
the greatest value. Tt may he asked what
value the rounfry reecives from these agri-
cultural chemists, but the possibilities of
securing value are there, and the unfortunare
part is that the analvtical chemist cannot
zo out and canvass for business.

My, HARTLEY : It iz very hard for a man
outside to make a decent living at agricul-
tural chemistrs. There are plenty of men
with high degrees going about looking for
a job.

[Mr. Nott.
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. CORSER: If the agriculturist were
"len an opportunity of acquiring an elemen-
tary knowledge of how to ascertain the
contents of Lis soil by analysis, it would add
interest to his oc(’upatmn

Mr. HartLEy: If the agricultural chemist
were to make a chemical survey of the vari-
ous sections of the country, it would be of
some value.

Mr. CORSER: That certainly would be
most valuable. Some fen or twelve years
ago the Agricultural Chemist was handed
twenty samples of soil from the TUpper
Burne t. His analyses stand to-day, and are
a guide to the settlers in that district. If
settlers were 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-
sary for the production of a certain crop,
and also what is taken out of the soil by a
particular crop, it would be an interesting
side to their occupation. If that were done,
they would realise the value of a rotation
of crops, and would not go in for growing
one crop year after year on the same piece
of ground with one class of cultivation, as is
commonly done to-day.

Mr. Hartiey: 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 aftor life.

Mr. Harrey: If the Analytical Chemist
were to combine an educatioval course in
analytical chemistry with his other duties, T
agree there would be something in it.

Mr. CORSER: 1 agree that the depart-
ment might extend the operation of this
chemical laboratory, and perhaps launch
out into a scheme for impariing such
information as the hon. member for Fitzroy
suggests.  If the information was imparted
to the farmers, it would certainly be of much
more value. 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
wr shall got the full benefit of the knowledge
that is locked up in our chemical laboratory.

Question put and passed.

[5 p.m.}
COTTON INDUSTRY.

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

¢ That £16,314 be granted for ‘ Cotton
Industry. ”’
This is the first occasion on which a vote
appears on these ¥ hmatos under the head
ing of “ Cotton Industry.

Mr. MOORE (Awbhigny): 1 have not much
to =ay in connection with the cotton industry
because the question has heen pretty well
thrashed out. The matter I wish to refer
to is the penalising of those 111d1v1dua1s who
kept the law and the subsidising of the men
who broke it. To my mind, that was an
absolutely untenable and unjust position for
the Government to take up. We have had
reports from the various inspccfors and re
ports published in the Press. There is one
eass in particular which T read about a litt'e
time ago. where Mr. BT, J. McConnell, of
Marshlands, 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 because they would have been breaking
the faw. 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 destroy
his ratoon 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 passed by Parliament as serious.
Many people endeavoured to root out their
ratoon crops, but others neglected to do so.
Rome of them kept their crop in order, but
they were afraid to harvest it, and they got
nothing out of it. There were cther indi-
viduals who openly defied the Government,
and harvested their crop in contravention of
the law. Then, when the ecritical poriod
came and agitation was strong, the Govern-
ment agreed that the people who had broken
the law should be allowed to harvest their
ratoon cotton and sell it at the market price,
although at the time the Act was passed
ratoon cotton was described as not being
legal tender. No Government can justly sub-
sidise individuals who brrak the law and
at the same time penalise those who obey 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 broken the law.
Personally, I have the fullest sympathy for
those people who are being penalised in this
way. Their case was put before the Govern-
ment by Opposition members, and also pub-
lished in th: Press. Inspections were made
of many of the growing crops, and it was
shown that, if the growers were allowed to
pick and market the ratoon cotton they
would have received a good return, and there
would havs been a great deal of money
brought into the State.~ The Government
waited tco 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 destroyed their
ratoon cotton have becen penalised. Under
those conditions T feel that an injustice has
been done, and I propose to move a reduc
tion in this vote of £1, as a protest against the
action of the Government with respect to
the cotten industry. To my mind, it is a mis-
carriage of justice, and there is no justifica-
tion for it. The whole principle is bad.
If the Government had stood out till the end,
T could understand their saying that no com-
pensation should be paid and that everybody
should be placed on the same basis: but in
the position as it stands to-day the farmers
who resnected the law have cvery right to
demand compensation from the Government
who allowed others openly to flout it. I
therefore move—

“ That the vote be reduced by £1.”

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham): 1 support
the amendment of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. The Government threatened imprison-
ment for a term of vears and a fine of £100
as a punishment 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
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the most careful men who obeyed the law
who are not going to be compensated. The-
people who defied the Government and dis-
obeyed the law are allowed to harvest their
ratoon cotton and so reap an advantage
That is not ordinary justice. Those who-
respected the Government’s decision deserve
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 cver 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 disadvantage.
If the Government allow that sort of thiag
to occur, they show just what they stand for.

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): I did not expuct
that the Government would allow any law
passed by them to be openly disobeyed and
then compensate those who broke it, but
that is the case of those cotton grawers who:
have been allowed to harvest sheir ratoon
cotton. The Government passed an Act vhich
made it a punishable offence for anysne 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 to be the richer by doing it. On yhe
other hand, law-abiding citizens, including
a great number of people in my electorate,
obeyed the law, and have suffered in their
pockets in consequence.

A great number of them were unable to:
get any cotton during the last season, The
rain came late, and those who ratooned
were able to get a picking in those parts
of the State where they did not obey the
law. Where the people obeyed the law they
received no treturn for their endeavour to:
obtain plant cotton, and, instead of the
(overnment compensating those people and
encouraging them to remain law-abiding
citizens, they did exactly the opposite and
compersated those who broke the law. That
is lilke the case of a criwinal who, after
boing sentenced by the judge, is allowed:
1o go scot free, while the poor unforcuuate
person who was injured has to suffer. I
do nct say that the breaking of the law in
connection with the ratoon question was &
criminal offence. I believe that the law
made it a criminal offence; but the Govern-
ment were ill-advised in tpe first instance in
introducing legislation on that point. Some
people may be guilty of breaking the law
of the land and thus be made ecriminals
according to the law, but they may not be
actually criminals. That is the position 1n
connection with ratoon cotton growing. It
is peculiar how the Government have backed
down on this matter. On almost every
occasion when they are faced by a number
of people who desire to have the law altered
or who are determined to flout the law thev
immediately back down. If an individual
had broken this law, perhaps he would have
been convicted and heavily fined, if mnot
imprisoned ; but, berause a number of people
decided to break the law, the Government
were not game enough to enforce it. T
corsider that those who obeyed the law shonld
receive compensation in some form or other
—more especially those who obtained no-
return whatever for the trouble and work
they had put in on their cotton fields. 1
approve of the Clovernment allowing the
ratoon growers to -pick their cofton, bue
they made a fatal blunder in the first instance

Mr. 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.
If the Government wish to treat the law-
abiding citizens as they should be treated,
thev <hould recompensc ithem for obering
the law. That would certainly be some
incentive to the people to obev the law of
the land in the future, Unfortunately
there are manvy laws on our statute-book
that are not being obeved to-day, and, if
the people thought that they could break
the law with impunity, it would become
ihe general practice throughout Queensland
for people to break the law and defy the
Government and those who are endcavouring

to enforce the Acts of Parliament. The Go-
vernment have disclosed serious signs of
weakness on this cotton question. T hope
that the amendment will be carried.
hecause I recognise—and I think all
hon. members recognise—that the persons
who obeved the law of the land should
get  some compensation, more especially
when it is discovered that the Govern-

‘ment blundered. That is really what has
happened with respect to ratoon cotton. The
Government blundered badly by nlacing
on the statute-book a law to nrohibit the
growing of ratcon cotton, and they have
openly admitied that they blundered by
withdrawing the restriction on ratoon cotton.
The least the Government can now do is
to compensate those growers who suffered
by their mistake.

Mr. Harteev: They did not agree to it.

Mre. MORGAN : The Government admitted
their mistake by withdrawing the embargo,

Mr. HarTiEY : The Government only gave
the growers an opportunity to harvest ratoon
cotton and prove their case.

~ Mr. MORGAN: The Government admitted
it straicht out.

Mr. HartieY: They have not.

Mr. MORGAN: Tf not. they have been
forqed to do something which thev did not
desire to do, and which in their opinion is
injurious to Queensland. If that is the case,
they are committing a more serious blunder,
because no Government should do something
simply because a lares number of peonle
desiro that they should do so. The hon.
member for Fitzroy said. bv way of inter-
lection. that the Government have not
admitted they made a mistake. Why, then,
are thev allowing ratoon cotton to be picked
and sold?

Mr. HarTeEY: Thev are allowing the sup-
porters of ratoon cctton to prove their case.

Mr. MORGAN: Tt is no good the hon.
member for TFitzror apologising for the
action. of the Government in that wav. Mr.
Daniel Jones took home suffirient ratoon cot.
ton, which was grown not this vear but last
vear, in order to nrove their case.

. Mr. Hawriey: There is no guarantee that
it was ratoon cotton.

Mr. MORGAN: If the hon. member for
Fitzroy is endeavouring to throw suspicion
on the cotton that Mr. Jones rovk home with
him and wishes hon. members to infer that
it was not ratoon. then if bears out our
contention that no one can tell the difference
‘between ratoon and plant cotton.

Mr HarTLEY: Why, then, did Mr. Jones
not get an order for about 10.000 bales from
those spinners who use ratoon cotton?

[(Mr. Morgan.
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Mr. MORGAN: We do not possess 10,000
bales of ratoon cotton. Before the Govern-
ment made it a criminal offence to grow
ratoon cotton they should have gone to the
same trouble on behalf of the growers that
Mr. Jones has gone. If they had done that,
the growing of ratoon cot'on would not
have been made a eriminal offence. TUnder
the circumstances, those growers who obeyed
the Government and destroyed their ratoon
crops should be reimbursed from Consoli-
dated Revenue.

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

Mr. MORGAN : I do not know.
Mr. WINSTANLEY : And you don’t care.

Mr. MORGAN: 1 do not care, if it is
right, because money should not enter a
question of doing what is right and Jjust
even though the amount involved amounts
to £10,000, £20.000, or £100000. The prin-
ciple is not affected by the amount. If
these people destroved their crops in. obedi-
ence to the law, then they should be com-
pensated just the same as the people in
Western Australia who were forced to destroy
their cattle owing to the rinderpest outbreak
in that locality were compensa‘ed. The
Federal Government did not take the ques-
tion of money into consideration in granting
that compensation. It was a question of
stamping out a deadly pest. In the same
way, this should be a matter of right or
wrong. It is certainly not right that people
should be brought into a state of insol-
venev owing to a wrong action on the part
of the Government. If the Government had
some undertaking in which one worker or a
number of workers were injured by a mistake
of the Government, 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 compensate a thousand. In this case it
is right to give compensation to everyone
voncerned who suffered loss by obeying the
laws of Queensland.

Mr. HarTLEY: Will you consider this?
Supposing that, by allowing ratoon cotton
vou depreciated the value of annual cotton
by 2d. a lb., would you pay compensation
to the growers of the annual cotton?

Mr. MORGAN : That has not been proved.
The verv moment it is proved that ratoon
cotton will reduce the value of annual cotton
the hon. member will have a case to present
ta Parliament for consideration: but up 1o
the present time it has not been proved.

Mr. Hirrrry: Oh, ves. it has. You have
not read Mr. Jones’s report.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. MORCAN: It iz not proved that
ratoon cotton ean be distinguiched from
plant cotton. We have heen told that, if
ratoon cofton is put through the same

machine with plant cotton, the machine can
distinguish the difference between them; but
whether that is frue or not remains to be
seen.  Exnorts have been tested—men who
krow their business—and they have been
asked to pick out ratoon from plant cotton,
and they have failed.

¥r. HartiEY: You know very well that a
machine will reject ratoon cotton, if that
cetton is put in with annual cotton.



Supply.

Mr. MORGAN: I would like to ask the
hon. wmember, if good long staple plant
cottonn were put into a machine along with
poor staple plant cotion, would not the
machine also tell the difference? Of course
it would. But, if good long staple ratoon
cotton were put into the machine along with
good long staple plant cotton, the machine
could not. tell the difference, because the
staples would be practically of the same
length. The same thing applies to wool. If
you put properly grown wool alongside wool
that has suffered from a dry spell and is
Lroken, no doubt the machine will tell the
difference.  We have classers to class the
wool. and certain classes are put up and
made into different materials, according to
the quality.

Mr. Harrrey : There are too many
in that proposition.

“oafs

Mre. MORGAN : The =ame thing applies to
cotton. I had one illustration in my elec-
torate with respect to the grading of cotton.
One man vetained about 2 acres of ratoon
cotion for oxperimental purposes. He
rloughed the halance out, and planted about
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10 acres of plant cotton. Later, when send-
ing away the plant cotton, he included the
cotton from the 2 acres of ratoon, and,
when he received his returns, he received
the same value for each type of cotton,
Those concerned were unable to tell the
difference.

Mer. Hartiey: What vear was that?

Mr. MORGAN : This year.

Mr. Harroey: Did Mr. Daniel Jones tell
vou that?

Mr. MORGAN: No. Mr. Jones knows
nothing about it. Tt i on record. The pro-
duce of these 2 acres was sent to the cotton
ginnery at Dalby. There was a grader at
work there. and that man received 5d. per
Ih. for his cotton,

At 525 p.am.,

The Craryax left the chalr, reported pro-
aress, and asked leave to sit again.

The resumption of the Committee
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow,

was

The IHouse adjourncd at 5.30 p.m.





