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378 Income Tax, Etc., Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Question!'. 

THURSDAY, 27 AUGUST, 1925. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. Bertram, Jfarce) 
took the chair at 10.30 a.m. 

QUESTIONS. 
CosT OF CoxSTRUCTro:x oF .i\1AI:X RoAn FRmi 

SOGTHPOR'r TO Bl:RLEIGH HEADS. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor) asked the' Secre· 
tary for Public Lands-

" 1. ·what was the estimated cost of 
construction of the road from Southport 
to Burleigh Heads? 

" 2. How much money has beE'n 
expended on tho road to 31st July last? 

" 3. "''hat is the estimated cost of the 
completion of the road? 

" 4. Is it correct that the Main Roads 
Board has decided to discontinue the 
completion of the road by day labour? 

" 5. Has a contract been let to a 
private firm to complete the construe· 
tion of the road? 

"6. If so, what is the name of the firm 
who has secured the contract? 

" 7. \'\'hat is the amount specified in 
the contract for the completion of the 
road?" 

The ATTOR="EY-GENEHAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Flinders), for the ~ecretary for 
Public Lands (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairn.s), 
replied-

" 1. £18,165. 
n 2. £69,870. 
" 3. £8,410. 
"4. No. The work is being carried 

out by the Lands Department by day 
labour. 

"5. No. 
" 6. Sec answer to Question 5. 
" 7. See answer to Question 5." 
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TREAT~!ENT OF AGED INMATES OF DUNWICH. 

Mr. KI:-JG (Logan), for Mr. Moore 
(A ubigny), asked the Home Secretary-

" 1. Is it a fact that old people at 
Dunwich who become childish and. at 
times, a little troublesome, are placed in 
Ward No. 14 under lock and key? 

" 2. Are there thirty-eight beds in this 
ward and a table up the middle at which 
these old people have their meals, though 
the size of the ward is only suitable for 
thirtJ-two beds without any table? 

"3. ·what class of patients is confined 
in this ward? 

" 4. Are they thus confined for life 
without inquiry and with little chance of 
appeal to any authority? 

" 5. Are the conditions in this ward as 
to clothing and accommodation such as 
t.o provide reasonable comfort for the 
inmates?'' 

_ Ho>~. T. DUNSTAN (G11rnpie), for the 
Home Secretflry (Hon. J. Stopford. lvlount 
.11 organ), replied- · 

" 1. The inmates who are put in this 
ward are dangerous to thernselvPs or 
others. 

"2. The ward is quite suitable for the 
use to which it is put. 

" 3. See No. 1. 
" 4. It is not compulsory for any 

inmate to remain in the institution. 
"5. Yes." 

PETITION To ARBITRATION Co'CRT FOR 
REDl'CTIO>I OF BASIC V\' AGE IN 1922. 

lVIr. CORSER (Burnett) asked the 
_Premier-

" 1. Is it not a fact that the reduction 
of the _basic wage from £4 Ss. to £4 per 
week m 1922 was brought about bv a 
petition to the Arbitration Court by· the 
qov0rnment. and that such petition was 
signed bv the Minist~rs in charge of the 
various departments! 

"2. Is it not also a fact that the money 
saved to the Governm0nt bv its action 
in securing a reduction of the workers' 
wages provided the fund necessarv to 
enable it to finance the 44-hour week? 

"3. What ;vas the total savings to the 
Government m the reductiOn of the basic 
wage? 

" 4. What is the total increased cost 
to the Government of the 44-hour week 
conditions?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. N. Gillies, 
Bacham) replied-

" 1. No. 
"2. Xo. 
"3 and 4. The information will be 

laid on the table of the Houso when 
obtained." 

R.HLWAY Cnrsrs-SAFEGliARDING oF PuBLIC 
INTERESTS. 

;yrr. KING (Lortan), without notice, asked 
·the Premier-

" In view of the statements in the 
Press this morning relative to the rail­
way crisis, will he give an assurance that 
the interests of the public, the prim'Lry 
produc':rs, and tho~e engaged in other 
mdustnes and busmesses will bo safe­
guarded?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. N. Gillies, 
Eacham) replied-

" The hon. member for Logan has 
courteously notified me in regard to this 
question, and I am pleased to be able to 
inform 'him that the Government have 
taken immediate "teps with a view to 
ending the dispute." 

PAPERS. 
The following papers were laid on the 

table, and ordered to be printed:-
Report, together with minutes of evidence 

of the Commissia,, of Incmirv into 
the Traveoton railway accident. 

Second annual report on operations under 
the Unemployed ·workers Insurance 
Act of 1922. 

MINING ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
INITIATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIT'<ES (Hon. 
A. J. Jones, Paddington.): I beg to move-

" That the House will, at its next 
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider of the desirable­
ness of introducing a Bill to further 
amend the Mining Acts in certain 
particulars." 

Question put and passed. 

WORKERS' HOMES ACTS AME::"!DMENT 
BILL. 

IxiTIATION. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Hon. M. J. Kirwan, Brisbane): I beg to 
move-

" That the House will, at its next 
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider of the desirable­
ness of introducing a Bill to amend the 
·workers' Homes Acts, 1919 to 1922, in 
certain particulars." 

Question put and passed. 

SUGGESTED FEDERAL CONTROL OF 
STATE DEPARTMENTS OF AGRI­
CULTURE AND STOCK. 

RESUl\IPTIOK OF DEBATE. 

On the Order of the Day being called for 
the resumption of the debate on Mr. Corser's 
motion-

" 'l'hat, in the interests of the develop· 
ment of the Commonwealth and the 
stimulation of production, thereby 
increasing our national wealth, and in 
order that effective measures may be 
taken to ensure to those engaged in rural 
pursuits a reasonable return for their 
labour bv the sectional organisation of 
marketing both at home and abroad on a 
Federal basis, b:,· means of tariff con­
siderations and bounties, when aclvisable, 
on exported surplus primary products. by 
Fed era 1 advances to settkrs, and, 
generally, by making possible those 
benefits which are now denied to primary 
producers owing to constitutional 
obstacles. it is desirable that considera­
tion be giYcn to the advisability of vest­
ing the control of the Agricuiture and 
Stock Departments of the various States 
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in the Federal Par!iament"-on which 
Mr. Rmith had moved that the q\lcstiou bs 
amended by the omission of all the words 
after the \Vord "labour," on line 5, with 
a view to j he insertion, in their place, of 
the following- words :-"This ·House is of 
opinion that the Commonwealth Bank 
Act should be so amended as to provide 
fm· the financing of pools organised by 
primary producers under the Queensland 
Primary Pro-ducts Pools Act or any 
similar statute. That portion of the 
Commonwealth Consolidated Rev ,nue 
should be earmarked for the payment of 
bounties on crops with a view to stimu­
lating new avenues of production, and 
for the de.-clopmont of additional 
markets for Australian products"-

Mr. PETERSO:';' ( r orrnanb1;): I desire to 
support the motion moYed by 'the hon. mem­
ber for Burnett, and also to make ,.,mo 
comments on the remarks made bv the SeCl'C­
tary for Agriculture when moving' his amend­
ment. I take it that the hon. member for 
Burnett mm·ed this motion in view of the 
fact that fo_r years past the primary pro­
ducers of this Sta to have suffered manv dis­
advantag-es as a result of the competition 
among the various States. The other States 
of the Commonwealth at various times have 
dumped their produce in Queensland, 
thereby bringing the price of loc.1l produce 
below the cost of production in many 
instances. 

During the last three years we have passed 
several measures designed to better the condi­
tion of the primary producers In the first 
place, we had what is known as t-he Council 
of Agriculture scheme, whereby we were 
led to believe-and many of us hoped that 
the prognostic11tions would haYe come true­
that the primarv producers' lot would be 
considerablv relieved. Manv of us on the 
occasion when that scheme 'was before the 
Chamber stated clearly and pre<Jisely t-hat, 
whilo we favoured the measure, we did not 
see any hope of success, inasmuch as the 
scheme did not in any wav make for a 
Federal scheme. The present Premier, who 
was then the Secret:'ry for Agriculture, in 
reply to an mter]ectiOn at that period, said 
that t-he Government hoped at some future 
date to be able to make it a Commonwealth 
scheme on a change of Commonwealth Go­
vernment. It rests with the electors of 
Australia as to whether there is to be a 
change of Government in the Commonwealth 
but apparently the fact of having to wait 
for the fu~ure to get the benefit is simply a 
waste of time. The hon. member for Burnett 
is of opinion that we should surrender the 
powers of the Department of Agriculture to 
the Fedora! authorities, and once those 
powers arc surrendere-d the Federal authori­
t-ies will be in a position, proYided the other 
S~etes come into hne, to giYe effect to the 
wishes of the primary producers which are 
being met in the Bill brought forward by 
the Secretary for Agriculture the other day. 

At 10.43 a.m ., 
The CII.\IR:.IIAO! OF co~D!I'I'TEES (Mr. Pollock, 

Grcgory) relieved t-he Speaker in the chair. 

Mr. PETERSOI\': The reamn whv other 
hon. mPmbers and I favour the motion is 
this: You @may have commodity pools 
brought into existence, but- hon. members 
opposite have not yet proved to us, nor have 
the. past two years of the operation of legis­
lation pro,-ed, that the producers can thereby 
get- a better price for their produce. There 

[Mr. Peterson. 

must be some reason why we cannot get 
prices in accordance with the cost of pro­
duction, and the major reason is that this 
State ie so isolated that the ot-her States 
can swamp us at certain periods of the year. 

Take the working of a commodity board in 
connection with butter, for instance. It ma.: 
pas, a regulat-ion that the price of butter is 
to be increased by a certain percentage. \V e 
know that under Federal law the New 
South Wales and Victorian butter people, 
if the price is favourable-that is if the 
increase of, say, 2d. a lb. which has been 
grant-ed permits of it-can send their pro­
duce to Queenslan-d, and tho State Govern­
me!Ct ,.,nnot prevent it. They cannot pre­
vent the pwduce coming over the railways in 
the same wav as the Queenslan-d Government 
have prevented our producers sending pro­
duce to the Southern States. That shows con­
clusively that, unles' some other steps are 
taken, no matter what measures we pass hero 
the primary producer cannot get that relief 
which the Government evidently are anxious 
to give him. Consequently, this motion asks 
that the GovermnPnt. will consider the. 
advisability of handing over the control of 
the Department of Agriculture> of Queensland 
io tho Fedora! authorities as a precursory 
step to the ot-her States handing over their 
respective departments :1nd the combining of 
the Departments of Agriculture of the 
-different States under Co <lmon wealth con­
trol. If t-his takes place I am confident that 
other States will come into line. and we 
shall find that the producers will be able to 
take full advantage of the machinery which 
thi~ Parliament has given to the primary 
producers during the past few weeks. 

'l'hc motion of the hon. member for Burnett 
i' quite concise. It refers to the " constitu­
tional obstacles" which prevent primary pro­
ducers in Queensland reaping a reasonable 
return for their labour. I think the hon. 
gentleman in charge of the Department of 
Agriculture will recognise th'lt these obstacles 
really d'o exist. l:nfortunately we in Queens­
lan-d snff<'r far more from drought conditions 
than the producNs in tbe Southern States, 
and as a consequence we are not permitted 
even bv the establishment of commoditv 
or similar boards to get any advantage froiJl 
drought prices, because tho Southern States 
can dump their produce here without let or 
hindrance for the simple reason that Qucem­
land is a part of the O:munonwealth. 

Hon. members will sec that tho motion 
does not propose that Que,·nsland alone 
should hand over its powers. \Ye realise 
that th'lt would be useless so far as the 
fcderali ,ation of the agricultural s>stem is 
concerned, comequentl} the motion is quit" 
broad. It maku the stipulation that, when 
the other States come into line. that can 
haprwn; but that until they do so we shall 
paddle our own canoe. The motion is 
mcrelv a direction to the Government­
seeing that they have b~- various measures 
tried to secure better price.; for primar0 
products-that they should go a step further 
and attempt to make the schemE> Federal. 
and thus g-ive to the producers that which 
various Acts of the Queensland Parliament 
have already set out to -do. 

One of tho main reasons win- we should 
support the proposal is this: We find that 
Victoria IS always airning to undcrquotc 
Queensland on our markets at certain periods 
of the year, not only for butter and cheese 
and similar products, but also for chaff and 
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that class of commodity; and the Govcrn­
mcut of Queensland ha,ve no power to 
prevent that competition. So we sock to 
get over the cxmstitutional difficulty by ask­
ing the Government to take the matter up 
with the Federal authorities as a precursor 
to the other States doing likewise. 

In order to circumvent the motion, the 
hon. gentleman in charge of the Department 
of Agriculture moved an amendment. I 
eannot understand hi<:> action, for the reason 
that it is not going to get thu prochm'r 
[tny nearor tu a better price than he ge-ts at 
pre.-cent in vie\Y of the Southern cornpetition 
e>t various periods, the effect of \vhich his 
department hae admitted. Moreover. the 
Federal Govemmcnt lately anticipated the 
hon. gentleman by pa-sing the third reading 
-which practically means the pasf,age-of 
lhe Rural Credits Bill, in which thev pro­
pose to give full effect lo the proposals-of the 
amendment. The hon. gentleman ::suggests 
that " the Commonwealth Bank Act should 
be so amended as to provide for th~c financing 
of pools organised by primary producers 
under the Queensland Primar0 Producb 
Pools Act or ant~ sin1ilar statute." That has 
already been accomplished by the Federal 
Government, conseqlwntly the hon. gcntle­
lllan's objections to the motion shoLlld not 
commend themselves to the House. But I 
intend to deal with the Rural Credits Bill 
to show that eYen it is not going to benefit 
the primary producer to the extent that thn 
motion of the hon. member for Burnett 
would. 

It is proposed in the Bill to amend the 
Commonwea!Lh Bank Act passed by the 
Federal Parliament ·, estcrdav to convert the 
bank into cL bank o( i,,,-;ue, rE-serve, discount. 
and exchange, and also to cstablieh a rurd 
credit dcpartmeEt. As l have already 
'tatcd, the Commonwealth Government have 
anticipo.tcd the Secretary for Agriculture, 
and are placing on the statute-book the very 
thir,gs sought by the amendment, but even 
that action is not going to get over !he 
diflicuity of low prices to the producer. The 
Common',; ealth Government could pass filty­
iiH' Acts, and do what they like in the direc­
tion of ;emending the Commonwealth Bank 
Act. The trouble. to-day appc~rs to be the 
coilstitntional difficulties which permit of the 
<rlher States dumping their product• 111 

Queensland to the great disachant<1ge of the 
prin1ar~,~ producers of Queensland. \Ye as n 
State and the representatives of farming 
constituencies for a long time past haYe 
l'(·alised the 'ie Jjsabilities; and we arc not 
acting to the detriment o£ any other section 
of the communit3· when we appeal for a fair 
rdurn to the farmer for his products. It 
has been admitt~~·d by the leader of ihc Go­
Ycrnmcmt and the Secretary for Agrir.ulture 
that the farmer is not g<"tting the full return 
for his a ctivitics, and there must b8 some 
reason for it. I am not going to say that the 
Government are all to blame for the farmer 
not obtaiuing the full result of his industry. 
Thee r0ason why the producer is not rtble to 
obtain the full result from his industrv is not 
due"to tho hilure of the scheme cons.tituting 
the Council of Agriculture; it is not due to 
the failure of any scheme constitutin'l" com­
modity boards; but it i, dnc to the constitu­
tional difficulties which hinder Queensland 
and allow Southern competitors to dump 
their produce in this State. To overcome 
that difficulty, the motion proposes that we, 
in consonance with the other States, should 
hand oYer our Department of Agriculture 

to the Federal Government, so that we can 
have a fedcralieed echcmc to as,ist produc<ers 
as one body throughout the Commonwea.lth. 
It is my opinion that until that time arnv<:s 
the producers cannot expect to better th01r 
conditions in any way whate',':r. They. can­
not expect io better their conaitiOns until the 
time al·1·ives when they are able federally 
to deal with their agricultural problems. 

I lmv 8 alreadv mentioned that the Rural 
Credits Bill has" been passed by the Federal 
Government. This Bill aims at giving the 
orga.niscJ producer .freedom. in ~ho control 
of his produce. It anns. to give !m:' absol:"te 
freedom of control durmg the entire penod 
of its di,;tribution throughout the year. It 
not onlv aims at prot<'cting the producer, but 
it ain1.s" also at protecting the consurncr. The 
consurncr, , .. ,~ho is the purchaser, has every 
right to be considered y,,,hen measures of such 
a nature arc going through any Parliament. 

Illr. PE\SE: The Federal Govec·nment 
adopted the Labour party's mnendment. 

?.Ir. CoRSER: ~-hv did the Labour party 
oppose the scheme f 

Mr. PETERSO='<: If the hon. member 
for Herbcrt is correct in his statement that 
the Labour party's amendment "as <tCCepted 
by the Federal Government, it shows that tho 
Federal Gmernment are much more liberal 
in accepting amendments than the present 
Government of Queensland. 

l\1I'. PE.ISE : The", are frightened of the 
people. 

Mr. PETERSO:"i: If two vears ago the 
Queensland Gm~ernmont ha,cl a~cepted certain 
amendments from this side when the Primary 
Producers' Organisation Bill was being dis­
cussed, it "\Yould not htlVe been nece~".lry for 
iho Governn1ent to introduce the anF~nding 
Bills that we di ,CU' JC'd a few davs ago. 
Immediately the primary producers' o;·gan'sa­
tion scheme ''as introduced we told the 
Government that we could not hope for any 
rrwasure of succes~, from that legislation. I 
\L,s ono who told them that the scheme 
could not be made a succe'o until we had a 
schc1ne operating throughout the Common­
\Vcalth. 2\lv \'·ords have ~'mne true. I do 
not propose" to be a kno'\ ~-' !1, but I have a 
little intellect, which convinces me that the 
only hope for, and the only salvation of, 
tho prirn&.ry producers js in having a Federal 
~cherne. The Qucendrtnd Govornrncnt lHtvc 
provided certain legal machinery for the 
fcl!"mors, but we should go a stop forward 
and cnab!o the farmers to obtain full advfm­
tage of that mftchinrry by embodying it in a 
Federal scheme dealing with the' agricultural 
industry of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. \V. CooPER: Does the hon. J1lembor 
desire control from }lclbournC' '? 

Mr. PETERSON: No. The hon. member 
for Roscwood kno\\ s thnt, \Yhen there is a 
dispute in the Commonwealth extending 
beyond the confines of any one State, the 
Federal _'\.rbit.ration Court can take cognis­
ance of such dispute and deal with it 
Hc~orchngl;v. So far a,s the earnings of the 
pnmar~v prDducer~ are concerned, he cannot 
come i11to a court, because there is no 
machinery provided to enable him to do so. 
Con·~equentl:;· we arc asking in effect to be 
placed on the same level as unionists who 
are concerned in a. quarrel \Yhich extends 
beyond the border of any Stat-e. In asking 
for that we are hopin'l" to get the support 
of hon. members opposite, particularly those 
representing country districts. The Com-

JI>Jr. Peterson.] 
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monwealth Rural Credits Bill makes provi­
sion for the consumer also. It makes provi· 
si on whereby, if t.he prod ucor neglects so to 
do, the consumer can build up a reservoir 
of necessaries of life, and then adopt a system 
of even di,tribution throughout the year. By 
the regulation of the market that .is what 
the Fedora 1 system will do. 'The producer 
"·ill be able to get· a better price for his 
produce, and the consumer wi:J be protected. 
'The consumer, consequently, will have noth· 
ing to fear under this Federal scheme. He 
has as much right to be considered as the 
producer. 

Consideration has also been given by the 
Federal Government in the ,,cheme for the 
elimination of waste. If the producer and 
consumer are brought together, as t,he Bill 
intends, there muot be an elimination of some 
waste. At times t.herG is a considerable 
amount of waste of produce between the 
time it is marketed by the producer and the 
time it re:1ches ihe consumer. It will there· 
fore be seen that the Bi11 will be in the 
interests of both the producer and the con· 
sumer. \Vhen we speak of the primary pro­
duction ospect we must realise that we are 
not speaking for a tin.pot circle at all, 
but we n~·c speaking for the Co1n1nonwealth 
as a \vhole. 

The llgures in relation to primary produc· 
tion in the Commonwealth show that it 
amounts to nearly three-quarters of the tota.l 
production of . \ustralia. In 1924 the value 
of prirn,: ry production in 1\ustralia \vas 
£270,670.COO out of a total production value 
of £:32.000,000 for the whole of Australia. 
Con~cqucntly. when we appeal to Parlian1ent. 
to rrr:dcr C'\~crv assistance to the primary 
producers of this State we are appealing on 
be ha if of o b~dy of men who arc responsible 
for t;lrcc·quorters of the production of the 
Co nmonwealth. Valuable as secondary 
indu •tries mav be, they take a second place 
-and a poor second place-to prim<>ry pro­
duct-ion. 

Then again, \VO have bQ~n for years desir­
ous of building up an export trade•. \Vhat 
dcpart:Hel.t of industry dues the most export­
ing? Is it the sorondary industries \vhich 
export th·J most? I\o. Our figures show 
that of the tot.al amount of primary products 
exported last year 96 per cent. of the value 
in money represented primary products. 
'That must oonvim' hon. mcmb~rs that, 
when we arc asking for " scheme of this 
kind. we aro askin'5 in effect. for n1ea;~ures 
by which U_cso exports will be doubled. We 
arc aski:.g that pri:nary production shall be 
made eo attractive in Queensland that, 
instead-as in my electorate and in many 
ot.her electorates--of young fello\Ys wanting 
to go from the land into towns to get posi· 
tions in the Railway Department and other 
places, they will want to stay on the land. 
Any scheme that will bring that. about shoc!ld 
ha vc the hearty support of all hon. moml:wrs, 
irrnpective of \\·hat party they belong to. 
'The motion aims at bringing this about; 
and in bringing this about we shall do some­
thing materially t-o assist the interests of 
Queensland. I have given proof of the value 
of primary production to the Commonwealth, 
and I have also shown by figures that the 
value of primary production exported last 
year corstitu.tcd 86 per cent. of our exports. 
Conseouently, we are seeking t-o assist a very 
big industry, although a poorly paid industry, 
and it is to try ancl make it a little m9re 
remunentive that the House has been asked 
to consider this motion. 

[Mr. Peterson. 

One patent fador that stands out more'· 
than any other in this motion, if given effect 
to by all the States, is that it would make 
for more continuous and regular employment. 

After all. one of the greatest bugbe<>rs 
from which the Commonwealth and the 
Stato can suffer is the bugbear Df unen1-
pioymcnt. .No matter how ambitious may be 
our schemc.i, the fact rPn1ains that the cancer 
of all industrial trouble is that rf unem· 
ploymcnt. That cancer should be rdnoved 

so far as is po3siblc by scientific, 
[11 a.m.] methods, and I know of no 

better method than that of 
encouraging people to go on the land. All 
our theorists and economists agree thitt that 
is the best ideal a State can achieve. 

Hon. members nwy be able to prove that 
in the aggregate agriculture has succeeded: 
but we haYe to dedl!on om· basis from other 
things having nothing to do with wool, 
butter, or agriculture in any shape or fDrm. 
If one goes carefully through the statistics 
for last year. he will find that the producers 
received such a low price for their cream 
that many y:ill have to go out of business 
altogether. I know many hon. nH~mbers 
opprsitc do not de~iro those pconlc Bhould 
be forced out of businccq: that they desire 
that thev should got better prices for their 
product.· Being on common ground there, 
""hy can we not go " step furihr r and get 
tho whole machinery for handling primary 
produc+ion placed in the hands of the 
Federal authorities, and c\·olve ono great 
'federalised schuno 9 Our object is not 
to nmlct the con,umcr, but merjy to s•~cnre 
for the primary producer a fair result for 
his inriu:3try, and that can bo ach~cvcd by 
federalisation. 

I referred to the question of regular 
crnplo~n1cnt. If we can find~ apt!rt fron1 the 
motion of the hon. member for Burnett. anv 
natural mc1ns to bring- about an increasf. 
in i.he arrlDunt of agficultural prcduction 
and an lncrcase of secondary lndust: ic·:,, such 
n, policy v;ould rPsult in continucus and 
regular crnp~oyrnent. \V c must adrnit that 
increased agricultural production we L!ld be 
a peecursor to the financing of our s:'condary 
industries and the le> ,ening of taxes on 
industry. Undoubtcc!.ly in the cit'cs we 
depend largely on the ccntinuous producing 
power of !he countl'y. To prove that con­
tention let us hark back to our drought 
periods. Immediately a ch·ought s1rikes 
Qnccnsland-and unfortunrttcl-.~ that occurs 
at corn par -~tiYd_. fn~qucnt periods--there is 
a slackening of work in the cit!es, and 
thousands are thro\vn out of \vork due to 
that condition of drought. \Vhilst I admit 
that no Go.-ernmcnt c:m prevent droughts, 
through a federalised s;·stem of orgfmisa­
tion and marketing \.VC can prc ,,~cnt {)Ul' 

producers being handicapped wh"n they have 
a surplus in good sca~ons, thus allo\Ying thern 
to make provision for drought p-rcods. 

'Take the awards of our Arbitration Court 
in connection with wharf labourers and other 
indmtrial bodies. Such a bodv would con· 
tend that the earnings for a year wore· so 
much, covering possibly onb 165 or 200 
days in the year. 'The judge invariably 
fixes his award on a fair average over the 
whole period, Primary producers do not 
get that considera-tion. If, as frequently 
occurs, primary producers have too great 
a production on the market, a glut is created, 
and these farmers still have to vet their 
stuff away. Hon. members know that time 
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after time produce has been practically 
given away and dcb;t account sales have 
been sent back to the producers, simply 
because we are, not in the po··-ition to con· 
trol our output effectively. That could be 
achieved if we had a federalised system. 
We cannd deal with it for the simple 
reason that. no matter how the Government 
may act with regard to local produce, the 
Southern people in a prolific season will 
dump their p>oduce here and take advantage 
of the !oca 1 prices. 

Mr. W. CooPER: That is not possible. 

Mr. PETERSON: It is no good the hon. 
member saying it is not possible. Unfor· 
tunatelv it ;s too often possible, and it is 
this possibility that we want to do away 
with. This is not a party matter. I am 
trying to explain wh~t I believe to be in 
the inter''' ts of my clcdorate and the 
intere.sts of the people of Qncensland. 

Thf' SECREnRY FOR :'\frKES : The method of 
distribution is wrong. 

Mr. PETER SON: The method of distri· 
butlon rnav b:J \Yrong, hut there has been 
ample opportunity dtiring i he past two and 
a-half vcars. under the, scheme '.d1ich th<l 
hon. g0"ntlcn1an and others hav0 suppDrtcd. 
to rcctih- the method of distribution. But 
the method of diotribution has not been 
altered for the simph:! rca:::on that, if you 
do imnron> distribution. vou have still to 
face Southern comnetition. and the hen. 
gcntlcm:1n cnnnot g0t over it until we have 
a Federal board dealing \Y ith the whole 
mntt '"· 

I was d•caling with the earning po\H'r of 
t.he pco~Jlc in the cour::try artd trying to :.how 
that a dirninutiDn in the C'arning powc:­
of the prop:e i~ tlw country is reflected 
in the cities. That has been proved oYn 
and over again. bec,mse, after all, if our 
prin1~n~· prrdnccrA arc doing- \Yell in orJinary 
time!', cvcrvbod,y in ihc cit::-busitH1 SS people 
in particular-Pro doing \V0ll, a!Id the 
\YO:'kCl"", hv gr-tting rno:re 1vork. an: rccr·lv­
ing a certain l amDUl!t of th:-; ben0pt..s. rrhat 
pow(~r cun on1y he Incr>::'a:-:c{1 b:y tYu, rcguhtr 
and ordorly rr1arketing of our produc~. 

I quite U£TCC ,v·ith the remarks of the 
Se rrt-nry for Mines in rcg·ard to distribu­
tion. but we cannot dnal ._, ith that mn tter as 
a State: th"t is the tronblo. The con­
stitution'll difficulties are there. The !!on. 
gentleman k~ows that. and until \I'C have 
a paYer that will giYc us regular and 
ordrrly marketing of our produce wo 1nust 
alway· be the catspaw of the other States. 
It is " up to m " to do a litHe Lit for Qucen3-
land. 

The SECRETARY FOR :\liKES: Ncithc•r can 
\VC fi.x prices. 

Mr. PETERSOX: The Scerctan- for 
Mines hos raised the qu0stion that we 
cannot raise the price• of butter. That i> 
just mv contention. Although it was done 
so1nc fc~~v years ago-disudrously-·tho hon. 
gentleman knows that. if the Commissioner 
of Prices were to raise the price of butter 
by 2d. a pound. the Sonthern people would 
dump their b rtter into t)w State immediately. 

The SFCRETARY FOR MIXES : I am speaking 
of tbe Home market. 

Mr. PETERSON: The HomP market 
could be better dealt with through a 
Federal system than by each of _the States 
separately. As I mentioned before, that 

power can only be gained by regular _and 
orderly marketing of our produc'O. In effect, 
that is what the motion stands for. The 
hon. gentleman need not take my word 
for this at all. Past events have proved 
that. The hon. gent!Pman and his Govern· 
mcnt inaugurated the Council of Agriculture 
to give the farmers better _prices .. The nece.s­
sitv for the Gove1·nment mtroducmg certam 
mea ures during the past WC<'k to giVG 
g"eater powers to that particular Council 
has shown the futility of past efforts. Why 
srould we dabble with failurPs? Let us 
go ahead and try and deal with so_mcthing 
t bat will be suec0 ssful, and somethmg that 
will be for the benEfit of the primary pro: 
ducers, and incidentally for the benefit of 
those who work in the city. vVc have to 
recognise that it is nDt a bit of good for 
us to tleal directly in this matter. Sooner or 
later the Government will ha vc to realise 
this, and it would stand to the credit of tho 
Government if they supported this motion 
and let the Federal authorities know that 
Queensland is prepared to surrender her 
powers in this regard, as a precursor to the 
other States surrendering theirs, and placing 
the power in the ha~>ds of the Federal 
Gm·crnmcnt, eo that the prochccrs would 
secure, if not the full results of their labou:, 
at least a reasonablo return for their 
industry. 

The Commonwealth Bill providing for rural 
credits-which is aimed CLt in the amendment 
of the Secretary for Agricu:ture-i" going to 
be a very valuable measure; but it is not 
going to be the goal so far as the salvatwn 
of the primary producers is concerned. H 
mav as.oist in financing pools and other 
n1aitcrs pertaining to marketing, but it_ is 
net going to get over th,, constitutional drffi­
culties which exist between State and Sbtc. 
It is not onl:· necessary to finance the pro­
ducon.:;, :-tti the Federal GoYernment propose 
under the Rmal Cr.;dits Bill, bu.t we must 
fcdcrulisc agriculture. That is tha keynote 
of the \'-hol~~ situation, and until bon. mcrn­
!Jcrs opposite can prove that the · chcmes we 
haYc in operation nre succc.-sful, I shall 
continue to hold the views to which I have 
giyen cxprcsjon this morning. 

The diffcrnnt States of America have tried 
to sectionalisc agricultural production, and 
have found it to be a failure, and r.ow 
.Alnt.rica has nutcle tho agricultural w,Tst:=>nl 
a notional one. They have done that because, 
with each State working on its own, the 
result was disastrous. We find that the 
United States have now decided to make 
the scheme natlor::al. and in their own way 
thcv ,,m probably (iain as a res rlt of that 
schCme. Canada is now 8muln.tins the 
example of the United Si:ltes, and is 
federalising just as tho Unit-d States baYe 
done in reg·ard to ac;ricultural production. 
Canada is determined to work on the li-es of 
the motion of the hon. member for Burnott. 
If it is good enough for the United States 
and Canada to adopt this national scheme, 
it is good enough for Australia to imitate 
them. Ono reamn for asking for this method 
is to ensure that the primary prodt,cer shall 
receive a better return for his labour than 
he has done in the past, and no ono who 
stands for the worb'rs can object to that 
principle. 

The Com'Tlonwealth Bill "'•o provides for 
rural credits un to £3.000,000 per annum 
by means of Treasury loans, and 25 per 
cent. of the net annual profits of the 

Mr. Peterso-n .. l 
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Note Issue Department up to £2,000,000, 
making a total of £5.000,000. The Sccrci<try 
for Agriculture makes reference in Lis 
an1cndrnent to the proYision for earn1arking 
lchat portion of the CommomY"dth coJH,li­
dated revenue for the payment of bounti<" 
on crops, ·with a. view to stin1ulrtting l!CIV 

aYenues of production, and for the dcvclop­
inent of ad :litional 1narkets for Australian 
prodncts. The hon. gentlem·m's am•mdmcnt 
has been given effect to by the provision tho 
Comnlon\vealth Govermnent have 1na(h. to 
which I have just alluded; < cmsequently, 
there is nothing left but to accept the motion 
•'lf the hon. member for Burndt. 

But, although the Fedora! GoYernm.,nt have 
made these concessions, that is r.ot going 
to get over the comtitution<tl difficulties. If 
hon. members who speak on this matter will 
confine their remarks to the conetitutional 
difficulties which arc in the way, and show 
any better way of getting over them than the 
one stipulated in the motion before us, I 
shall be pleased to alter mv views on the 
matter. The Secretary for' Agriculture in 
his amendment asks that the Commonwealth 
Bank Act should be amended so as to do 
certain things. Arc the Commonwealth ICOl 

doing certain things to-dav? The sugar 
industry is controlled by the Federal Uo­
Ycrnment, and they have been implored to 
take over the control of the cotton industry 
because the Queensland Governme:ct have 
made such an infernal blunder with regard 
to it that they have driven most of the cotton 
farmers out of the businc·'S. The gro" crs 
have boon imploring the Commonwealth Go­
yernment to take over the indush-y, and is 
1t not good enough to ask the Federal 
Government to take over other industries'? 

Much has been said on the amendment with 
regard t-a bonuses. _\re not bonuses alreadv 
paid for agricultural produce? Ha Ye \Ye no't 
a recent Act giving a bonus on the export of 
meat? Have we not been promised a bonus 
on arrowroot growing? Arc not the fruit­
growers benefited under a spe~ial Act? Do 
not tho j11m manufacturers enjov an advan­
tage in the rd>at" o:1 sugar 1 fiave we not 
a, bonus on ihe production of ca;;sava? Is 
there not assistance in the imporhtion of 
stud stock 1 Are we not reccivino· a 
Federal Institute of Science and Indu~try, 
which was established because the Depart­
ment-s of Agriculture of the different States 
worked disadvantageously against each other? 
(~onsoqucntly, I again stress the point t·hat 
until we federalise the whole system we can­
not hope for ultimate success. 

What will bo required? After all, what 
the primary producer is specially concerned 
about- is not so much State agricultural 
measures as better prices for his commodity. 
There is only one way in which that can be 
brought about. The Secretary for Mines 
admits that we cannot raise prices from him 
by means of the operations of the Commis­
oioner of Prices, so wo cannot hope for relief 
from that qu01rter. But- wo can see that both 
the consumer and the primary producer arc 
protected by the absorption of the State 
Departments of Agriculture by the Federal 
authorities. No reason<tblc argument can be 
urged against- uniformity in agricultural 
matters in the Commonwealth. Is not the 
tariff uniform ? Do not the primary pro­
ducers in Queensland have to pay th~ same 
taxation on their machinery and other things 
they require as the farmers of New South 
Wales or any ot-her State? Why then should 

[llfr. Peterson. 

we be left out in the cold and not be able 
to take advantage of the Federal system i 
I believe that it is the onh· solution of that 
Ycxed problem _,-hich has Sl; long been engag­
ing the attention not only of primary pro­
ducers but- also of those who have their 
interests at heart. .\s I have already said, 
the Federal Court of Conciliation and Arbi­
tration can extend its operations to deal wit-h 
diH·-,l·cnccs affecting rnorc than one State, 
consequcnH:y \VC are justified in asking that 
similar rights be conceded to the primary pro­
ducers. The British Government arc giving 
preference to the Dominions, as :Mr. Daldwin 
announced sorrw n1onths ago. As a Queens­
lancler I want t-o see Quecnslaud getting 
a fair share of that preference in respect to 
cheese and other dairy products, cotton, and 
'limilar articles; therefore it should be our 
aim and object to unite t-o help to build up 
Queensland and a'sist people to settle on 
the land, and that can be done by agreeing 
to the motion. I confidently believe that, if 
hon. members will look at the matt-er fairly 
and squarely and disabuse their minds of 
the; proposals in the amendment-seeing that 
effect has already been given to them-they 
must come to the conclusion that the time is 
abundantly ripe for us a, a State to surrender 
our powers to the Commonwealth authorities 
in this matter and thus ensure t-o the primary 
producers the full result of their labours. 

Mr. KERR (Enooucra): I would like to' 
take the opportunity of congratulating the 
hon. member for Burnett upon bringing for­
ward for discnEsion such a motion as this. 
He is perfectly justified in claiming that 
in the interests of the development of the 
CommomYoalth and of the State he has sug­
gested .a. 1ncans "\vhcrcby .sornething can be 
done for the primary produc~rs. As pointed 
out by the hon. lllember who has just resumed 
his seat, from an exchange of views and 
opinions some good results may accrue t-o 
Queensland. 'The hon. member who has 
moved the motion h:cs suggested that the 
system of organisation he proposes would 
bring auont some definite advantage, and 
that it should be on a Federal basis. 

The hon. memb<'r has also dealt with the 
rntricat-<e question of a tariff and bounties 
on our exportable snrplus. I-Io points out 
that in order that the producer shall receiYe 
full legislative benefits the primary products 
of A ustra ha should be vested with Federal . 
le[rislntion. During his rernarks he ?;avc 
very strong reasons how man:: of these 
things could be brought about. He also 
gave very strong reasons \vhy it \;vould be in 
the interests of the primary producers for 
such steps to be tnken. The Secretary for 
Ag-rieulture undoubtedly gave tho motion 
his blessing·, and freely admitted that what 
the hon. m<'mber for Durnett was suggesting 
would be to the achantage o.f the primary 
producer'_ of Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The Secretary 
for Agriculture improved the motion when he 
moved the amendment. 

?.h. KERR : Tho am<mdmont moved by the 
Secretary for AgricuJture hod t-he effect of 
sine-tracking the motion, and did not improve 
it at alL The motion contained a vcrv con­
note su!lgcstion and something possible of 
attainment. Before we could pass control 
over to the Federal authorities permission 
would haYo to be sought from this Parlia­
ment, and to-day "-e are given an opDor­
tunity to consider such a proposal. Dealing 
with the matter generally, one must realise 
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there is a good deal of overlapping in 
organisation and distribution of agricul­

b.Ieal produce, not only in· this State but in 
ever,<· other State of the Commonwealth. 
We have to realise that, when federation was 

dopted twenty-four years ago, Australia be­
came a nation. Other countries of the world, 
Eke ~'\.merica, Canada, Norwa0 , and Sweden, 
vvhe-11 dealing ·with the organisa.tion of the 
r.nmary producers, have viewed t·he matter 
frmn a. nation-wide aspect, and have not 
J,-·,ked upon their counties or provinces as 
e'niries which ha.-e to be reckoned with. In 
C,lueensland we may one day fix a price for 

~ertain commodity, but the very next day 
have train-loads of t.hat produce coming 
horn the other States, and the effect 

hits not been to extend the benefit 
that n·as anticipated to the farmer. There 
i i no doubt that there is a considerable 
:•.mount of overlapping in Queensland. 
:.,ud. when we are able to prevent such 
on:rliLpping, the primary producers of 
Queensland are going to benefit very 
uaterially. The Director of the Common-

,·.·lth Bureau of Science and Industry 
'PL'llking with regard to overlapping, says 
tLat so far as it is possible the Commonwealth 
siJOuld co-otwratc with the existing State 
f'r~~-,lni:~atious in the co-ordination of scienti­
r _ inY(._,f.igation with a view to preventing 

"Y nnnc< '"D.ry la.pp1ng and with a view to 
utili.,ing the staffs in the various States. 
There vve have a Cornmonwealth officer 
''"finite!;~· statlng that there is overlapping,; 
j,,_n all he can do in the circumstances is t.o 
',,,_ordinate the activities as far as it. is pos-

iblP so io do and then endeavour to induce 
t\1» Stat<·s to join in with him. If we lay it 
,;,,wn definitely that there shall be a Federal 
f,r5·ani·"ation to dt al with prin1ary pro­
<i.>v·tion. we shall obviat<' t.he difficulty of 
,, ,, 1ring co-ordination throughout the Com­
Lcum.-ealth. If only one State decides to 
~tand out of j.he' organisation. the scheme 
nngt collapse because of that fact. There is 
!to question that. if one State remains out, 

Australia.n-widc organisation cannot 
hmction. The Loan Councrl is an example. 
The New South \Yales Gm·ernment have 
, ·ithdra" n from t.he Australian Loan Council, 
'i.nd their action will prevent ihe Australian 
·Governments acting in concert in respect of 
i lUll n1atter(. r~l_1here is a Yital llC'C0'3SitY in 
Luc> agricultural Industry, 1nore than in~ any 
o~iH'l', to abolish overlapping and embark on 

'r:heme of co-ordination and thus prevent 
'nc State from interfering with the interests 
A another or of the whole of the States. 

There is another argument in connection 
;:·ith this overlapping business, and it is 
e~w of the principal arguments in support 
or the motion. Take the efforts that are 
being made to eradicate the · prickly-pear 
pesL The Governments of the Common­
,.,ealth, New South Wales, and Queensland 
a.re to -day co-operating to combat this pest. 
The Director of the Institute of Science ·and 
Industry states in this regard-

" Results alreadv obtained in labora­
tory indicate th'a.t certain parasitic 
insects and fungus diseases have now 
been established, and that, provided 
rhey are as effecti.-e in the field as they 
are in the laboratory, complete biologi­
cal control of the prickly-pear pest may 
ultimately be expected. Steps are being 
taken to ,liberate !Certain species of 
insects.'' 

That has not been achieved by the action 
of one particular State. The Commonwealth 
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Government have been conducting their 
operat.ions in one part of Australia., the 
Queensland Government have been conducJi­
ing their investigations in another pa,rt, and 
:!\" ew South \Vales in another p.art again. 
The ravages of prickly-pear are one of the 
causes for the falling oil' of settlement and 
production. Prickl;--pear, therefore, is a 
1natter of nationa] irnportarH e; yet we have 
three Government's departments in Aus­
tralia overlapping in their inve::;tigations 
of this problem. The same arg·umcnt applies 
to the blowfly and cattle tick pc,h and to 
diseases in fmit. According to the report 
of the Director of the Institute of Scienc., 
and Industrv. the Co:-::nnonvvealth Govern~ 
mcnt ha Ye engaged in thL• follovving VYOrk 
in this connection:-

" \"'" aluablc result~ obtained re jetting 
and incrcnsing ars,._~nical strengtb. 

" Classification and description of 
\\'heats, barley, and oat--, completed with 
the rc.ult that work of plant breeders 
facilitated, and undesirable varieties 
eliminated in fa.-our of more prolific and 
di~ca'•c-rcsisting Yn.rietie~.'' 

I frankly ackno\vlcdgl-' that the Yarious 
;:)tatc~ of L\ustralin arc- unquestionably 
JDing a great amount of good in these 
Inattl'rs. [ do not personally bclieYf' in 
unification. I am more of a States righter 
-and I admit that it would be detrimental 
in a large number· of instances, particularly 
in mattcn of finance. for the Federal 
Parliament to direct the affairs of ·all 
the States. In the agricultural industry 
one• does not require a ·wide vision to 
r•nablt-~ hin1 to :w:.~ that it is a 1natter of 
Au~tralian-\Yide irnportanec. and any action 
that 1 0 call ta~:;:p should 11C:' taken to bring 
about closer co-ordinat.ion. 

Take again thP quc;;tion of the improve­
ment of sC'eds. Some of the States aro deal­
ing- '"ith this 1nattc)r, and the ·Con1mon~--':calth 
Con_•rnn1011t arc also taking n1easurcs. The 
,,rune t-~xpaycr is being asked by the Coin­
monwPalth and the State' to test the same. 
se<cds. ~"- wider Yievvpoint would rcctUy 
such mattns as this. The Director of the 
Institute of ScicHcc and Industry points 
out this fact and it is an important matter 
to Queensland production to-day. 

vre can do a great deal towarde; increasing 
the numbers of our local consuming popula­
tion. Statistics point unmistakably to the 
fact that Australia is .a primary producing 
eountrv. lf secondarv indu2-tries 1xere estab~ 
lished ·to deal with 'many of our primary 
products, not onlv would our population be 
increased, but the farmer would get a better 
return for his produce than he does at the 
present time. vV C ha Ye to face the position 
that in primary production we have an 
exportable surphts. That is a question that 
one State alone cannot deal with. It ia 
beyond the forces of any particular State. 
We have been blessed as a nation with many 
conditions that. did not exist in many other 
countries of the world. While that state 
of affairs exists it is up to us to make the 
most of it. It is a national question to help 
this along, to endeavour to make ourselves 

a little more efficient in that way, 
[11.30 a.m.] and to produce more. To·day 

the Government say ono of the 
reason& why our railways are not paying 
is the lack of settlement on our lands. 
They tell us there is not one acre of 

Mr. Kerr.] 
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Crown leasehold available near the exist­
ing railway lines. That is a deplorable 
condition to be in. We do know that, Jf 
prickly-pear and other pests wore successfully 
cornbatocl, we would have some' aluable land 
<Iva,i]able. The matter has nev€r been 
tackkd properly by any individual State, 
and is simply shehed by all the States. 

On page 12 of the report of the Director 
of the Commonwealth Institute of Science 
a11d Industry, we find these remarks-

" The loss to tho agricultural and 
[L'toral industri0s of Australia, .. nd to 
the seco11dary industries depend0nt on 
them. caused by diseases. r-ests, and 
para• itcs, amounts to millions of pounds 
pc•r a11num. :\early all the Sl•rious pests 
lH,-e been introduced from other coun­
tries, and rnan:;; have now spread over 
r great part of Australia, or even the 
whole; thus the ' ork of eradication is 
costly, and will take a number of years. 

" From plant diseases alone the annual 
loss has been ""'timated at £5,000,000. An 
L .. timate of the loss from the sheep-fly 
pest gives as much as £4,000,000 in a 
bad year. Prickly-p<>u already covers 
an area in r\ustralia greater than the 
total area under all forms of cultivation. 
During the past fifteen years Xew South 
\Yalcs alone has expended £600,000 in 
an attempt to keep back the cattle-tick 
pest. The loss from fruit diseases due to 
fungi is estimatL'd at £1,000,000 
annually.'' 

The institute is otoerat.in!T in the various 
States, not under the jurjsdiction of any 
State, but co-ordinating its operation:, as far 
a possible \Yith the State's; yet tt close 
cxan1ination of the position reveals the fact 
that the \'ommonwoalth Government with 
their inspectors, are real}y overlappi~g the 
duties of the States. 'Ihe C:ommom, .. ealth 
have expended thousands and thousands of 
pounds. and surely we should co .. operatc with 
them and endeavour. not only to save this 
State mow:>:... but to do son1ethirur at the 
same time for the primary producer, for 
\vhon1 It IS declared \Ye are atien1ptin:~ to 
do so much to-day. 

The question has been raised that this 
motion can get us nowhere, and that it is 
against the ('onstitution of Australia. I am 
not going to agree with that statement at 
alL The Secretary for Agriculture in his 
amendment seeks to assist pools and to ear­
ma_rk money from the Commonwealth Con­
s:>hdated Revenue for the payment of boun­
ties on crops. Those two matters are certainly 
applicable to the situation, but they do not 
get us where we want to get. Let us take 
the question of the Constitution of Australia 
and see whether we cannot get over that 
pomt. In 1913 a proposal was submitted to 
the people of Australia bv referendum that 
the Federal control of tJ·ade and commerce 
should be without limitation. That proposal 
was ~efeatcd, and at present the Constitution 
lays It down that the Federal control shall 
only extend . to trade and commerce with 
ot_her co~ntnes: Possibly control of trade 
without. limitation would be the law in the 
Austrahan States to-day had such a motion 
as th:<t ';OW before us been carried previously, 
but It IS necessary for a majority of the 
States. to. carry such a resolution as well as 
a maJor:ty of voters. It is also necessary 
for Parhament to pass it, and Parliament 
can do that to-day. There is nothing to 
say that they could not do that by a. vote 

[Mr. Ke·rr. 

to-da:-.. and the legislation to follow '\;·ould 
bP purely a formal matter. It is necessary 
to ha\C a majority· of the States, a majority 
of the voters, and Parliament to pass it. 
Queensland, South Australia, and Western 
Australia gave a vote favourable to trade 
and commerce being vested in the Common­
wealth without limitation, but unfortunately 
Victoria. :\ew South \Vales, and Tasmania­
making it a " fifty-fifty "-voted against it. 
The majoritv of voters against the proposal 
was very small indeed. The figures sho\\ 
that 958,000 people voted in favour and only 
986.000 against the proposal. That is to sa:·. 
there was only a majority of about 28,000 
against it, notwithstanding the fact that 74 
per cent. of the electors of the Common­
wr-alth voted on that OC<1tsion. \Vhen such a 
large number of the people voted in favour 
of the proposal it indicates at once that State 
organisation, State control, and State distri­
bution of our primar, .. products is an impos­
sible solution of the difficult>·· We know that 
federation wiped out the border tax and' 
gave free interstate trade. The Constitution 
la vs down that there must b~ free interstate 
trade, and, recognising that one principle 
alone. I ~ay that we have no option but to 
perrr,it an Aust.ralian-wide organisation of 
our 11rimary products. 

In further support of my argument, I 
'I'Ould point out that the Commonwealth 
Government have come into the arena, and 
have corr.e in very forcibly. Some time e. go, 
when Mr. Bruce visited this State, he was 
inten·icw0d by the farmers of Queensland in 
regard to the butter pool, and he said that 
he could operate ~o far as the overseas­
market" were concerned. That is what the 
Australian Constitution permits. He w:ts 
asked to exter:d it further, and this is what 
he had to socv to th0 dairymen in that regard 
as reported in the Press-

" He had been told that thcv should 
have fixed the price of butter for the 
interstate trade. That was something the 
\'ommonwcalth had not power to do. If 
th0y wanted the price fixed in Queens­
land they should go to the Queensland 
Government and get them to do it. He 
w0nld not comment as to whether the 
policv would b0 ri<;ht or wrong. All 
qu0stions of marketing produce in Aus­
tralian markets were questions for the 
State Government." 

That is the position as it stands. It would 
sound all right if we had a high wall 
between the various States of the Common­
wealth; but, while there is no wall at all 
and we have free interstate trade, the state­
ment amounts to almost nothing-. If a small 
advantao:e would be gainE'd by that method­
and I think a trifle would be gained-what 
advantage could be gained if it was an 
Australian-wide organisation? Mr. Bruce goes 
on to say-

" Surelv the one main reawn was that 
under no 'circumstances were they to have 
restrictions upon trade between the 
different States ; " 

That is my argument~ 
" if the Queensland dairyman said he 
had to !'et a better price, then it was 
for the Queensland Government to take 
action. Dairying was a great and useful 
industry, and the Commonwealth Govern­
ment would assist. Something should be 
done to increase butter production." 

I am with the hon. member for Burnett, who 
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has pointed out an amicable way in which 
something can be done that will be of 
material benefit to the primary producer. 
Mr. l3rnco gaPs on a little further-

" The Commonwealth Government had , 
indicated to all the State Government-s it 
would appreciate improvement in the 
herds and imnrovement in butter-fat 
returns. and wotlld co-operate in any way 
for that purpose." 

That is as far as th<> Prime Minister of 
Aust-ralia can gD; he is restricted to co-Dpera­
tivc efforts. He cannot co-ordinate those 
interests. S<J fa>· as the Conctitution will 
allow, the Commonwealth Government, by 
operation of law, already have done a great 
deal. and I am quite satisfied that, having 
the interests of the primary producers at 
heart. tlwy will be prepared to go a long 
way further. 

The Commonwealth GDvernmcnt have paid 
great attention-and the Queensland Go­
vernnwnt have also done somdhing in this 
regard-kl the construction of main roads. 
If facilities for transport arc provided, the 
primary producer will rccPive a material 
benefit thcrefrom. The Commonwealth are 
making available from the accumulated 
surplus which had accrued on 30th June 
last the sum of £750,000 for main road pur­
poses. During the previDus two years the 
sum of £1,000,000 was .appropriated. I am 
sorry to say that the Queensland GDvern· 
ment did not use all the money available, 
and other State Government-s in Australia 
were in a similar position. I do not agrer• 
with the Federal Treasurer when he says 
that the States abSDrbecl as much monev as 
thev could in this direetion last vear. ~ vV e 
cou.ld have absorbed a great deal more. vVe 
have more roadrnaking to do than any ot-her 
State of Australia. This is an avenue in 
which money could be well spent in assisting 
the development of our great St.ate. It is 
absurd iD assume that the sum of £650,000 
is all that can be absorbed on main road 
ronstrurtion in Australia in any one year. 
The Commonwealth Government have made 
available through the Commonwealth Bank 
money for tht' construct-ion of hundreds of 
miles of substantial roads, which have been 
of great benefit to the primary producers in 
Queensland. That is a matter which brings 
home to us the neccssitv for this motion 
receiving :t free passage; as it will bring 
about a very desirable stat-e of things. 

A great deal has been sai'd about rural 
credits In has been said time and again 
that the Commonwealth Bank has not func­
tioned as it was at first intended to function. 
Hon. members will remember that., when a 
Bill to amend the Commonwealth Bank Act 
was before the Federal Parliament last y0ar, 
Dr. Earle Page intimated that the Govern· 
ment would take action to institute rural 
credrts in Australia, ,and a Bill for that pur­
pDse is before the Federal Parliament at the 
present time. Dnder that Bill advances will 
be made to primary producers to assist them 
in marketing their produce. This new depar­
ture is further designed to permit of the 
disposal of products under the growers' con­
trol regularly throughout. the year. The 
whole object of reading what I have quoted 
is to point. out the importance of stabilising 
prices not only in Queensland but also in the 
whole of Australia. Stabilisation has only 
one meaning, which is easily understood. it 
benefits both the producer and the consumer,_ 

and it has done so in a large number of 
cases of which I have personal knowledge. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES interjected. 

:\1r. KERR: There is a good deal in that 
~'o far as stabilisation is concerned. Only 
for the Comrnonwcalth Governn1ent's activi7 

tier.: in rPgard to various products, \YO 1vould 
havc had largo surpluses in Australia. They 
have <'•tablishcd agencies in London for 
cli-pc,ing m tlwm. They are depending in 
the Conlrnonwealth upon a protective tariff, 
the proceed· of which arc going into con­
solidated r(•vcnue, from which they are 
Sllcnding tons of thousands of pounds in 
other parts of the world to dispose of our 
surplus proclncl:s. I have travelled to some 
Pxtcnt, and I can ~cc from travelling round 
different countries of the world that there 
are tee1ning rnillion~ of population who are 
not prirnar~,· producer . .;;. In the ruYal areas 
of the countries of the world vou can see 
that the numbers of producers arc small 
indeed and <Jbservo the small production 
of primarv commodities to feed and clothe 
thoSe tePrn'ing n1illions. In \ustralia \VO have­
a wonderful opportunity 1 o exploit the 
world's markets, and we han• got to exploit 
the ,, oriel's markets. In my opinion, we 
can dispose of our primary products in 
other parts of the world at a greater profit 
i han ·we C'an reap from entering secondary 
industries. I do not want to be misunder­
stood in saying that. It must be apparent 
to everyone that the longer hours, lower 
wages, and the coloured labour which prevail 
in other countries whe1·e secondary products 
aro n1anufactur{'d are points for considera­
tion. I a-dmit that our tariff returns show 
11s that. our imports are far too great, and 
that there arD avenues for secondary industry 
which can well be exploited. It is a world­
\Yide problem, and every day it is being 
tackled in the Commonwealth Parliament. 
Step by sh'P we are doing something to 
builrl up the industries which this country 

badly needs. The Commonwealth Govern­
ment have helped considerably in the matt01· 
of bounties-1 am not doing this for propa­
ganda purposes-but if, instead of having 
to help in individual States or through 
individual States, th<'y had an organisation 
for the whole Df Australia and dealt with 
the producers and the consumers as a whole, 
thei;· work W<Juld be much more effective. 
That is the point we ~ed to reach in regard 
to our primary products. 

At 11.48 a.m., 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

:vJ:r. KERR: Just let me give one illus­
tration of a bounty of which not many people 
take much notice. Dnder the Sulphur 
Bounties Act of 1923 the quantity of super­
phosphates produced was 20,750 tons and 
the bounty paid was £14,140. All 'these 
thmgs the Commonwealth have done to try 
to encourage secondary industries and also 
primary industries, assisting them from the 
revenue the:> receive by way of high tariff 
duties. 

The primary producers of Australia to a 
considerable extent are now being compen­
sated by means of the bounties for the 
increase by the tariff in the cost of theic 
agricultural machinery. If we are going to 
have a ~igh tariff in Australia, it is a very 
good thmg to pay bounties to the farmers 
on their exportabie surplus products. That 
is the position that Australia. has reached 

Mr. Kerr.] 
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t<>-day, and the Commonwealth will Ol?erate 
extensively on such a. reasonable bas1s. 

Another thing that will interest Queensland, 
and which I would like to see reviewed later 
on, i. the position with regard to Australian 
wines. Under the \Vine Export Bounty Act 
of 1924 th" producers concerned received a 
benefit to tho extent of £28,000. That bene­
fit alone enabled the growers to receive a 
reasonable price for their product. Under 
the Canned Fruit. Bounty Act of 1924 the 
Commonwealth Governmei1t a,;sisted the pro­
ducers bY paying a hountv on tho export of 
their caimcd fruits to the extent of over 
£64,000. There are many things of a like 
nature that the Commonwealth Government 
are doing. Thev are reallv subsidising the 
efforts of the Stat0s. In nn.' opinion it would 
be much better if the whole of the activities 
were cvntrolled by thC' Commonwealth. 

Previouelv I rnadP p,onH' rnention of adver­
tising- oyerseaF. The Dried Fruits Control 
Boar-d and the Dairy Produce Export Control 
Board haYc been advertisin~ very exten,iively 
not onlv in Gre:tt Bribin but in other coun­
tries of the world. The,· havtc been doing: 
that with only one object-the f-'l:tension nf 
markets. The Secretarv for l\J:ines mentioned 
the word " distribution," but I would point 
out th•1t distribution means mark<'ting as 
wdl. They are i wo different terms with but 
verv little 'diffcrcn~e ln mPaning in the sf'n"-'" 
in \\hich 've are using thern to-day. Distribu­
tion rn< ~ns sending· out the stuff, but it must 
be sent out in a proper rnannN, tho.t is to 
say. thoro must be a market for it. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINER: The \YholC' 
Bystf'ul of distribution is \Vrong. 

Mr. KERR: Can we get over that system? 
The Commom•. 0alth Government are tryin;; 
exi0nsively to proYide ovt)rsea nuukets for 
our produce. and they \Yill lw able to g-o a 
long- way in that direction. They \vill be 
able to tak<' aclYantago of the Baldwin 
proferonc<. Some people might lig:htly pass 
over tho effect of tlw Bald win pro 'C'rence, 
but I would point out that the concession 
m"ns a tremendous amount to Australia. It 
will mean over £1,000,000 sterling to the 
gro1v0r:3 of currants. sultanas, and lexias 
in Australia. The Baldwin GoYernmont haY0 
i1nno~.0d a lcYY of £7 per ton on foreign 
sultanas. , 

Mr. \YRIGHT: \Yh0rC' did the hon. member 
obtain the yaluo of that preference? 

~r. KERR: From the Federal Treasurer's 
Budget speech. vVhcn we come to realise 
that the Baldwin Government have placed a 
levy of £7 per ton on foreign sultanas and 
£2. per ton on foreign currants, it can 
easily be seen that Australia is going to bene­
fit to n <'Onsiderable extent. Not only is 
Australia going to benefit in that way, but 
she is also going to benefit by· means of a 
reciprocal tariff with Canada. .Some people 
may argue that we are sacrificing one thing 
to gain another, but it is the question of our 
exportable surplus that must be seriously 
considered. 

In addition to the Commonwealt.h Govern­
ment organising the fruit industry, we have 
each of the States formulating schemes and 
legislating for the same object. This is an 
industry where the organisation could be 
effectively organised by a central body and 
wit·h much value to those engaged in it. In 
1924 the Commonwealth Government made 

[Mr. Kerr. 

an advance of £200,000 against the dried 
fruits crop of 1925. I am not contepding 
that that IS a marvellous advance, but. 1t was 
a very reasonable action, and was of incal­
culable help to the industry. The Common­
wealth Govemment. went further. They did 
not a.'k that this adYance should be repaid 
when the commodih was marketed, but said 
that it need not be' repaid until the follow­
ing year. That is one way of looking after 
the primary producer. A·<istance was not 
onh· rendered t<> market the produce over­
sea~, but the repayment of the advance was 
extended over a time to enable the frmt­
growerc; to establish themselves. Under the 
\Vine Export Bount.y Act the Federal Govern­
nwnt rendered ascistanco to that mdustry to 
the extent of £28 417. They .also directed 
their efforts to as~isting in developing the 
over.seas market for camied fruits. The out" 
pnt of canned fruits last year was greater 
than in any previous ;vcar of the history of 
Amtralia. That "as a result of the aclver­
tisin,, carriC'd out b,,. the Federal Govern­
nwnt in 1923 and the passing of the Canned 
Fruit-s Bountv Act in 1924. More than 75 
l"'r cent. of the fruit c:tnned was exported at 
a prDl1table pric0. All this was achwved m 
>pite of the highly-organised canning indus­
t rv in Califorma. Had it not been for the 
a . .'si,tance l'l'udercd bv the Federal Govern­
ment, these results 'would not have been 
obtained. 

The Sl'EAKEH : Order! Order ! The 
hon. member has exhausted the time allowed 
him under the Standing Orders. 

~Ir. DEACON (Cunningham): No hon. 
member would like to sav or do anything 
inimical to our Department of Agriculture, 
hut the time ma·. arriYe, and arrive shortly, 
when we shall 11avc to consider whether it 
ho; not heconw nccessarv t-o have all State 
Departments of :\.griculture under Federal 
control. \Ve may be dri \'en by the problems 
cDnfronting us to act in that manner. A 
department can only liYe as a State depart­
ment while it. is in a position t·O serve the 
State; but the timC' \Yill come when it can 
be of much m0re use to the taxpayer by 
coming undC'r Federal control, and we shall 
then be driven to the necessity of handing it 
over to thr Federal authorities. I am not 
going to belittle what the Department of 
Agriculture has done. It has done a lot of 
good work, but it could do a great deal more 
of that good work if it were under different 
administra t.ion. I dn not wish in any way to 
reflect upon the present h1inister, but the 
administration of the department to-day on 
hard-and-fast lines, according to the platform 
of the Labour party, forces t.hat conclusion 
upon hon. members. 

If we compare the measures that have been 
put through the Federal 'Parliament with 
those put through this Parliament, we shall 
see the difference. We have put through 
n1easures assisting tho dairying industry) 
creating butter and cheese pool boards, but 

as soon as those industries have 
[12 noon.] to face outside competition they 

get into difficulties. The trouble 
is that our producers are always losing. No 
matter what measure we put forward to 
help our primary producers those producers 
get into difficulty when they have to com­
pete with Dutside sources and those difficul· 
ties wipe out the whole benefici:al effect 
that may be achieved through stabilising the 
looal market. Sometimes we are not able 
to even stabilise the local :market. 
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I have quoted over and over again in this 
House the fact that the cost of producing is 
~oyond tlw value received. It is practically 
nnposs1ble for the procluc0r to get a living 
wa.ge. VVc rr:ust realise that everything in 
th1s country 1s dependent upon the nrimarv 
producer. We cannot get anywher~ if we 
cannot rnak0 our land produce, and, i::" 

·we cannot 1nake it produce to a greater extent 
!han has been the case in tho past, no 
mdustry that we establish is going to stand 
very long. All our manufacturing ancl 
scconrlar~v industries are dependent on thC> 
power of th:' producers to pac' for those 
mdmtncs. You cannot expect the producf•n 
to go on producing unles5 thcv O'et sornc­
thing out of it. At present the~ ,;'re forced 
to curtail tlwir ex)wnditure and .. production. 
Th·cy have, ch~culty financiall:v. and things 
a re bC''\ ond thetr cont ro1. Evcrv bank trad­
ing in agricultural di~trirt~ rc~ogni·,-\-'S that 
tho produeers arc in a difficult position, and 
that the present lanrl vahH .3 are not going 
to improYt:. Tho pr-c"'::<Pnt pril ,'S mav become 
pcrmanont. and that handl<:aps C'\:ery pro­
ducer end hes a tremendous cffe·ot on his 
o~wrations. It Inay seem that \Ye haYC' to 
carry on two or thl·cc years son1etirncs """" ith­
out g~i ting rnore than bare C'xpenrc~. The 
lJ!.::'('PSSlty for an Australian-\Yidc orf(ani:.:,ation 
l'l'hich could control the whole of the market 
fnr An~tral1a \\'as :-:.hovn1 verv stronglv bv 
thP difficulty expcrienred in cOnnoetion \vith 
the Committee of Dircct.ion and aho lw the 
le?,'islation introduced this s<>ssion to tr\' and 
overcom,, those difficulties. \YE' know that the­
Committee of Direction, when exporting fruit 
to the other States, cmdeavoured to secure con­
trcl b,, limiting· tho number of agents. It 
quite natnrnllr followed that that w~s held to 
tH' a r •straint of trade and it was found 
iinpos~iblo for thf'nl to' ge'Z over the diffi­
culty of the Federal Constitution. Onl' 
the other dcty V\'(· passed legislation in th{, 
ChmnbPr providing for conllJlC'te oy,·ncrship 
of the nroduct being YC'~tcd in t1H~ \YRriou~ 
pooh:, but {'n~n with that C'mnolPto ovnH•r­
sllip I om not sure that we sholl be su~ce..,~­
fuL The I:eople who \Yill lw rli'P'" icssed 
of_ thou bwnness must .livP, and thf'~e agents 
wlll cndeayour to get bu8ine·)s elscwh{: rC' 
and . will try and import produce. If vou 
take a man's bmim·ss from him and cut him 
right out. he is going to try and get busi'­
npss e.ome,:hcre cl. c. If thu whole co:rtrol 
of fruit marketing in Australia were in tlK 
hapr's ,of one body or one department, cer· 
taml:., rt would be much better from the pro­
duc<'rs' point of view. The controllino· bodv 
could exercise considerable influence ';n the 
Commonwealth Government if it v, as thought 
ncce·' ory to m crease the tariff. It would 
not only benefrt tho people it served, but. 
by cuttmg down expenses, it is quite pes­
SI ble rt would be able to sell the fruit 
chPapor to the consun1er and in this wav 
everyone would benefit. Even with the legi~­
latwn we .have passed vesting complete 
ownershrp m pools, I have very grave 
doubts whether we. sha 1l lw able to get 
over the d1fficultv m ~onneeiion with th0 
F£•de,ral Constitution. H these pool boards 
re.strJCt the operabons of certain agents it 
wrll be held to be a restraint of trade. 
D'.'es it not follow that, if you prevent cer­
tam people from trading in a ~ertain article 
t.ho High Court will bke the view that 
it is a restraint of trade? Other industriPs 
n:r.ay perhaps co~ne to be in the same posi­
tiOn a~ the frmtgrowers are in under the 
authonty of the Committee of Direction of 

Fruit ~.farketing. v,- e know that some of 
tlH:>n1 are in a \VOl'" :_::. position, because we 
cannot kr'"'P out itnportations from the 
SouthHrn Star.p•; or fron1 oycrseas. 

I have made quite clear my position with 
regard to the motion of the hon. member for 
Bmnett.. I take it that it may be necessary, 
in a very short time. to proceed along the 
hnes tho hon. member has suggested. I 
think that, if the Secretary for Agriculture 
had foreseen what the Federal Government 
wen• goi1:g to do, he would not have moved 
his amendni('l1t. ..c\ .. hnost·· on the "'arne dav 
that the ban. member moYf'd the amendmer1t 
tbf' Federal Government introduced legisJ.a­
twre which not only gave effect to the idea 
l1E' had in view, but went very much further 
aucl I'Yill be n.uch more effective. 

It i" most. regrC'ttable that the leader of 
dro La l >tU part;' in the Federal Parliament 
a•Hl tlw Secretary for Agriculture in this 
( 'h,mbc · shcnld speak with two different 
\~oicQ~. The Secretary for Agrirulturo is in 
faYom· of tl](' schenw proposed, while the 
IPader of the Labour party in the House of 
Rc'presonatiYes is opposed to it. It is extra­
ordinar~· that lWO prominent Labour mem­
Lwrc sl10nld take c•ntirely different views on 
.such an important matier. Only yesterday 
:\[r. C'ha.riton. the leader of the Labour party 
in tlw H on"' of Representatives, at.tcmptcd 
1:::1 re~tric-t the operatiDns in regard to rural 
tTPdi" to the Commonwealth Bank. \Ve 
h .. -LY(' to take into account things, not as we 
"onld like r.hern to b(. but as they are. In 
"!! agrieultnnd districts the main fma.ncial 
ins1-itutious are the priYaJp banks. It does 
nut n1:Hter whether a n1an likes them or not; 
thl'v arc est ablishcd there and must· continue 
to lw the main aYenucs of financial advances 
to r-e-operative bodies, pools, and other 
org-ani~wt:ions in connection with a 111arkoting 
,,·l,cnw. It would be impossible to cut them 
t'Ut, ~iiup1y bc::--au'<~ sonl-eone disagrees with 
r>riYatelY-mYned btmks, and confine the 
il1aking ~of advance~,, solclv to the Colnmon­
wt alth Bank. Of course,· there is no objec­
tlO!! to borrowing from them if the Govern­
:nt n1 w~~nt to raise a loan. The latter are 

lways readY to use the influence of the 
priv~tc banl<s to get a loan taken up, but 
vdwn it comes to a question of assistance to 
th~ prCJducer. which is supposed to be one of 
the true objective" of the Labour party, :Mr. 
Charlton is prepared to prevent him from 
;;ctt!ng a full 1neasure of assist.ance. It is a 
pity that the leader of the Opposition in the 
Federal House was not more careful than 
the :\Iinister here in framing his amendment, 
or perhaps the Secretary for Agriculture is 
more liberal-minded and sees more clearly 
what is required in the direction of giving 
as~istance to the producer, because it seem~ 
that he is going to support the Federa: 
GoYernment's proposal. That is to his credit 
The measure launched bv the Commonwealtr; 
Government is going to' have a t.romendous 
effect on the operations of all the bodies we 
have in operation or for which provision has 
been made to deal with the ma.rketing of 
nroducc. It is going to give a tremendous 
amount of credit. At any time, from the 
money lent- by the Treasury, the profits from 
the note iswe, money borrowed by deben­
tm'£'' and advanced from accumulated profits, 
':c may ha Ye a credrt up to about £20,000,000. 

I take it also that the operations of the 
rural cTedits scheme will be largely confined 
to asoi,tance to agricult.ural operations. The 
pastoral industry is not ,o much in need of 

Jir. Deacon.] 
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help. The pricr3 of its products generally 
are high, and pastoralists never at any time 
have experienced any difficulty in getting 
advances from banks or other financial insti­
tutions. The condit-ions in the agricultural 
industry have always been entirely different. 
lt handles perishable stuff, and banks have 
to take into acconnt the fact that agricul­
tural produce must be ma.rketed within a 
given t.imc, and that, if the market goes 
down. it does not matter, the stuff has got to 
be sold. The amount advanced by a bank 
must always be governed by that considera­
tion.. The rural credits scheme must go a 
bit fnriher than a private bank would go. 
Not. only can it be of advantage by formu­
lating a basis of ~ecuri !y on advances, but it 
must also takP into account not alone the 
price for the month or for the year as an 
ordinary trade bank would do, but, in addi­
tion, the results over a much longer period. 
ln my experience it would be quite fair for 
any banker-so long as the borrower give>< 
continued security-to take into account 
operations not only in one year but also in 
the next, because the loss made in one year 
can be made up by the profits of the next. 
If good uso is to be ma.de of the rural credits 
scheme. we have to consider whether on the 
one hand the Department of Agriculture 
should be managed by the Federal Govern­
ment or "hethcr on the other there should 
be closer eo-operation between the Federal 
departments and the State departments. 

I c•crtainly would be very loth to wipe out 
Statu control of State activities. If the 
scheme for the organisation of the farmers 
does not work well under the Rural Credits 
Bill, then we shall hav0 to consider the hand­
ing over of the State department. Thll 
Siate dcpartmEmt is not always work0d in 
harmony ;~ ith the Federal authorities. There 
have been clashes in co!mection 'with the 
different cystem•, of grading. There has been 
dual grading and treble grading, and these 
things have not been unv astJistance to tho 
primary producers, but have been very much 
against their interests. I sincerely trust that, 
when tlw issue as to whether the farmer 
.can obtain his full benefits under a State 
department or whether therp should be 
Federal control is considered, we shall look 
at the matter solel;c in the interests of the 
farmers. I am qutte sure that this party 
\Yill decide the matter having in view only 
the interests of the producers. We shall not 
allow any small matter to prevent us from 
extending the greatest benefit to the pro­
ducers. We shall not bother about little 
party disputes, and I hope that the Govern· 
nwnt will take the same view. I am afnid 
that there i, very little hope because they 
possess a ver;: narrow outlook and support 
only those things which will be of political 
benefit to themseiYes. HoweYer, I expect the 
Government to give every assistance to the 
producers. They owe it to the produc-'rs, 
and they owe 1t to the country. 

Mr. SW A Y~E (JI irani) : Our thanks are 
due to the hon. member for Burnett for 
raising the matter contained in his motion. 
There is no getting a way from the fact 
that there is a tendency to lower the price 
of primary produce and it is the duty of 
primary producers. and particularly members 
of a party representing the farmers, to see 
that this reduction in price does not mean 
less remuneration to the farmer for the 
work he does. It is our duty to see that he 
obtains the best facilities for the marketing 
of l'ns produce so that his remuneration can 

[Jir. Deacon 

lw maintained. I take it that the motion is 
more particularly aimed at that. As show­
ing t!to magnitude of the interests involved, 
I desire to point out that bet·veen the years 
1916 and 1923 the primary pt~oduce of the 
Commonwealth was worth £1,611,217,000, m­
eluding £531,007,000 for agricultural pro­
duce, £593.788,000 for pastoral products, and 
£271.839,000 for dairy products, etc. During 
the same period I have just quoted the value 
of the secondary industries only amounted t.o 
£169.560,000. That shows the importance of 
the subject that the motion deals with. 

Again, I wish to show clearly the national 
importance of this matter. V\T e all know 
lhat tbp, jntcrest on our national debt is 
large!:-- paid by our primary products. I 
am very sorry that the figures show 
that the primary products are not increasing 
en ratio equa 1 to tho intPre't clt~rge. In the 
ten-year period from 1914-1923 the national 
ckbt of Queensland increased by 130 per 
c<>nt. while our export balance only increased 
by 63 per cent. That is to say, our export 
balance only increased in that period by a 
little oYer half as much as the increased 
inter< ·lt charge on the national debt. lt 
mu~t be obvious that it is desirable tha\ 
evNy attention must be given to this sub­
ject and that we must exploit every avenue 
which will open up increased returns to 
tbost_~ engaged in our prin1ary industries. 

Y\",, find that under cover of this motion 
a oTeat deal of controversial argument has 
br-~n introduced. That is a mistake. A 
motion of this kind should be discu, sod on 
its merits. The hon. member for Herbert 
naturally, as he r-f'prcsenh a sugar elec­
torate, dealt with the sugar question. I 
must ~ay that his imagination is most vivid. 
I find on page 278 of " Hansard," l\'o. 6, 
that the hem. member said this-

" I do not desire> to deal with this 
matter in a party spirit. but the hon. 
member for Burrum made certain 
statcrnents in connection with the sugar 
industrv which certainly hon. members 
on this~ side Inust correCt. I can assure 
hon. nwmbers on both sides of the House 
that it is not the wish of those engaged 
in the sugar industry in Queensland 
to go back to Federal control, for the 
simple reason that the experi0nce 0£ 
thos" engaged in the industry in the past 
has been that under Federal control the 
powers of the control:ers were not exer­
ci.-r>d in the interests either of the pro­
ducers or of the people, but were exer­
cised entirelv in the interests of those 
people who '~ere out to exploit the indus­
try. Anyone who knows anything about 
the Federal control of the sugar industry 
will remember that if ever an industry 
was treated scandalouslv at a time when 
there was a chance ot developing the 
industry. it was tho sugar industry when 
under Federal control." 

Further down on the, same page he caid-
" As the Minister pointed out, it is not 

the Queensland Gm-ernment who are 
controlling affairs in connection with 
tJ!C Sugar Board in Queensland. They 
simply guarantee financial support, and 
the control of the industry is entirely 
vested in the elected representatives of 
the sugar-growers, and if, as the hon. 
member for . Burrum says, the Colonial 
Sugar R0fining Company are gett!ng 
more out of it than the growers thmk 
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they <houid get. it is ent~rely due to 
the constitution of that board." 

I wotdd like to point out on this question of 
Federal control that in 1914 the Hon. vY. 
Lennon. the then member for Herbert, 
cpeaking from the Opposition benches, 
r -:pressed a very keen desire to get the 
cSugar industry under the control of the 
Federal GoYernment. 

That is by the way. I merely point out 
thot under Federal control this most 
important industry has had the best spin 
it has ever received during its existence. 
Not only was the price for raw sugar fixed 

at £30 6s. Sd. per ton by Mr. 
[12.30 p.m.~ Hughes, but th0 present Prime 

::\1inister of Australia has agreed 
to an embargo which we all recognise to 
be the sah·ation of the sugar industry. That 
is what the sugar industry has received at 
the hands of the Federal Goyernmcnt, which 
the hon. member for Herbert denounces for 
its treatment of this industry. 

As showing what we are likely to get at 
the hands of the Labour party if they 
achieYe Federal power, let me refer to the 
·conditions which e'<isted a few years ago 
when there was a crc>dit balance of £500,000 
to the Sugar Fund, which the Kational 
(;overnment proposed to hand over to those 
engaged in this industry. That was opposed 
bv the then Federal Labour leader, Mr. 
Tudor, 'V/10 said-

" I rlo not blame anv Treasurer for 
doing his best for the OState, but I do 
vbject. to the Commonwealth handing 
vver £500.000 to the grower at the ex· 
pense of the consumers of the Common­
wealth. . . The £500,000 was obtained 
by charging the people of Australia more 
for their sugar than they ought to pay." 

I would like all engaged in the sugar 
industry in Queensland to tako note of 
that extract from a speech by the then 
Federal Labour leader, one of the partv to 
which the hon. member for Herbert belongs. 
Again. during the recent Southern ebulli­
tion of hostility against the industry, we find 
:tn account of one incident as follows in 
Federal "Hansard" for 1922, page 3748 :-

" In October, 1922. :Mrs. Glencross 
(President of the Victorian Housewives' 
Association) convened a public meeting 
in the Assembly Hall, Melbourne, to pro­
test against the continuation of the sugar 
agreement and the existing high price of 
sugar. Mr. Charlton. as learlcr of the 
Labour party. wrote to Mrs. Glencross 
stating {hat Messrs. Brennan (Batman\ 
and Scullin (Yarra) would represent the 
Labour party at that meeting. The 
motion submitted, supported by Messrs. 
Brenna.n and Scullin, and passed, was as 
follows:-

' That this meeting of cit.i7,ens pro­
tests against the continued high price 
of sugar, and declares its uncompromis. 
ing opposition to the renewal of any 
agreement necessitat;ng Government 
control. and supports the Housewives' 
Association in the campaign initiated 
by them in reference thereto. It 
further n•cords its opinion that Govern­
ment polit;cal control of trade and 
industrv is pernicious and detrimental 
to prodncr>rs, manufacturers and con-
sumers alike.' " ' 

I am sorrv I have had to devcte any of 
my time to such matters as these, but. when 
hon. members opposite persist in dragging 

in questions of this kind purely for party 
purposes, they must expect a reply from hon. 
members on this side, especially when we 
have such an effective reply to make. 

The hon. member for Herbert declared 
that the Colonial Sugar Refining Company 
were getting too much out of the busine-ss. 
Only recently, at the request of the hon. 
member for Burrum, an agreement between 
the Queensland Labour Government and 
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company 
was tabled, showing that the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company are getting some­
thing like 6s. Sd. per ton more than pre­
Yiously. Yet supporters of this Government 
say they are getting too much : If they 
are getting too much, then the Government 
which hon. members opposite support, are 
the guiltv parties in the matter. The 
speech ot the hon. member for Herbert 
practically amounted to a vote of censure 
upon his own Government because of their 
transactions with the Colonial Sugar Refin­
ing Company. 

I beg to move the following amendment 
on the amendment moved by the Secretary 
for Agriculture :-

" Aftu- the word ' Commonwealth ' 
where it first occurs in the amendment, 
omit the words-

' Bank Act should be so amended as 
to provide .for the financing of pools 
organised by primary producers under 
the Queeusland Primary Product• 
Pools Act or anv similar statute. That 
portion of the Commonwealth Consoli­
dated Revenue should be earmarked 
for the payment of bounties on crops 
with a view to stimulating new 
avenues of production, and for the 
deYelopment of additional markets for 
Australian products,' 

and insert the words-
' Government deserves the bt'sl thatdcs 

of the primary producers of Australia 
for th.- valuable assistance it has given 
to tht'm in the shape of Yarious bene­
ficial measures dealing with the export 
of primary products and providing 
financial a"istance in respect thereof; 
the provision of subsidies, bounties, 
and ,-uarantees beneficially affecting 
various primary industries; substantial 
grants to thn State Governments 
Lowards tlw provision of main and 
rlevelc,pmental roads; the embargo 
which has brought about the stabilisa­
tion of the sugar industry; and, more 
recently, the creation of a special rural 
credits department of the Common­
wealth Bank by which it is proposed 
to allocate up to £5,000,000 (and 
further amounts by issue of deben· 
tures) for the purp.ose of assisting in 
the marketing of primary products.' " 

In support of that amendment I would point 
out that right from the very beginning the 
National Government and then the Bruce­
Page Gcvcrnmcnt have shown t-hemselves 
constantly alive to the needs of the producers. 
To prove that I have only to auote from the 
publication "Journals of the Parliaments of 
the Empire," supplied to all hon. members, 
which contain; a precis of the legislation 
passed by t-he different Parliaments dul"ing 
the previous vear. Dealing with our Austra­
lian Parliament it shows that a considerable 
portion of the legislation passed was < n 
behalf of the primary producers for ihe pur­
pose of assisting them in exporting their 

Mr. Swayne.] 
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products end placing them on the markets 
of the world. Dealing with the different 
Acts passed, this publicahon, on page 129, 

"h'xport Guarantre Act. 
" This Act. which received assent on 

20th October, is to assist primary produc­
tiOn. 

" The Act provides for a trust fund of 
£500.000 for the purpose of assisting 
primary production. 

"])rird Fruits Export Control .1ct. 
" Thic, Act rt'ccived acsent on 20th 

OctobPr. It provides for the constitution 
for a dried fruits control board (,o con· 
trol the E>xport sale, and disn0sal over­
~oas of dried currants, sulfan 1s. unJ 
Jcxias. 

" nrir-Z Fruit., .1rlrances A.ct. 
" This Act received assent on 9th Sep­

tember. It provides for the payment to 
gro\vpr:; of dried currants, sulta.nas, and 
lexias of advances on the 1924 crop at 
the rat-es of £1 10s. for currants, and 
£9 per ton for sultanas and lexias. 

··Dairy l'roduc.c Control Act. 
"This Act, which rE>ceived assent on 

20th October, constitutes a dairy produce 
control board to control the export, sale, 
and disposal OYerseas of butter and 
chor"e. 

··Cattle Export Bounty Act. 
"This Act received assent on 15th 

Ai1gust. It proYides for the payment to 
bona fide pastoralists of a bounty at the 
rate of 10s. per head in respect of the 
export· from the Commonwealth, on or 
after 1st J ul:v. 1924. and on or before 
30th June. 1925, of Jiye cattle for slaugh­
ter. 

"Canned Fruit Bounty .-ict. 
" This Act received assent on 24th May, 

1924. It provides for the payment from 
Consolidated Revenue of certain bounties 
on the product-ion and export of apricots, 
peaches, pears, and pineapples canned in 
the Commonwealth during the period 
from 1st ~m-ember, 1923, to 30th S~p­
tember, 1924. 

·' The Act provides for-
Bounties which are payable to the 

canner are-
On production, per dozen tins, each 

contc.ining 30 oz. net; apricots, 9d. ; 
clingstone peaches, 1s. ; freestone 
peaches, 10d. ; pears, 9d. ; and pine­
apples, 6d. 

On export., before 28th February, 
1925, per dozen 30-oz. tins: Apricots, 
8d. ; clingstone peaches, 1s. 9d.; 
pears, ls. 6d.; pineapples, 1s. 
" 1Vine Export Bounty Act. 

" This Act, which received assent on 
17th September, provides for the payment 
of a bount:v on the export of wine which 
has been fortified so as t-o contain not 
less than 34 per cent. of proof spirit. 

'• The bounty is payable at the rate of 
4s. per gallon on such wine exported 

·• between 1st September, 1924, and 31st 
August. 1927." 

That is all from one session's work of the 
Commonw<mlth Parliament. The Secretary 
for Agriculture said it was doing nothing fo:c 
the farmer, and that that was what made 

[Mr. Swayne. 

him dccid<· to moYf' his amendment. .,o 
not lhink that. when the hon. gentlert:. 11 

moved his amendment, he had read what 
had been done or what is about to be don•"· 

·when the hon. gentleman moved !;o-; 
amendment-which is :virtually a vote ,:,i 
censure on the Commonwealth Governmoct 
in regard to the administration of the Com­
monwealth Bank-he used thesf> words. o, 

reported on pp. 276 and 277 of " Hansarci'' 
for this session-

.. One of onr clif!iculties at the pre;><•:;+ 
iirno is in connC'ction with the financing 
of our various activities in this din" -
tion. \V<' have established machinery n 
enable th0 farmer to pool and mark~+: 
his products under conditions n1ore 
favourable than the old individuali;c;: 
system ever gavf' hi1n a chance to dn_ 
Buf our difficulties up to the presc·Et 
time are chieflv chw to the financial col> 
siderat·ions \vh{ch govern to a very lar~'e 
Pxtent the activities of the Council d 
Agriculture and the pool boards esta"J­
Ji,hed under their legislation. The Com­
monwealth Bank was originally insti­
tuted h:v the Labour party with a :view 
to achi-eving Cf'rtain definite functions. 
Since then those artivities have bec1 
circumscribed, some of them by meaL.s 
of legislative and others by ad~inistr '. 
1ivc adion, and son1e bv circurnstanc~:~­
over \V hi eh \VC have no cOntroL'' 

Then he goes on to say-
" To-dav the Commonwealth Bank. '" 

its activities, is seeking for gilt-edge l 
securities. and does little or nothing ;,., 
the establishment of rural credits, the 
building up of n<'w industries, or brim.;­
ing new areas under cultiYation. I .:.:o 
not believe that within the last few 
voars the Commonwealth Bank h, "· 
financed the clearing of a single .fann 
or the growth of an additional hundrecc­
weight of new primary produce whwh 
would not haYe been g-rown otherwH-e. 
\'\re finance as a GoYernment through the 
Commonwealth Bank, and it in tun1 
finances our pooling s;- stem." 

It is an old saying that those who livE> i:1 
glass houses should not throw stones. Before 
the hon. gentleman criticises the Comm0l1· 
wealth Bank he might wry well take stock 
of the work of his -own Agricultural Bank, 
because thPre is not a prinuny p_roducer. i~1 
Queensland who has clono l.msm<•ss wnn 
that institution who is satisfied with it. 

The very morning after the hon. gentleman 
delivered that speech, reports appeared :n 
the daily Press of the spc?ch of Dr. Ea\JD 
Page on the Rural Credits Bill. In tn•' 
" Courier" of 21st August last appears a. 
n·port of that speech under the caption-

" THE F.m:J1ERS' CHARTER. 

H RCRAL CREDITS BILL. 

u;Fed, ral Go,·crnment's Scheme. 
"Value to City and Country." 

In dealing with the question, Dr. Earle Page 
said:-

" The Bill before the House is designe•J 
to arrange assistance of this nature. 
Briefly the Rural Credits Department 
of the 'commonwealth Bank is to be dis­
tinct from all other parts of the bank. 
and its funds are to be provided in t.h-c 
following way :-

The Treasurer mav lend the Rural 
Credits Department 'up to £3,DOO,OOC, 



Suggested Federat Control, Etc., [27 AUGUST.] of Agriculture and Stock. 393 

and 25 per cent. of the net annual 
profits of the Note Issue Department 
i' to be paid in to the Rural 'Credits 
Department until the amount so paid 
reaches £2,000,000. This will, of course, 
not provide sufficient funds, and the 
Bill therefore provides that the bank 
may raise money by the iss.ue of deben­
tures up to an amount whiCh must not 
exceed at any time the amounts 
advanced by the Rural Credits Depart­
ment on primary produce, or four 
times the amount of the aggregate of 
the following sums, namely :-(1) Sums 
lent by the Treasurer; (2) moneys paid 
from profits of Note Issue Department; 
and (3) half of the accumulated profits 
of the Rural Credits Department." 

He also said--
" But the Canadian and the American 

experience shows that we need something 
more than that-that for the orderly 
handling of our crops, and especially for 
the national handling of them in the 
most efficient and economic way, we 
need a reserve borrowing agency, which 
will not compete with lhe existing insti· 
tutious, but will stand behind them, 
handle not the whole of the business, but 
handle that part which, without Govern­
ment guarantee, and its implied inter· 
ference, they have shown themselves 
unable or disinclined to handle; and so 
take the strain off our national finances, 
and ensure that confidence in our position 
which was so consP.icuous by its absence 
for a time last year." 

As showing that the Commonwealth Govern­
ment have taken into account all phases of 
this important question, I shall quote from 
Federal "Hansard" of this year, No. 12. 
page 1396, where Dr. Earle Page is reported 
as saying in his Budget Speech some days 
before the Secretary for Agriculture m&de 
his speech-

" "When the Bill to convert the Common. 
wealth Bank into a central bank was 
before the House last year, I intimated 
that the Government would take all 
nece·san· action to C'·tablish a svstem of 
rural ·cr:·edits in Australia. A "Bill for 
that purpose is ready for presentation to 
the House, and will be fully explained at 
the proper time. The Bill is designed 
to rnake adYanccs on primary produce 
in order to assist in orderly marketing. 
The new department is designed to per­
mit the disposal of products, under the 
producer's control, at regular intervals 
during twelve months. This should tend 
to stabilise local prices, with mutual 
benefit to producer and consumer. The 
svstem of rural credits will also be valu­
a.ble in the oversea marketing of the 
surplus production of Australia. 

" Finance will be arranged through a 
rural credits department of the Common­
wealth Bank, which will not only have a 
capital but will also be clothed with 
powers temporarily to command such 
additional moneys as may be necessary. 
The capital will be in part provided by 
the accumulation of 25 per cent. of the 
profits of the note issue." 

Yet. in contradiction to that the Secretary 
for Agriculture tables an amendment which 
will have the effE'ct of doing nothing. He has 
the audacity to do so in face of the failure of 
his own Agricultural Bank. When we are 
discussing a motion of such importance, the 

insane desire on the part of hon. members 
opposite to electioneer at the expense of the 
Commonwealth Government in season and 
out of season and that th'1t shouhl prevail 
over everything else and prevent legitimate 
discussion from taking place on such matters 
as this is deplorable. The whole idea of 
hon. members opposite seems to be to turn 
every qnestion that crops up to the disadvan­
tilge of the Bruce-Page Administration. They 
evidently think that an election is coming 
on shortly. One of their late big guns is a 
canc!idate for one of the Federal seats. They 
know that based on truth and justice and 
absolute fact< his case is weak, and they 
are continually trying to bolster it up by 
n bsnrd statements such as were made by the 
Secretary for Agriculture, who took it upon 
himself to censure the Commonwealth 
Government for not doing what they were 
doing at the very time he was speaking. 

Coming back to the motion I cannot say 
that I believe in unification. I would not 
like to see the Departments of Agriculture 
abolished in the different States. I think 
there is much room for a State department 
to ck>l with matters of State concern, but 
I do think the motion is worth considering 
with a Yicw to establishing a Commonwealth 
Bureau of Agriculture. I believe that a 
central bureau under the control of the Com­
monwealth Government could do much to 
])!'event the overlapping of State activities 
and render good serYice to the producers. 
So far as marketing of our products overseas 
is concerned the overlapping by the State 
deDartments of Australia is to the disadvan­
tage of the producer. We know how much 
bot,er matters are when our exportable pro­
ducts are handled by one Australian body. I 
am of the opinion that certain lines indicated 
in this motion might be followed. Wonder­
ful work could also be done in the matter 
of agricultural research. We know in the 
differ0nt States there are different· vegetable 
and insect pests. In some cases these pests 
are confined m\.tirelv to one State, and in that 
case the Sta t~ is well able to deal with it. 
In >ome in"tanccs these pests extend beyond 
one State and if there were one central 
anthority ~ngag~d in research work, it could 
do much for the benefit of the whole of 
Australia. It might be argued that such a 
body would incur additional expenditure, !;ut 
from the figures that I gave dealmg w1th 
the value of primary products the cost 
involved would be very small indeed com­
paratively. Vie know that the money 
expended would represent but a mere frac­
tion compared with the benefits that could 
be derived and with the interests that would 
bo served. 

I have already mentioned the grants made 
by the Commonwealth Government to assist 
in the comtruction of main roads which are 
so nece3Sary for· those settled in our back 
country away from the railways. The cotton 
industry is another industry that the Federal 
Government have assisted. While. the State 
Government have taken great credit to them­
selves for all they have done for the cotton 
industry. I would point out that the Com­
monwealth Government also deserve to share 
in that credit. I 6nd that- at p. 1399 of 
Federal " Hansard," No. 12--

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Why not 
give your own ideas? 

Mr. SW A YNE: If the hon. gentleman had 
not been electioneering on false premises at 

Mr. Swayne.] 
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the expense of the Federal Government, he 
would not have got this. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTCRE: But why 
don't you make your own statemej1t? 

Mr. SWAYNE: \Ye find that in this 
" Hansard " the Federal Treasurer points 
out-

" To encourage cotton production, 
Queensland pays the grower a fixed price 
for cotton, the State arranging for its 
treatment and marketing. 'fhe esti­
mated output in 1924-25 is 11.000 bales. 
valued at approximately £340,000. 

" The Commonwealth Government has 
agreed to co-operate with the State by 
sharing the losses." 

Again on the same subject I find that the 
Prime Minister, on p. 1425, says-

" I desire to make the statement in 
regard to the cotton industry which I 
promised earlier in the sitting in answer 
to questions on the subject. At the pre­
sent time the Commonwealth Govern­
ment and the Governments of the States 
in which cotton is grown are co-operat­
ing t? encourage the industry by guar­
anteemg a price for the cotton produced. 
This is based upon the qualny of the 
cotton, and has varied from 3~rl. to 5~d. 
per lb. for the cotton seed. 'l'his guar­
antee has encouraged the growing of 
cotton by as~uring to the growers an 
immediate return upon their product as 
soon as it reached the ginm,ric,. It has 
~!so giYen considerable sbbility to the 
mdustn. But difficulties have arisen in 
re!l"a~d "to it, and there is a difference of 
opmwn as to whether it provides the 
best means for assisting the industry. It 
was recently represented to the Govern­
ment that a more effective method of 
stimulating cotton-growing would be to 
substitute a Commonwealth bounty for 
the guarantee. '.rhis proposal has been 
very fully considered, and the Govern­
ment is sympathetically disposed towards 
it." 

At one time it was not considered to be the 
function of the Federal Government to 
render any assistance to develop the primarv 
resources of a State. That was considered 
to be a function of the State. :\" ow we have 
t.he Commonwealth Government stepping in 
qmte apart from party representation-no 
matter what partv is in power in the State­
and helping the State Government to develop 
the Primary resources of the State. Yet in 
the face of all this an amendment has been 
moved by the Secretary for Agriculture 
actually censuring a Government controlling 
the Commonwealth Bank which is now 
advancing £5,000,000 and further sums if 
required to assist the farmers of Australia to 
export their products ! The audacitv of the 
hon. gentleman is extraordinary and I have 
simply called his bluff. ' 

At 1 p.m., 

The SPEAKER: Order! In accordance 
with Sessional Order agreed to by the House 
Ol! 29th July, the House will now proceed 
With Government business. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 

A. J. Jones, Paddington): I beg to move-

" That the House do now adjourn." 

f1J1r. Swayno. 

The progress of legislation has been so 
marked this week that we can afford to 
adjourn early to-day. (Opposition laughte1·.) 

Mr. VowLES: That is too thin. 
l\ir. KERR: You have no business to go on 

\Yith. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES : I also 

desire to announce that the Treasurer will 
deliver his Financial Statement on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. KING (Logan): Beiore the motion is 
put I would lilw to ask the Secretary for 
:\lines, in the absence of the Premier, if he 
can give us any further information as to 
what progress has been made in connection 
with the settlement of the railwav st-rike. 
The House is nmY going to adjourn" tiil next 
Tuesday, and the Opposition are entitled to 
knmY what progress has been made. 

OPPOSITION JYlEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
::\1r. IlARTLEY: The Government will handle ' 

the position in their own way. \Ve don't 
want any helr> from the Opposition. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
:Mr. KING: All that I am asking is that 

the Government should take the Opposition 
into their confidence and let us know the 
Pxact position of affairs. 

0PPOSITIQ::-; MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem­

lwr is entitled to ask a question on the 
motion now before the House. but not to 
<kbate the matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
A. J. J ones, Paddington) : In reply to the 
hon. member for Logan, I desire to say that 
the Government are handling this question, 
and I have no further announcement to 
make. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at 1.2 p.m. 




