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[ASSEMBLY.] Questions.

THURSDAY, 9 NOVEMBER, 1933.

My, Spmaxker (FHon. G. Pollock, Gregory)

chair at 10.30 a.m.

QUESTIONS.

S7aTE AND LoCAL AUTHORITY INDEBTEDNESS.

Mr. BARNES (Warwiek) asked the Trea-

SUrer—

1. What was the public debt of
Queensland  at the following respective
dates :—30th  June, 1915; 380th June,
19337

2. What was the debt of local autho-
rities to the Government on the respec-
tive dates of 30th June, 1915; 30th June,
19337

‘3. What amcunt was owing by local
authorities under State guarantee on the
respective dates of 20th June, 1915 and
19357

‘4. At what datec was authority first
generally given to local authoritics to
negotiate  for loans on  their own
account ?

The SECRETARY FOR DPUBLIC IN-

STRUCTION (Flon. F. A, Cooper, Bremer),
for the TREASURER (Hon. W. Forgan
Smith, MHackay), replied—

“ 1, Public debt of the State of Queens-

land at— £
30th June, 1915 ... ... B7,340,753
30th June, 1933 ... 114,530,855

“During the year ended 30th June,
1921, the sum of £5,936,916, representing
portion of the funds of the Qucensland
Government Savings Bank, was added
to the public debt. It was the practice
to make uvse of these funds towards
wecting the cash requirements of the
State.  As no securities were issued for
the sum used in this manner, the liability
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was not treated as part of the public
debt. In terms of the agrcement under
which the Queensland Government Sav-
ings Bank was transferred to the Com-
monwealth Bank in the year 1920 Queens-
Jand Government securities for this sum
had to be issued to the latter bank, thus
necessitating the addition of the amount
to the public debt. If this iransaction
had taken place on the 30th June, 1915,
the above amount of £57,340,753 would
have been increased to £62,324,061.
“ 2. Amount due by local authorities
to the Government at— £
20th June, 1915 3,878,932
30th June, 1933 12,355,761
“ 3. Loans to local authorities, etc.,
guaranteed by the Government at—
30th June, 1916 ... Nil
30th June, 1933 Bll 535,258

‘4, 3lst March, 1903, bemg the date
on which ¢ The Local Authorities Act of
1902° came into operation. The first
guarantee under the provisions of ¢ The
Tocal Bodies Loans Guarantee Act of
1923 was given on the 4th September,
1923.”

STRIKE AT MoUNT Isa.

My, SWAYNE (Mirani) asked the Sccre-
tary for Labour and Industry—

“1. In conncction with the strike at
Mount Isa, has this strike been author-
ised by the Australian Workers’ Union,
and have the provisions of section 51 of
the Industrial Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Act been complied with?

2. If section 51 has not been com-
plied with, has any action been taken
to enforce the penalty provided for an
offence against that section?

“3. Has the Australian Workers’
TUnion been given preference in respect
of the work performed by its members
at Mount Isa?

“4. In view of this strike, has any
action been taken to secure the abolition
of such preference in the public interest 7”7

The SECRETARY TFOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. M. P. Iynes, Zowns-
ville) replied—

“1 to 4. As the case is now being heard
by the industrial magistrate and is sub
judice, the present fime is not oppor-
tune for answering the questions of the
hon. member.”

REGISTERED UNEMPLOYED AND INTERMITTENT

Renrer WORKERS—MAY  AND  AUGUST,
1922 axp 1933,
Mr. MOORE (dAwbigny), without notice,

asked the Sccretary for Labour and Indus-
try—

“In view of his reply to a question

first asked by me on 6th September last

relating to the number of registered
unemployed and  intermittent  relief
workers—namely, that the information
required would be contained in the

annual report of his department,
will

! when
such report be made available? ™

The SECRETARY FOR LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY (Hon. M. P. Hynes, Zowns-
ville) replied—

Y anticipate that the report will be
tabled within the next day or two.”
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Supply. 1327

PAPER.

The following paper was laid on the table,
and ordered to be printed:—
Annual report of the Commissioner of
Main Roads for the year 1932-33.

SUPPLY.

RESUMPTION or CoMMITTEE—ESTIMATES —
ELeveNTH AND TWELFTH ALLOTTED Davs.

(M»r. Hanson, Buranda, in the chuir.)
EsmivaTEs-IN-CuIrF, 1933-34.
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

CHIEF OFFICE.

Question stated—

* That £59,019 be granted for * Depart-
ment of Agriculture—Chief Office.” 7

Mr. SWAYNE (Mirani) {10.36 am]: Oa
a day such as this, when it is raining. any
reference to the necessity of aveltn‘g 10“’ :
caused by drought may appear inappin-
priate; but it iz in vears of plenty that
one has to provide for the lean ones to
follow, and the maiter is of such \xtdl
importance that I propose to address myse'f
to it this morning. We have unfortunately
had experience of the losses due to unfavour-
able seasons, and we are also aware (hat
bad seasons will recur. It belioves us, theve-
fore, to take such action as will minimic,
if not totally avert, the serious losses which
occur through unfavourable seasons. If hown.
members will furn to page 184 of the last
annual report of the Departinent of Agricul-
ture and Stock, they will find a table which
gives information for the ten-year period
from 1023 to 1932 concerning the flocks in
the State, and they will ascertain from that
table that there was a decrease of APPoN-
mately 4,000,000 sheep in 1926, as compared
with the previous year. A xr‘sponsmle official
in onc of the leading stock and station
agencies of the State considers that the 1926
drought was only a partial dwught and in
his opinion the losses could be set down at
5.000,600, while in other parts theve was the
normal increase, which on a couservative
valuation of 10s. per head would reprosent a
financial loss of £2.500,050, The question for
considervation 1s how such losses can be
averted and what the department cun do to
assist in that direction. { know it is lavgely
a matter for privaie enterprise, which in ny
opinion 1is the best means for doi tie
work, provided the necessary depa ral
assistance is forthcoming; and in this case
that assistance should come from the Depar:-
ment of Agriculture and Stock. The Com-
mittee will Tealise as much as I do that wool
is our chief source of income. Any steps that
can be taken to avert a loss in our nations}
income should receive our urgent counsidera-
tion, Three or four methods of assistan~
might be adepted. In a previous debate 1
pointed out how one station situated in \\‘]ur
I might term the middle wess of Queensiun
—I refer 1o Retro, a station in the Pra
Downs  area since 1912 made it a
practice to put in a plot of 160 acre. of
wheat annually. using the stiff black scil
flats on the holding for that purpose.
ing the woust years the station has ¢
25,000 sheep and has had a 54 per

("]"t
]ambmg, although almost every other station
in the vicinity has had to seck relief country.
Not only has the station been able to avors
losses in its own case, but it has also helped

Mr. Swayne. ]
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other stations further west. When I was
there 1 noticed a lorry load of chaff being
sent to Longreach. 1 contend, therciore,
that prevision can be made by means of a
cortain ammoant of agriculture that will save
> numbers of our flocks and herds when
dry times come, The matter should be cave-
fully 1 i d the department should do
: s:ible to assist the people wlo
are dispesce 1o carry out this work. T know
that it will Lo pointed out that many othors
have tried and have spent large sums of
money before they have given it up. 1 spoalk
with sotue knowledge of the subject, aud I
think that those failures were largely
referable fo inexperiencs and could hwsve
beenn averted by using  proper  merhorss.
Furthermore, the oxpense of working the
crop is uot very great in comparisou

the benefits which acerue from  it.
manager of the station I am ¢ il
was in Brishane the other day and tolc

; 21
thar he had gone into the figures lately aund

found that the differcnce between the cost
of what he produced himself and what it
would have bien if he had to purchase the
fodder wa thing like £18,000. He had
saved £ in fodder ¢ alone suwe

i ng his sheep! That is a
wteation of the advisibility of suui
conservition; and  the departiment

L OwWhers

fod ier
should a-
A

Ag

in doing so.

ain, in New Souath Wales we had a good
nple dur a drought period of what
ibd be done with an irrigaved lucerne crop.
There ave vory few sites in Queensiand
which are suited to that crop, but some
are availeble. It is easy to demroustrate what
sderinl value a small acreage of lucerne
had in the time of drought. During
1302 drought members of a noted shecp-
family in Tasmania started to

breeding

groyw lucerne under sation on a farm
. . ! 5
at Cowry, oun the La w1 River, in New

South Wal The work they did was such
that the Government of the day looked
upon 1t as of national Importance and sent
an official up to check it. This official mmade
an arraugsment br which he got the use
of 22 acres for irrigated lucerne. e bought
1,600 drought-stricken sheep and he fattened
themn during the 1902 dvought. That shows
the possibilities available in this direction.

It has becn stated that a great deal could
be done by the conservation of Mitchell and
othier natural grasses in Western Quecns-
land. Yo bave had a great many reports
on the matter, some of which show that when
fodder made from such grasses is taken
out of the stack for us' it has been turned
into dust.  On the other hand, there are men
who say that o stack has been found in good
preservation after a considerable number
of vears. The failure would probably be
due to bad stacking. Those accustomed to

furming know that the preservation of hay
depends upon its proper stacking, and any

crop would spoil in a short time if the
stacking was not well dome. I found
thirteen stacks of hay on Retro holding,
some of which were ten or twelve years old,
and were still good. So that that difficulty
v be overcome by skilful treatment. I
bave a letter from that station in which the
Wl mentions that he has just taken a
crop from 90 acres and he has cut 3 tons
per acre, which has cost £1 per ton. There
are good crops and bad crops, but the aver-
age cost of chaff since 1912 has been a little
over £3 a ton. This is very good work and
#very encouragement should be given to other

[Mr. Swayne.

=
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stockowners to do the same. Then there is
the u=e of maize, but I have not time now
to go iuto that question.

Another wmatter which [ think requires
attention on this vote relates to a new process
of chilting beef which we are told is likely

to be o suceess, the initial difficulties having
rcome. 1 am interested in the matter
from the point of view of many persons in
my electorate, in which are considerable
areas of cattle country. If we wish to hold
our own in the British beef market we
must be prepared to guarantee the quality
of our produce. I am afraid the condition
of cur heef herds has gone hack considerably
mor it vears, [ know it has because 1
have fravelled through a large area of cattle
country and have observed that the herds
have deteriorated in quality.  The Chief
Inspector of Stoek, in his report, states—

“ Deterioration in the herds of northern
cattle for vears past has been mainly
due to negleet in procuring fresh bulls
of cuitable type and quality to improve
hreeding standards, and not to unhealthy
climatic conditions.”

It wiil be =een that the Chief Inspector
bears out what I have said in reference
to the deterioration of the quality of our
cattle. It mas be that herc again it is
a watter for private enterprise. Perhaps it
does not concern the Department of Agricul-
tare, but I think the Minister should get
into touch with his colleague, the Minister
for Transport, to see what can be donc to
aasist such people, perhaps by making big

conces-ions in freights on purchred bulls.
especiadls to people in dis 5 of the
State. It 18 necess something
should be doue to thiz  indus-
tey i, as I have proviously said, a

hemn,
drought—a drought in one scction of
Queensland—resulted in a loss of sheep to
the value of £2,500.000. IL caunot be said
that it is impos:ible through wa shortage
of cash. as it s propeeed to spend
£2,000.000 on a third bridge over the Bris-
bane River. Surely, if it is possible for a Go-
vernment to spend so much money in the city
areas, it is possible for them to assist in
the =ncouragement of the beef industry!
Of course, we all know that the industry is
affected by the variation of seasons and it
is difficult to calculate for a year ahead what
return is likely to be received. From what
I have been able to read, it is evident that
the grazier: will have to do their very best
and produce stock of the first quality in
order to retain markets already held, and
to secure new markets. It is possible that
stock will have to be forced to a certain
dearee.  There is much good country where
the natural grasses ordinarily will suffice,
but seasons are variable. It might be pos-
¢ible, however, to adopt some system for
the raising of lucerne in certain localities.
There are some excellent lucerne paddocks
west of Brisbane, but I am told that owing
to the advent of motor vehicles there is no
call for lucerne for horse feed, and these
paddocks are, therefore, useless for that pur-
pose. It might be found profitable to let
such areas for the purpose of toppmng up
cattle in a few weeks. I remember on the
Tlunter River as a boy—it is a long time
ago, a little over sixty years—it was the
custom to use lucerne land for this purpose.
T think it was said that 1 acre of lucerne

would top wup four bullocks. I have
alrcady pointed out that a small arca
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of 22 acres planted with lucerne was suffi-
clent to maintain 1,600 drought-stricken
cheen. That is verified by the official reports
of thie Department of Agriculture in New

Sontlhy Wales.  There are many arcas of
land  on eastern river watersheds, parti-
“u - din o the  Burasctt,  Fitzro and
in districts, which are adjscent to
st violes and  sultable for ir i
. I know of one place on the
coast, Wumalgi, where a natural

lagoon is used for irrigation purposes in a
seazon, with the result that that area

produces splendid crops of fodder while the
rest of ihe country is quite bare of grass.
! rwumerous other places where

ulés could be obtained. Small

ind go a long way in produc-

13 quite possible that relief
= utilised in the establishment
rigation plants by the construction
of wel dais, and other artificial water
supplice. When travelling through cattle
country in the Clermont district 1 noticed
big waterholes and lagoons that might well
he wrilised for the purposes that I have
meniioned Of course, we do not possess
the gdvantages that obtain in South America,
where alfalfa is grown on large areas cover-
hundreds of squarc miles of country,
ratered by a seepage of melting snows

ing fodder.
labour could
A 1 C

of sme:

in

well

from the And but we should make the
bet of the advantages at our command,
T do not wish to be extremely critical of

riment just now, but T am satisfied
that in the last year or so much time has
been wasted by the department in quite use-
less  logislation. My proposal 1s much
igwer than many things that have been
tacklesl up to date, and I am satisfied that
if iy suggestion is adopted huge periodical
economic Josses will be avoided. During my
long Jife on the land I can remember that
cur thoughts were turned chiefly in the
dircection of wondering when it was going
to rain. We experience a few good seasons
and then years of drought; and we shall
have droughts again. No more useful work
couldd bz carried out in the interests of
primary production than an investigation
mnto the possibilitics of averting the severe
economic loss due to droughts. Action must
be taken.

We are hopeful of being able to engage
in the chilled beef trade in the markets of
the world, but it behoves the cattle-owners
to be prepared to supply the trade with a
suitable type of stock when the opportunity
offe T have alrecady pointed out that suita-
bility is a matter of quality and condition.
We shall probably have two or three years
of good scasons—possibly more if we are
lucky—but we should not enjoy these good
scasons without giving some consideration
to the safegnards that should be employed
to prevent serious economic loss during the
inevitable dry years that would follow.

Mr. LARCOMBE (Rockhampton) [10.57
a.m.]: The hon. member for Mirani, who
is a practical farmer of many years stand-
ing, has contributed a ~very interesting
speech on the possibility of agricultural
research.

As the representative of a very important
agricultural distriect and one who has had
the pleasure of representing for many years
a constituency partly agricultural in nature,
I am pleaved to be able to speak with
approval of the annual report of the
Department of Agriculture and Stock for
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the year 1932-33 and to commend the Minister
and his officers for the very oxcellent ser-
vice they have rendered to the State during
the past year. Tt is pleasing to read these
remarks on page 9 of the veport, dealing
with dairying—

o

Yet another annual record has been
achieved in dairy production, the factory
output of butter exceeding that of the
previous year by nearly 5,000,000 1b., not-
withstanding the climatic vagaries that
contributed so much to comparatively
low crop returns in other branches of
husbandry.”

It is gratifying to mnote that degvce of
progres: in butter production in this State
during  the first twelve months of the
Forgan Smith Administration. It is useful
to review that section of the report and
to compare it with the absurd predictions
ot our opponents prior to the last election,
when they said that if Labour was returned
to power all confidence in industry would
disappear and the volume of production
would seriously decline.

1t is very interesting to review the progress
of this debate. The hon. member for
Cooroora and the hon. member for Mur-
rumba, like the hon. member for Mirani,
deale with the physical side, the rescarch
side, the experimental side, and the scientific
side of agviculture. We were told this morn-
g in the press that there was an atmosphere
of Arcadiau simplicity about the Committee
yesterday.  But when the hon. members
for Jinoggera and Cook rosc to their feet,
that atmosphere of Arcadian simplicity and
rural tranguillity disappeared as if by magic.
One might describe the state of the Com-
mittea then in the terms used by the hon.
member for Cooroora in referring to a
special kind of grass—blue panic. Blue
pauic zecmed to scize the (ommittee, and
these two hon. rasembers exchanged pleazan-
tries on the relative merits of the agricul-
tural policies of their respective Govern-
ments, 1 intend to make a brief reference
;Ot the speech of the hon. member for Cook
ater,

The real difficulties and problems of the

agriculturist and of agriculture have not
been d ssed. I have collated them as
follows

1. The hostile policy of the Federal
Government in relation to Queensland
industries,

2. The secret commission evil.

3. High
charges,

4. High rates of interest.

5. High overscas shipping charges.

brokerage and  handling

6. Bearcity of markets.

7. The low prices of produce.
. 8. Fifty years of squaiters’ Government
in @Queensland, until Labour Adminis-
tration took control.

9. The taviff policy of the Lyons Go-
vernment,
10. The Ottawa Agrecment.
Those ten points summarise the outstanding

difficulties of the agriculturist and agricul-
ture in this State.

It_is hardly necessary to say much con-
cerning the first point. It is obvious that

Mr. Larcombe.]
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the action of the Federal Government in
respect of our primary industries—namely,
the cotton, tobacco, banana, sugar, and
other mdustrles has been unfortunate in the
extreme. It has reduced the volume of pro-
duction and the value of production, and
seriously handicapped the producer.

The secret commission evil has been
reviewed by a royal commission, and the
serious handicap and burden imposed on
the producer by it has been demonstrated.
I hope—I feel sure—that as a result of that
investigation this evil will be greatly reduced
in the future, if it does not entirely dis-
appear.

Brokerage and handhng charges are very
important to the agriculturist. “The Labour
Government have helped to remove the
handicap and disability in this direction so
far as agriculture is concerned. A great
handicap, however, still falls on the pro-
ducer in the wool industry in respect of
them. The action of the Labour Govern-
ment in  establishing primary producers’
pools and primary producers’ organisations
and cnacting similar legislation has been
beneficial not only in cnabling him to organise
better methods of distribution, but also in
securing a greater return for his labour.
In reply to a question I submitted, the
Department of Agriculture informed me
that products worth £20,000,000 are now
handled in this State by organised market-
ing. That fact gives one an idea of the
advantage of Labour legislation in solving
the problem of distribution in this State.

Rates of interest charged by private
institutions are still too high, although the
Federal Labour Government, by their
policy, reduced interest rates, and thereby
lightened the burden on the agriculturist
greatly In the last few years. Complaint
has been made by the hon. member for
Cook, and other hon. members concerning
the interest charges of the Agricultural
Bank. That question can be more con-
veniently and appropriately discussed on
another vote, but in passing I will say that,
metaphorlmllv speaking, the Labour Govern-
ment carried the agriculturists on their backs
for many years in regard to interest rvates.
They did not charge the rates of interezt
that were exacted from the Government by
the overseas money-lender. If one analyse-
the rates charged for some years in Queens-
land, he will Fud that the Tabour Govern-
ment have been generous to the producer. It
hon. members opposite consider the rate of
interest on Agricultural Bank advances too
high, why did they not reduce it? That
is not a meve platitude, but a fair, honest
challenge.

Mr. Barxes: Money values are
different to-day from what they were.

Mr. LARCOMBE: Certainly, but money
values have not changed a great deal in
the past eighteen months. One objection 1
have to the criticism of hon. members oppo-
site 1s that they indict Labour Governments
for failing to do what they failed to do
themselves. Although they had three years
to do so, the late Government did not
reduce the rate of interest on Agricultural
Bank loans.

very

The overseas shipping rates arc also high.
We know that as a result of recent protests
to the Prime Minister of Australia some
slight reduction has been made., The

[Mr. Larcombe.
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growers’ representatives associated with fruit
and other industries pointed out that they
were faced with ruinous charges made by
the shipping combine, which increased its
rates after the Commonwealth Government-
controlled shipping line was discontinued.
The value of that line as a competitor
against the overseas shipping interests and
as an influence in reducing shipping charges
to the lowest possible point was only realised
when it had gone out of existence.

Mr. BRranND
been reduced.
Mr. LARCOMBE: Yes; but hon. mem-

bers opposite cannot dispute the fact that
shipping charges are still all too high.

The shipping charges have

The question of low prices for primary
products is interlinked with the question of
the decreased purchasing power of our home
market due to ynemployment. There 1s very
little hope of any radical improvement for
agriculture  in  Queensland, or indeed
throughout the world, until there is a reason-
able modiﬁcatlon of the economie, monctary,
end banking system of the world. Where at
least 100[00 000 people are suffering dircetly
and indirectly from unemplovnlent how can
we expeet the Queensland producer to find

a market and a 1(1150nab10 price for his
products? Unemployment is a scrious evil
that is affecting the agriculturist, depriving

him of a profitable market, and robbing him
of a reasonable price. Hore we come back to
first principles and original causes—up to
the present we have been dealing with
palliatives. It is necessary to concentrate
on that fundamental evil which, until it is
modified in some respeets, will keep the
farmer in subjection in this and every other
country.

My next point has relation to the fifty
years of squatters’ government in Queens-
land—an influence that has seriously affccted
the small farmer. TLegislation was framed
and administration was dictated by z con-
sideration of the interest of the great squat-
ting combines of this State. Land monopoly
vas rampant as a result of the control of
that nlOl)OpOl]\th party for fifty vears. In
short, progress during the first fifty years of
Queensland’s  history  was much = slower
because of that heavy handicap and burden
than otherwise it would have been.

Mr. MaxwerL: The rate at which the
public debt was increased was cervtainly
slower.

Mr. LARCOMBE: If the hon. member
will turn to the * Queensland Producer,’
he will find there eloquent proof of the
everely handicapping influences of the
squatters’ Government in Queensland for
half a ¢ontury.

My nimh
Government’s
o nash
pelicy  that

i

point deals with the Lyons
tariff policy, which is helping
down that great manufacturing
was speeding rapidly shead
under the careful dirvection of the Secullin
Government.  1f we retard the growth of
population—as we shall do unless secondary
industries ave built up—we definitely restrict
heme mnarvkets and lessen the oppmtumtles
of the Quecnsland producer who requires a
‘xonlo mavket. .\s a matter of fact, the
Queensland and Australian producer nceds
to be less dependent upon a capricious and
uncertain  overseas market. There is a
direct interdependence between the agrieul-
ture of Queensland, the tariff policy, and
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secondary  industries.  Unfortunately, not
oniv  has the Lyons Government policy
dirocily damaged cur primary producers in
Quemhland but it is also indirectly injuring
them by limiting that home market which
i en cssential to the local producer.

Then I come to thc teuth point, which deals
with ihe Ottawa Agreement. What an
cloquently profom d silence has been exhibited
by hoi. members opposite with regard to the
()Ltdv a Agreement—an agreement that was
red in swith spectacular effect, glorified
somerhing which would velieve the grower
bmden and hailed as a2 means by
which an impetus would be given to agri-
calture, ot only here, but also in other parts
of the Commonwealth! What a contrast
there is between the grim reality and the
promises that were made—between actual
results and the fairrland-like tales of the
splmw ben that would acerue to the
of Queensland and Australia from
the (rtund Agreement ! Great  sacrifices
have been made by the Queensland ag
culrm‘i under this agreement without
real advantage in return.

Lt me to 8

“ Courier-M of 2nd

dealing with the matter
g

quotation of the
September st

The Minister for Commerce (Mr.

H. Btrewart) sald to-day that from 1Isu
July fo 20th August exports of huiter
from the Commonwealth amounted 18

158.756 beses (3,960 tons) compared with
360.786 boxes (9,019 tons) for the corr
ponding period last year.

‘ Shipments to the United Kingdom
otalled 121,275 boxes (3,032 tons) ag t
325,597 boxes (8,140 tons) for the corpes-
ponding period last year, representing
a decrease of 62 per ccnt. Shipments io
other countries, however, increased from
879 tons to 937 tons.”

That is the grim

Qg

reality of the Ottawa
Agreement. The Queensland and Australizn
grower incurred eubstantial obligations as
a result of that agreement, hoping for some
compensating advantage, but we find that
the quantity of butter 0\1)01ted to Englard
is decreasing and the price has dropped
enormously. In no way at all has the
Ottawa Agreement assisted the Queelhlaqq
producers. 1 shall now quote some of the
cable messages that have recently appearcd
concerning the Ottawa Agrecment. We have
the * Fvening News’ of Rockhampton, of
5th Riay eof the present year, stating—

“The former Seccretary of State for
the Dominions {Mr. C. M. 8. Amery)
in a letter to the press states that the
Argentine and Danish agrcements ure
disastrous betrayals of the principles of
Empire co-operation; though they may
bhe strictly consistent with the letters of
the Ottawa Agreement they are abso-
lutely inconsistent with its spirit.”

Ho we find that after the Ottawa Agreement,
an agreement has been entered into by the
British Government with other countrics
contrary to the spirit of the Ottawa Agree-
ment. That is the reason why butter exports
are decreasing and why the Queensland pro-
ducer is not getting the advantages w
were promucd him when the Ottawa Agree-
ment was made. We find the following in
the ** Daily Mail ” of 28th April last:—
“Lord Beaverbrook in a special inter-
view sald the Danish Agreement is

ir
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wicked. Supporters of the Empire polic
put the Government in power, and we

have Dbeen betrayed and sold to
foreigners.”

I have dealt with my ten points. [

have shown hon. members a few of the

problems that confront the farmer in Quectas-
land and other parts of Australia. Those
are the problems that have to be faced and
solved; and ther will never be fac d and
solved by a party represented by hon. mem-
bers opposite.
v, MAXWELL

Myr. LARCOMBIE: I will give the hen.
member f(n Toowong a quotaticn from the
¥ Producers’ Review.” In an article of 1bth
Ouobor of last year it is stated—

“ Maybe in the near future self-pre-
servation will compel our prmmrx pros
ducers to join with Labour in politics in
an endeavour to bring about a new
social and economic order which will not
be dominated by capital.”

interjected.

That is not the opinion of a Labour paper,
but the considered opinion of the “¢Pro-
1 et .y sl N 13 .
ducers’ Review,” a journal of standing and
credit in Queensland, which represents the
man on the land.

Let me pass on to the hon. member for
Cook's  remar concerning  the tobarco
Here, again, he tries to cloud

indus try.
the issue. That is a favourite method of
hon. members opposite. It is a cuttlefich
method of defence. The hon. member has
endeavoured to apologise for and excuse the
Federal Government, and he sought to drng
into support of his argument the officers of
the Department of Agriculture. Ile quoird
from the departmentai report to show that
there was no evidence there that the Federal
Government were responsible for the snfce-
tunate plight of the tobacco growers in
Quecnsland.,  The officers of the department
do not deal with matters of a party poli-
tical nature, but procsed along the various
lines T have mentioned in the opening part
of mv remarks. It is the disastrous policy of
the Federal Government which is responsible
for the serious plight of the tobacco growers
in Queensland. First of all, the import doty
was reduced from 5s. 2d. to 3s. a lb. with a
very scrious effect on tobacco growing in

Australia.  Millions of pounds weight of
tobacco leaf have been brought into Aus-
tralia since the reduction was nmd and the

Australian grower finds there is no market
with the Australian manufacturer. By the
deerease in the import duty and the increase
in the excise duty by almost 100 per cent..
the Federal Government are dragging out of
the industry Customs and excise duty exceed-
ing $£7,000,000. That is the way in which
the growers and fhe consumers are beiong
trcated by the Federal Government!

Mr. Kexny: You cannot look after both
the consumer and the grower.

Mr. LARCOMBE : Yes, you can look after
both. The old protection and the new pro-
tection will enable Australians to do that.
1f the hon. member will look up a lecturs
delivered by a well-known professor of the
Quecensland University last year, he will sce
that he emphasised that pmnt He said
that not only could both the consumer and
the grower be protected, but also that their
interests were indissolubly wunited. But I
de not wish to confine my remarks to a

Mr. Larcombe.]
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reply to the hon. member for Cook. I want
to quote the remarks of Mr. V. C. Thomp-
son, a member of the Country Party, when
speaking in the Federal House of Repre-
sentatives in May last—

“This afternoon the hon, member for
Kennedy (Mr. Riordan) referred to the
unfortunate position of the growers at
Marceba. I know that hundreds of
growers in New South Wales and Queens-
land—Y shall not mention the other
States—are loaded up with tobacco held
over from last yvear and grown this year,
and have not the vaguest prospect of a
buyer. Only a few weeks ago I visited
a number of tobacco farms., I saw
quantities of excellent tobacco, quite as
good in respect of colour as any tobacco
brought from America.”

To come necarer home, to come to the
Marecba district, represented by the hon.
member for Cook, I find the following refer-
ence in the Rockhampton ‘ Morning Rulle-
tin” of 13th June, 1933:—

““ Reports of recent tobacco sales in
Marccba have apparently caused a mild
sensation in  North Queensland, and
already speculation is rvife concerning
the future of Mareeba and district.”

There is no condemnation there of either
the State Labour Government or the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, such as the hon. mem-
ber for Cook suggests, but there is a
condemnation of the Federal Government’s
policy in reducing the import duty on
tobacco leaf and increasing the excise duty.
That is the cffect of that report—a mild
scnsation has been causcd as the result of

the wunfortunate action of the Federal
Government !

Mr. Kexxy: Do you think it is the duty
of the Federal Government to provide

finance for the tobacco-growers?

Mr. LARCOMBE: They are providing
finance in excess of that recommended by the
Tobacco Commission. Of course, I realise
that a reasonable amount of revenue s
necessary, but no one can suggest that
£7,000,000 should be dragged out of the
pockets of the consumers and producers of
Australia in the way I have mentioned. Just
fancy an excise duty of 4s. 6d. upon tobacco
leaf ! The unfortunate growers in Quecns-
land are thus responsible for finding hundreds
of thousands of pounds in taxation in that
way of whichi they should be free,

Now let me follow up my remarks by
quoting the remarks of the ex-Home Secre-
tary, the hon. member for Fitzroy, as
reported in the Rockhampton ¢ Morning
Bulletin” of 4th March, 1932—

“T deeply regret that Mr, Gullett has
seen fit to strike such a severe blow at
the primary industries of Queensland,
said the Home Secrctary (Mr.
Peterson).

“ Mr. Gullett had struck a staggering
blow at the tobacco-growers, demanding

twice as much in excise as what the
growers received.
“Other sections in the South wished

io cripple the sugar industry, apparently
cblivious to the fact that they, by an
overwhelming vote, demanded a White
Australia and insisted that sugar should
be grown by white labour.

[Mr. Larcombe,
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“He sincerely trusted that every
effort would be made by the Federal
Country Party to prevent the sugar,
cotton, ‘tobacco, and other industries
being slaughtered.”

Notwithstanding that, the hon, member for
Jook endeavours to throw the responsibility
for the unfortunate plight of these tobacco-
growers upon the Department of Agricul-
ture and the Lahour Government of the
State! He cannot escape the severity of
the eriticism and condemnation of hon. mem-
bers of his own party with whom he sat—
and still sits. Out of anti-Labour mouths we
are able to ecriticise the actions of the
Federal Government, and in turn refute the
criticism of the hon. member for Cook.

Mr. KEXNY interjected.

. LARCOMBE: If the hon. member for
Clook is satisfied that the Federal Govern-
ment  are responsible for the unfortunate
plight of the tobacco-growers, why did he
not say so last evening and co-operate with
us in the protest made against the action of
the Federal Government, which is having
the coffect of paralysing the tobacco industry,
reducing the area under cultivation. decreas-
ing the output. hindering the investinent of
capital, and at the same time destroying the
confidence of the people and bringing about
desolation where there should be prosperity?

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

Mr. BRAND (Isis) [11.24 a.m.}: I rvealise
that this is the most important vote in the
Estimates; particularly is it so to the
primary producing industrics, which we
recoguise as the most important industries
to the development of the Stas 3fest
primary industries are receiving assistance
from Parliaments throughout Australia.
The primary industries are at a very low
ebb. because of the unprecedented slamp
on the markets of the world, and it is only
natural that the primary producers should
tuen to parliamentarians for assi=rance in
their time of trouble. The hon. wewmber for
Rockhampton was a member of a ILabour
Government for approximately nine years,
but this morning he confessed that the pre-
sent Government could do nothing to assist
the primary producers of this State and
suggested in effect that the present parlous
state of the primary industrier could be
attributed to the present Federal Nationalist
Government and to fifty years of squatter
Government in this State. He frankly con-
fessed that this Gevernment could do naught
to assist tho pritnary industries, and he even
went so far as to sayv that the Labour
Government had carried the producers on
their backs.

A GovErxMENT MEMBER:

Mr. BRAXND: An hon. member
“Jlear, hear!” Never in the history of
Quecnsland have Covernments cavited the
producers on their backs, but the reverse
15 cortainly true, that the produccrs have

o
=
=

Hear. hear!

says,

carried Governments on their bac During
the last two years in particular. tributes
have been paid to the producers not only by
Nationalist members, but also by

Labour
Premiers and Labour Prime Ministers who
have gratefully admitted that the pro-
ducers of this country saved Australia and
her Governments. In view of the splendid
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achievements by the primary producers they
are entitled to the highest respect and
regard of memhers of Parliament irrespective
of party. The producers do not wish Govern-
ments to carry them on their backs. They
mercly desire freedom of action so that
they can develop their own industries and
earn a livelihood in the way which they
think best. Of course they do look forward
to that degree of assistance which is natur-
ally expected from all Parliaments.

The annual report by Mr. Graham, Under
Secretary of the Department and Dircctor
of Marketing, is a very interesting document,
and any hon. member who reads that reportt
must be convinced that the primary pro-
ducer has not fallen down on the job. The
report discloses record production in almost
every branch of rural industry. The primary
producer has stood up to his responsibilities,
no matter what Government were in power.
The greatest anxiety of the primary pro-
ducer to-day 1s as to the price he can receive
for his commodity, and the responsibility of
seeing that he gets a reasonable price must
be assumed by the Government. The price
paid for primary products to-day. is not
sufficient to cover the cost of production,
and, therefore, does not permit the farmer
to carn a decont livelihood. The question
of price is not the responsibility of the
primary producer; it is the duly of Parlia-
ment to recognise the importance of the
primary industries and endeavour to assume
the responsibility of securing an increased
price for primary products. The only bright
spot in rural Iife during the past twelve
months was the welcome increase in the
price of wool, which can now be produced
at a profit. That increase was nct brought
about by the activities of any Government,
but came as a result of the more bhuoyant
tone of the wool markets of the world. We
cannot hope to restore the measure of pros-
perity so earnestly desired by the primary
producers until better prices are secured for
our primary products on the markets of the
world. I agree with the hon. member for
Rorkhampton to a certain extent that our
difficulties lie in the marketing and financial
end of the business. The difficulties of the
producer in regard to export trade are not

confined to our own State. The producers
all over the world are facing a similar
difficulty and are demanding that they

should reccive proper protection from Par-
liament. In spite of this serious phase of
the question, the producers have shown a
record production in the State. The Minis-
ter should regard their effort with some
pride and give them credit for being at least
able to manage their own activities. T do
not wish the Minister to continue with his
policy of directing the producers how they
should carry on their industries. [ do not
desire the Minister to compel the canegrowers
to grow only the varieties of cane he desires
or that he should dictate to the producers
in the dairying industry what class of cattle
and what class of pigs they should acquire.
The producers have shown that they are
able to look after their own busines: and
achicve a 7record production under most
adverse conditions, from both climatic and
marketing viewpoints, by their own energy
and initiative.

I was pleased to sec the reference of the
Under Secretary to the great sugar indus-
try. He points out that last year the pro-
duction of sugar amounted to 514,816 tons,

[9 NOVEMBER.]

Supply. 1333

and of this production only 65.48 per cent.
found a market in Australia. The balance,
34.52 per cent. had to be exported overseas
to find markets, in which it realised only
£8 bs. 9d. a ton. The sugar marketed on
the home market realised £25 2s. 3d. a ton.
The average value of the sugar produced
last year was £19 6s. 1d. a ton. The Under
Secretary proceeds to indicate what the
prospects of the industry are in the coming
vear. In this respect he has given food for
thought, not only to the Minister but also
to the sugar producers themselves. It is
quite clear from his remarks that in the
coming year we cannot look for an average
price of more than £17 per ton. This price
will be only equivalent to that of pre-war
vears. At the same time we must remem-
ber that our costs of production to-day are
almost double what they were in the pre-
war period. The Under Secretary states—

“It is difficult to foretell how the
price reduction on Australian-consumed
sugar will react on the industry. The
declared price for raw sugar for home
consumption has been fixed for the pre-
sent crop at £23 per ton, while the
current quotations for raw sugar on the
London market remain at a particularly
low figure, Assuming that the average
price realised for export sugar will
reach the 1932 level, it is doubtful
whether the net price for sugar will this
year exceed £17 per ton.”’

That average price is over £2 per ton less
than the average price secured for the past
scason’s production. That is a most serious
loss to the sugar-growers. The growers have
had to submit to a loss of £1,500,000 because
of the action of the Federal Government in
reducing the price of sugar within Australia
by #d. per lb. That is a loss which they
can ill afford to suffer. Tt is generally
recognised that it is a valuable asset to the
country to have an exportable product. The
value of the exportable portion of the sugar
crop, amounting to £2,000,000, has been
invaluable to Australia. Iast year Aus-
tralia had a favourable trade balance with
the United Kingdom of £11,000,000. After
the interest commitments on Australian
loan moneys were taken into consideration,
there remained an  adverse balance of
approximately £12,000,000. Therefore,
without the value of our primary produce
exported overseas, we would not be in the
position we are in to-day. It is necessary
that every industry should export what it
possibly can. Producers in the sugar
industry are asked to produce under con-
ditions that do not exist in any other sugar-
producing country in the world. They are
conditions which we wish to continue, but
I draw the attention of the Committee to
the fact that the sugar producer in this
State is at a considerable disadvantage when
compared with the producer in other parts
of the world. The price we received for our
sugar overseas last year was approximately
£8 per ton. Our export sugar has to cou-
pete in the world’s markets wwith sugar from
Java and Cuba, where costs of production
are infinitely lower than ours. Lven there
difficulty is being experienced in producing
profitably at existing world prices. What,
therefore, must be the position of the
Quee}lsland sugar producers whose costs are
m'f'in‘ltely higher than those in other coun-
tries? A higher price has been given to

Mr. Brand.]
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sugar producers for sugar sold in the Aus-
tralian: markes to make good the loss on
exported overseas, but at present
for sugar in Australia no wmargin is
atlable 1o recoup producers for the loss
on export, At the date on which the repori
of the Department of Agriculture and Stock
was published it was estimated that the
yvield of raw sugar for Queecnsland for the
1933 harvest would be 547,00C touns, but the

latest estimate s that the production of
sugar will be approximately 620,000 tons,

approximately 50 per cent. of whick will
have to be exported at the ruinous prices I
hiave mentioned.  The price in London to-
day i: about £5 a ton, but at that price
mhm countries, with which we are compet-
ing, fiud it difficult to make the industry
pay. Great Britain gives us a prefercntial
sariff of approximstely £3 15s. per ton,
which assists to recoup us for the cxpensive
freight and insurance.

Mr. O'KEerFE: Do you favour the inc
ing of production for the overseas market
Mr. BRAND: No, because I do not think
the industry can possibly stand it; but we
have to continue because we have a product

that must be sold in whatever market is
available.  In that connection I trust the
Minister will direet his energies to placing

the greatest quantities
markets of the world.

Mr. OKeere: How do wou account for
the ncreased assignments given last year?

Mr. BRAND: That is a question for the
Mim\ths but L believe the increased assign-
ments last yesr were given to correct anoma-
lies that existed. A more serious question
than *ncumed assignments is the quantity
of mlm-lgqec land growing sugar-cane that
finds its way into No. 1 pool. I understand
that important matter has already been
taken in hand by the Minister. It is a
practice that should not be allowed to con-
tinue, and I believe that the industry itself
will demiand that very drastic action be
taken. Onpe thing that can be said about
the position of una%lgned land is that
immodlatelv the product from that land
passes into No. 2 pool, the growers receive
only export prices, so that the position of
those who are endea\ourmg to carry out
the arvangement entered into by this Par-
liament js not jeopardised. The point 1
want to stress to the hilnlster is the serious
plight of the growers who to-day are finding
1t difficult to carry on their industry because
of the great slump that has been brought
about 1)11'1c1paﬂv by low prices for rthe
commodity exported.

of sugar in the best

I would ask the Minister to endeavour
to assist the industry, as he can in many
dirvections in his capacity as a Cabinet
Minister.

The hon.
deavoured
du

member for Rockhampton en-
to indicate that it was the sole
7 of the ¥ederal Government to give
stance to Queensland industries, but 1
claim that action should alse be taken in
other directions. For example. care should
b exercised to sce that costs are not 11101(&1&0(!
in such a way that the producer finds it
difficult to continue, The burden of land
taxation, high railway freights and levies
should have attention and relief should
be given. T recommend that the Minister
direet his attention to the levies asso-
ciated  with the Central Sugar Cane

[Mr. Brand.
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Prices Board as onc means of reducing the
costs of the producers. At present there
is a balance of £10,404 in the fund. There
i+ a levy of 1id. per ton to meet the cost
of the board, and after the presunt year
i believe there will be a substantial balance
of possibly :‘812 30 or £13,000. Iven a
farthing is a mlg_e 1“\V to- dﬁv in the sugayr
indwstry, and I axk the Minister to olve
consideration to the reduction of the levy
to 1d. During the period of the Moore
Govermment the levy was cut out altogether
for one zvar because of the fav ‘ourable Dosl-
tion of the fund. The Minister could reduce
the levy to 1d. and yet secure sufficient funds
for the next five or six years. In the pre-
sent yvear the costs of running the board 1s
something like £17,000. A peuny a ton
would bving in between £14,000 and £15,000,
and there would be £12,000 or £13,000 in the
fund at the cnd of the year.

yal

The dairying industry is most important
to Queensland and to my olectorate. The
hon. member for Rockhampton mentioned
the vecord production in Quccnsland, but with
the record production last vear there were
also record low prices for the primary pro-
ducer. which made it difficult for him to cairy
on. The report of the department states—

“ Grading records show considerable
improvement in quality and a commend-
.ublc uniformity of factory products.

‘ The body, texture, and general con-
chtlon of butter were satisfactory, an
indication of a high degrec of efficiency
on  the manufacturing side of the
industry.”

Which is
torlies in

a tribute to the co-operative fac-
Qucenslan When we have a
report setting out re cord production of first
quality butter, we can come to no other con-
clusion than that the industry is doing well
and should be left alone.

The report further states—

“1In the course of the year ¢ The Dalry
Cattle Improvement Act of 1932’ became
law. Iis object is to assist dairy farmers
to head their herds with bulls bred on
production lines.”

'The producers themselves know the best way
to increase the production of the herds, and
where necessary they have the advice of the
departmental officers. During the present
vear 1 attended meetings of protest against
the operations of this Act, and partlculallv
the operation of the tax. I found at Big-
goenden that the farmers were incensed at
the action of the Minister—they were almost
in a rebellious state. At that meeting the
president of the Clouncil of Agriculture, Mr.
MacRobert, and the secretary, Mr. Sheehy,
both denied when questioned by the growers
that they had ever advised the Minister to
bring forward the measure.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in dissussing the Dairy
Cattle Improvement Act. He must discuss
the vote which is before the Committee.

Mr. BRAND: I realise that. I was en-
deavouring to discuss the policy of the
Minister with regard to it.

The Minister in his previous reply did rot
discuss the question brought forward by the
hon. member for Cook—that herd testers who
were originally under this vote have been
transferred to the Dairy Improvement Board,
a fact which shows that the 5s. levy on
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bulls as the policy of this Government has
heen raised for the purpose of relieving ihe
general revenue of the State at the cost of
the dairy farmer. The dairy farmers are
incensed at the action of the Minister. They
are struggling against all kinds of difficul-
ties and should not be asked to pay mouey
for something which they know is not going
to be of material value to them. We must
recognise that this industry is of the greatest
importance to the State, and the Minister
ought to recognise the claims of the pro-
ducers to manage their own concern. 'The
producer should be left absolutely free to
work out his own salvation, and above all
he should not be restricted in any way. 1
have found that the producers in my own
electorate ars highly intellectual members
of the community. They are aware of what
is wrong with their industry and the diffi-
cultics that have to be faced, and are pre-
prepared to take action to correct them.
They have both the ability and the business
acumen to solve these difficulties without any
direction from the Legislature.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!
ber has exhausted the time allowed
under the Standing Orders.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. II. A. Bruce, The Tableland) [11.50
a.m.}: Everybody recognises the importance
of the primary industries to the State, and
I am glad to be able to say that the grearer
part of the assistance given to primary pro-
ducing orgenisations has been given by the
Labour Party. Hon. members opposite
apparcntly do not take much interest in the
affairs of the country or they would have
remarked what was said by the Leader of
the Federal Country Party, Dr. Earle Page,
who stated recently that the United Aus-
tralia Party was detrimental to the interesis
of the primary producers and advocated that
he and his colleagucs should break away
from that party.

T wish to deal principally with the atri-
tude adopted by the hon. members for
Wynnum and Cook in conrection with the
tobacco industry. The hon. member for
Wynnum stated—

“7If the tobacco growers of this coun-
try cannot produce a leaf with a duty
of 3s. per pound on imported tobacco
they deserve to go under.”

Mr. Kunxy: The hon. member for Wyn-
num did not say that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:

He did say that, and the hon. member for
Cook moved an amendment to the motion
then being debated supporting the cutting
down of the duties on imported tobacco
leaf, and to increase the excise duty on Aus-
tralian-grown tobacco.

My, Kenxy: Mr. Hanson, T rise to a point
of order. I did not move any such amend-
ment, and T ask that the Minister withdraw
his statement, and accept my denial.

The CHAIRMAN : I ask the Secretary for
Public Works to accept the denial of the
hon. member for Cook.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
I accept the denial, Mr. Hansen. The hon.
member for Cook moved the following amend-
ment on the mofion proposed by the hon.
member for Rockhampton :—

““ Omit the words—

¢ The tariff and excisc legislation and
general policy of the present Common-
wealth Government in respect to the

The hon. memn-
him
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primary and secondary industries of
Quecnsland have been, and continue to
be, injurious to the State.”

The hon. member for Cook moved that
amendment, and thereby declared that he
supported those things and held they were
not injurious to the State. I knew the hon.
member for Cook was in the habit of asking
for a withdrawal, and on this ocacsion 1 was
prepared for him.

Mr. Forde, the Federal member for Capri-
cornia, is reported in Federal ““ Hansard ™
to have said—

“It was only when the duty on
imported lcaf was substantially increased
that the British-Australasian Tobacco
Company and other manufacturing com-
panies were obliged to purchase Aus-
tralian-grown leaf. When the duty on
imported leaf was increased from 3s. a
ib. to 5s. 2d. a lb., and the excise duty
fixed at 2s. 4d. a lb., a tremendous
impetus was given to the Australian
tobacco-growing industry. The present
Government has now reduced the duty
on imported leaf from 5s. 2d. to 3s. per
ib., and has increased the excise duty
on Australian leaf from 2s. 4d. to ds. 6d.
per 1b., an Increase of 93 per cent.”

In 1931 the quantity of tobacco produced in
the Cairns hinterland was 40 tons, valued
at £15,000, and in 1932—owing to the decrease
of the excise duty by the Scullin Government
and the increase of the Customs duties on
imported tobacco—the amount produced in
that avea was 400 tons, of a value of £100,000
to the State and the Commouwealth as a
whole, Notwithstanding this, we have the
hon. member for Cook directly moving an
amendment supporting the cutting down of
the duties on imported tobacco leaf. and the
increase of the excise duty on Australian-
grown tobacco.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
gentleman is not in order in discussing that
matter while a motion dealing with the ques-
tion is on the business-sheet.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member for Cook suggested that
the Queensiand Government should extend
relief to the tobacco-growers. Why has it been
found necessary to scek relief for the tobacco-
growers from the present Government? The
increase in the excise duty and the decrease
in the Customs duty have so impoverished
the farmers that they have no alternative
other than to apply to the State Government
for assistance. At the same time the hon.
member for Cook supports the very thing
which was responsible for the ruination or
the partial ruination of the tobacco-growers
—an influence which has been strenuously
resisted by the present Government all along
the line. T have received this letter from
a tobacco-farmer in the Cairns hinterland—

¢ There are things I would like to
bring under your notice in reference to
so-called financiers—their proper names
would be go-getters.

“In the first place, they financed the
worker to go on the land, and some
of them even promised the landholder
wages, and backed their store bills. In
some cases they got the farmer to sign
crop liens from £2,000 to £3,000. In
many cases they drew up agreements
and promised to pay the farmer a
weekly wage, which he never received.
The go-getter built kilns, got the timber

Hon. H. A. Bruce.]
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or: credit, and is paying big interest
for 1t,  The farmer agmui to give the
go-getter half of the crop, which he did,
and in muany cases now the farmer is
obliged to apply to the Land Court and
get his certificate, so the go-getter and
the storekeeper can get a mortgage on
the place so that when the time is OK
they can push the farmer ouwt, and all
the work the farmer and his family have
done will have to be left to these go-
beeause they know when Mr,
gets in next ‘election things will
Tho farmer in many cases can-
not go to law with these men as the
farmer has never received any money.
“Tor your information, if you so
desire, I could send vou a copy of some
of these agreemen as I am sure the
go-getters and storckeepers are work-
ing together. A rvoyal commission would
not do any good, as a lot of the farmers
would be afra o give evidence 24 it
might cawse them some trouble in get-
ting a bit of credit.”
There is no doubt that the tobacco situation
ERLCASIY exploited when a reazonable
price was being pald for tobacco, and when
httle {ficuity was being oxperlenoed in
1w of an Acﬂep*"blc crop. For the
]9?2 season the tobacco crop was responsible
for the introduction of £100,000 into the
Cairn: hinterland, but following the attack
upon the industry by the Iederal Govern-

ment, supported by the hon, member for
(olok the outlook for the industry is doubt-
ful.

Mr. Kexxy: I did not
so immportant.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hou. member is important only as an
antagonist of primary producers in general,
and of the tobacco’ growers in particular.
This is a report of a debate in the Hederal
Parliament on the action of the Common-
wealth Government in connection with the
tobacco industry—

“There is grave danfrer that, because
of the falling-off of the consumptlou of
tobacco made from Australian leaf, and
the large quantities held in stock, the
manufacturers will refuse to buy the
coming season’s crop. I have already
been told bv one manufacturer that this
year he will not be in the market for
Australian leaf. The Australian growers
have put their all into the industry.
They have effected improvements at con-
siderable cost, and while the industry
is in its initial stages it should be given
a greater measure of protection. 1f
there is any doubt as to the extent of
the protection needed, the tobacco-
growers shonid have the benefit of it.”

Mr, Kexxy: Give us your own opinions.
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
First of all T must show what happened
This is a continuation of the report of the
debate in the Federal Parliament—

“It was only when the duty on
imported leaf was substantially increased
that the British-Australasian Tobacco
Company and other manufacturing com-
panies were obliged to purchase Aus-
tralian-grown leaf., When the duty on
uupnrted leaf was increased from 3s. a
Ib. to 5s. 2d. a lb., and the excise duty
fixed at 2s. 4d. per lb., a tremendous
impetus was given to the .Australian
tobacco-growing industry. The present

[Hon. II. A. Bruce.
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Government has now reduced the duty
on imported leaf from 8s. 2d. to 3s. per
ib., and has increased the excise duty
on Australian icaf from 2= 4d. to 4s. 6d.
per 1b., an increase of 93 per cent.”
Obvicusly, th‘ﬁt is the reason why the tobacco-
wers are in such difficulties to-day, and
behoves every nmmbm of Parliament and
every member of the public who is suffi-
ciently interested in the plight of the tobacco-
itate for the re-cnaciment of the

mo\w\ 0
uties that operated during the Scullin
1-cg1m0

The increased Custom duties enabled the
Industry in the Cuirns hinterland to increaso
in valuz from £15,000 to £100,050 in a brief
space  of months. Obvious that

£100,000 = istributed amongst workers,
includ h‘" rativay vorkers, and tradesmen of
every  Lind. 1t vepresonted  co derable

atice o the people of North {Qu(. nsland.
A new indusiry, certainly not of very large
don:, had been definitely established

‘ intro;luction of the increased
tarift by . Scullin,  § cannot understand
\\h" any Governmeut should attack this in-
dustry.  The (J!)Llnlllll cry is that we must
inereas2 the volume of primary production.
We ompnabue that cry to the primary pro-

ducers. The hen. member for Burrum pointed
out the position of the sugar industry. He
is a sugar-grower, bui he unconsciously ad-
mitted that the Federal Governnient had

injured thc industry. It is obvious, accord-
ing to that hon. member, that the sugar
mdmuv has reached its peak of pwduct‘on‘
it should be the alm of every
person interested in the welfarve of the State
to encourage a new industry. We had such
an opportunity in the tobacco indusiry.
Tnder the tariff policy of the Scullin Go-
vernment tobacco production incrcased from
2,000,000 Ib. to 12,000,000 lb. There is evi-
dence in those figurcs that Australian con-
swption requirements will soon be sup-
plied, and that in the near fuiurc we shall
reach a point where it would be nccessary
to consider finding an export market. Sym-
pathetic considoration should be given to the
tobacco industry, because it was, and still is,
the means of placing thousands of men on a
class of land which previously was of very
little use, and certainly of no use for agri-
cultural purposes. Mareeba is generally
spoken of as the centre of the tobacco-
growing industry in North Queensland. That
1s hardly correct, beeause the centre of the
district uhmh produces the largest amount
of tobacco in that portion of the State is
probably Dimbulah, on the Walsh River.
The class of soil in that district is evidently
suited for tobacco-growing. The average
rainfall is 20 inches a year. If the rainfall
is not foo heavy in the Marceba district an
cxcellent tobacco can be cultivated, but if
the rainfall is heavy the clay in the sub-soil
does not aszist in the growing of such a fine
quality tobacco as can be grown in the Dim-
bulah arca. The land selected for tobacco-
growing would mnot be worth more than 2s.
per square mile for any other purpose. It
is practi C(IHV waste (’ountrv and useless. If
tobacco- rr10wmg ceased in that ares the land
would be useless for any other purpose. Most
of the tobacno Qrow would have been
doing well if there had not been a reduction
in the duties on tobacco and an increase
in excise duties, Yet the hon. member for
Cook supports the attitude of the Lyons
Government,
Mr. Kenwy:

No, not necessarily.
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
The hon. member has interjected that theso
tobacco-growers should be relieved by grant-
ing thvm relief rations.

Mr. Kexxy: No, I said you should give
them financial assistance.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
men, previous to the reduction in
were doing well and were rearing
families ax Australians should be
Many men were being cmployed in
It was only because of the
of the hon. member for Cook on

1ez,
their

reared.
the ndustry.
attitude
this question that I rose to participate in

this debate. The hon. member for Wynnum
made the statement in this Chamber that if a
duty of 3s. on imported tobacco was mot
sufficient to cnable the tobacco-growers to

make a ‘“do” of the industry, then they
de-erved to go under.
Mr. BavLey: Hear hear! They deserve

“do ™

to go under if they cannot make a
under those duties.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS:
These tobacco-growers are working harder
than ever the hon. member has worked.
They put in more thau eight hours a day and
are a fine stamp of men, It s all very well
for any man possessing the inferiority com-
plex like the hon. member for Wynnum to
make such an attack on a section of our
primary producers who are doing something
tor the country. ¥e only makes such a
statement in the coward’s castle and under
privilege. He has never investigated the
question whether these tobacco-growers were
working at full pressure. He has never in-
\O\Tlgdfe({ the question of the efficicncy of
these men. He condemns them without any
evidence at all, with the cbjeet of supporting
a Government to which he previously was
attached until the people decided that he
should no longer have the opportunity to
do so. The hon. member for Wynnumn makes
a statement against a body of men who ave
unable to protect themselves.  These men
ull‘ working under tropical conditions, and
have settled on country which previously
was only occupation license country, which
would not carry many caftle to the square
mile.  The men who are developing that
country are condemncd by a member of this
Parliament in a most off-handed manner.
The hon. member for Wynnum says that if
they cannot make » “ do” of it with the
duty of 3s. per lb. then thevy should go
under. Surcly the intelligent attitude would
be this: If these men ate =orking effectively
and doing good work, and extra duty ef 1ls.
or ls. 6d. per lb. would be justilied if it
meant a continuance of tobacco-growing.
That would be the attitude of any hen.
member or any honourable man, becausc 0
condemn men who are pionecering this coun-
trv—men who arve opening up mcw stretches
of country, fencing it, and improving it—is
to do rfomething unworthy of any decent
man. The attitude of the TFederal Clovern
ment is typified by the attitude of the hon.
member for Wynnum. By a 1‘0\‘01‘si0n o
the original duties. the tobacco-growers
could be saved from going under, could feed
and clothe their families in a proper w
and could carry on an industry of value not
only te the State but also to the Common-
wealth. DBut here, for some unknown reason
—ceortainly there ave large finamcial interests
involved in the Britich-Australasian Tobacco
Trust-—these men are being ruined by the
reduction of the tariff and by the Increase
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of the excise on locally-grown tobacco. Judg-
ing by their interjections hon. members oppo-

site who werc present this morning approve
of that attitude, and in several speeches the
hon. member for Cook also approved. Yet
at the same time that hon. member blames
the Labour Government, which have fought
desperately against the attitude to which

am objecting, and he asks the Labour
Govermment to come to their rescue. Cer-
tainly, 1 am convinced that anything that
can be done to keep these men on the land

will bhe done by this Govermwent, in con-
formity with the Labour Party’s policy;
bnt the position would never have been

eated had it not been for the action of an
alm -Labour Government, It was with the
knowledge of these facts that I was astonished
to listen to the remarkable attack on the
tobacco-growers in Queensland made by the
hon. member for Cook.

Ir. BAYLEY (Wynnum) {12.10 p.m.]: The
Rccrotaw for Public Works has devoted a
gocd deal of his time to dealing with a
remark of mine, and robbed it of its context.
I cannot recall my exact words, but my
statement was to the effect that if the indus-

hv could mnot get along with a duty of
. per b, then 1t deserved 1o go under.
Tl.e SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC YWORKS: No.

“Flansard 7 will not show that.
Llr. BAYLEY :

my statement.
The Seererany ¥oR PPusnic Works: No.

WMr. BAYLEY: Then perhaps the hon.
gentleman will give me my exact words.

The SecreETaRY For Punric WorkS: You
said, ** If the tobacceo-growers of the country
cannot produce a Icaf when they arc assisted
by a tariff to the extent of £85 for every
acre under tobacco, they deserve to go
under.”

Mr. BAYLEY: The reason the tobacco-
growers of this State are in trouble is that
the Labour Government under Mr. Scullin
and Mr., Forde lured them to their destrue-
tion. They placed a duty on tobacco leaf of
bs. 2d. per 1b. What was the result?
Hundreds of men were induced to go into
the cultivation of tobacco. The duty was
so kigh that the American Tobacco Com-
pany and the other tobacco oompamoc in
Australia were forced, in their endeavour
to put tobacco on fhe market within the
reash of the consumers to use as much
Australian leaf as possible, and so dcfeat
the tariff.  The vesult was that consump-
tion fell off immediatelv, and the Todmal
Government  vealised that if that high
du were allowed to remain the tobacco-
growers  of this industry would suffer.
The duty was  reduced from 5s.  2d.
to 3s. per Ib. That specific duty of 3s. is
equivalent fo an ad valorem duly of from
300 to 500 per cent. It is equivalent to a
duty of £85 on every acre under tobacco
I say again that if the tobacco industry
cannot prosper- in  Australia without an
assistance equal to £85 per acre, or an ad
valorem duty of from 300 to 500 per cent..
then it deserves to go under, because it is
uneconomic for this country to foster such
an industry. But the industry can prosper
with a duty of 3s. a 1b.

Mr. Moore: It
years,

That was the mcaning of

has been deing it for

Mr. Bayley.]
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Mr. BAYLEY: Of course it has been develop along proper lines. We say that
doing it for years. A few years ago experience ’reache but I am convinced that

approximately 2,000,000 1b. of tobacco
were produced in this country, and the
industry was prosbering; the men were
receiving a fair and adequate price for
their leaf. By reason of the tariff people
were induced to enter the industry, so that
two years ago between 12,000,000 and
13,000,000 1b. of leaf was produced, much of
it of an inferior guality, which could not be

used to  advantage by the manufacturer.
There a duty of 1s. 84 a b, in Canada
on leaf grown in that couniry. As I said

bcfou she
tobacco 1»10(‘11011m country
United States of America. Canada exports
6,500,000 Ib. of tobacco per year, and we
shall have to export. If the tobacco ind
try iz to prosper we must export a cerfain
qnamril‘ of leaf or throw it into the incine-
rator, because m is 1mpo\slbe for us to use
100 per cent. of the tobacco grown in this
country.

Ar 12,14 p.m.,

Mr. W, T. Kine (Marec), one of the panel
of Te mpmal\* Chaitrmen, relieved the Chair-
wan i the chiatr,

Mr. BAYLEY:
a suitable tobacco,
blended with
States  of

is in juxtaposition to the greatest
in the \xorld, the

to manufacture
the loral article must be
other tobaccos. The United
America hes  bein growing
tobacco for hundreds of years. and what is
the positicn there?  Last year they pro-
duced 1,400,000,000 1b, of tokacco, exported
600.000.600 1b. of Teaf, and imported beiwceen
140,000.0¢5 and 150,000,000 1b. 1If a country
like the United States, the lec-ling tobacco
country in the world, finds it necessary to
import approximately 150,000,000 1b. of leaf
in order to place a tobacco on the market
which will meet with the approval of the
consuming public, we also in Australia will
have to mmport leaf. Our annual consump-
tion is in the neighbourhood of 20,000,000 1b.
We should be able to produce for our owu
use 16.000,000 out of that 20,000,000 ib., but
we  will  have to import  the other
4.000.000 1b. The Secretary for Public
Works has charged the Federal Government,
who are responsible for the levying of t.il‘lffa
with enmity towards the tobacco industyy.
A duty of 3s. a lb. should be sufficient.

My, O'Krzre: The growers also charged
eral Qowrnment with being respons-
ible for the position brought about.

Mr. BAYLEY: Naturally. The growers
were fajsely led by Mr. Scullin and My,
Torde, aided and abetted by those men who
had land to sell, not only in the Mareeba
districi but also in and around Brisbane.
Men who owned land in and arvound Bris-
bane, who found it impossible otherwise to
sell their land, placed it upon the market
for the purpose of tobacco-growing. The
prospective buyers were told that there was
a fortunc in it with this duty of 5s. 2d. a 1b.

Mr. O'Krere: Why didn’t the Moore Go-
vernment tell the people it was not so?

Mr. BAYLEY: The Moore Government
gave them the land at a nominal figuve.

Mr. O'Krrrz: That is
rect.

My. BAYLEY: It was a nominal price.
As o result hundreds of men were induced

to enter the industry who would not have
done 20 had the industry heen allowed to

[Mr. Bayley.

In order

not entirely cor-

what the pol litician will net learn is to leave
industries alone.

The hon. member for Isis referred to the
sugar industry. The sugar industry is in
the position it is to-day because politicians
interfered  with it—and I must take my
share of the respousibility. If Mr. Flughes
had not given the sugar-growers £30 63 8d.
a ton the industry would be in a prosperous
condition to-duy.

. (VKEEFE :
land values.

Mr. BAYLEY :
prices.

My, (PREeere: And brought about by the
Moorve Government.

Mr. BAYLEY: The position has been
brought about by a fictitious price, a fictr-
tious price paid to the growers to recoup
them for what they lost during the war.
We  cannct  estape  our  responsibilities,
Political parties in this country have wrought
havoe amongst the primary producing indus-
trics, to say hmbmrr of secondary industries,
\\1i. h it will take many years to rodeen.

ale, for instance, the drirying industr;
wU()l;t which the hon. members for Rock-
bamptor and Isis spoke. Iour years age
this couniry exported 47.000 tous of butter,
A vear later. as a result of the [Paterson
schieme, it went up to 78,000 tons; in the
following vear to 91.000 tons, and last year
to 104.000 tons. But what happens? When
we sent away 47.000 tons we received 158s.
per ewt,; when we sent 78,000 tons the price
got down to 112s. per owt.; when we sett
81.000 tons the price got down to about
97s., and when we sent 104,000 tons, the price
dropped to T4s. per cwt.

Much has been said about the Ottawa
Agreement and Britain’s treaiment of the
Dominions as against forelgn countries.
Butter imports to Britain Trom foreign
countries inereased by 20 per cont. within
four vears. whoreas imports from the
Dominions incrcased by 225 per cent. The
ket was flooded. We sent to the British
t last vear 104,000 tous of buiter, or an
s of 225 per cent. in four rears. That
brought about by unnatural causes.
Before that the industry was prosperous, but
many people swere induced to go into it, and
we arc paying the penalty to-day. We will
pay the penalty whenever any Government
interfere and take part in primary ind
or any ofher industry.

A GoveErnMENT  MEMBER:
alone?

Mr. BAYLEY: Leave them alene. They
should be Teft alone to work out their own
salvation. ist them. Reduce their taxa-
tion. (et away from this paternal form of
govermment.  We say we have not got
Socislism in Australia at present, but ii
is mighty close to it. This pat(\uml form of
government has become a religion with hon.

Brought about by fictitious

Brought about hy b

1

wes

Leave them

members opposite, and the Secretary for
Agriculture is the archpriest. The hon,
gentleman is never happy uuless he or his

'Mpfw ment _can put a finger in somecone
else’s pie. Leave the ’nodumqs alone. Let
Governments spend ICSa and ask less from
the people in the form of taxation. Lei
tho products of our indusiries go on the
markets and find their own level, and we
shall be far more prosperous in this country
than we are to-day.
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I say these few words in reply to the state-
ment by the Secrctary for Public Works,
which he eundeavoured to show that I had no
sympathy for the tobacco-growers of this
country. My sympathy goes far deeper than
bis, I make bhold to say. I am prepared
1w do the unpopular thing, because I realise
it is for their ultimate good. Tc evidently
is prepared to see them suffer for cver rather
than do or say thos:e things which on the
surface appear to be against their best in-
terests at the present moment. I :
long view of it; he a short one;
leave the people of this State to decide
which is the better view.

Mr. FD\\'/\RDS (NManango) [12.22 p.an.]:
There is no doubt whatever that members of
the Labour Government are using the Isti-
mates of this department for the purpose of
making  political  propaganda. I am
astounded to see that sort of thing, and I
am sure that the Minister docs not concur
in their attitude. First of all, we had the
hon. member for Rockhampton mectaphori-
cally patting the hon. members for Mirani
and Cooroora on the back by commending
them on the statements they made, but imme-
diately working himself into a white froth
about what the Federal Government had
done, and how Australia had been treated
in the Ottawa Agreement. From then on he
proceeded to make a speech the like of which
we have had since the last election. What
is the purpose of this propaganda? Is it
to condemn the Lyons Government, or is
the hon. member going in for Federal poli-
tics?  What has he or the Secrctary for
Public Works contributed to this debate
that is of value to agriculture? Iie mecrely
roic in his place and endeavoured to make
a gin-like case with a view to disseminating
propaganda in the interests of the Labour
Party. Ile did not even submit a case in
keeping with advanced Labour thought, but
was content to revert to the dark ages.
The Seccretary for Public Works went out
of his way personally to abuse the hon. mem-
ber for Wynnum, and he thercby disgraced
his ministerial position. The hon. mem-
ber for Kelvin Grove laughs; he cannot see
any further than that. When the Secretary
for Public Works referred to the allegedly
low intellect of the hon. member for Wyn-
num he absolutely disgraced his ministerial
position. If one lil ked to be personal one
could ask what the Secretary for Public
Works had done in the interests of the wel-
fare of this State beforc he entered this
Chamber.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Oldm
I ask the hon. member to discuss the ques
tion before the Committee.

~ Mr. EDWARDS: That is just what I
intend to do. What has the Sceretary for
Public Works done in the interests of agri-
cultural pursuits?  All his life he
organised with the objcet of creating con-
ditions unfavourable fo the best interests
of agriculture. His efforts are no credit

[9 NOVEMEBER.]

Supply. i339

to him, and it is no credit to him personally
that he is prepared to abuse another hon.
member of this Chamber. HHis contribution
to agriculture in this State is absolutely
nil.

The hon. member for Rockhampton
harped on the freights charged on produce
transported to Great Britain, and he pointed
out that if they were lower there wouid be a
great saving to our primary industries. Does
he know that it costs more to convev a
ton of produce by rail from Roma to Bris-
bane than it costs to convey the said ton of
produce from Brisbane to England? What
sort of an argument is his? Why do the
Labour Government not attend to their own
job by lowering the freight on the railways
so that produce can be transported cheaply
to the seaboard? They should confine their
attentions to that aspect of the matter inssead
of harping on what the Federal Govern-
ment are doing and on overseas freights.

Sneering reference has been made to the
Ottawa Agreement, but what was the pur-
pose of the Ottawa Agreement? I am not as
conversant with the Ottawa Agrecment as ave
Federal members, but I definitely state that
the position in Australia was improved by
that agreement.

Mr. Warers: Ask the exporters about that!

Mr. EDWARDS: The only job that the
hon. member had before he entered this
Parliament was tearing up pieces of paper
from the wastepaper basket. One has only
to consider the quotas conceded by Great
Britain to realise the wonderful assistance
that Great Britain has extended to this
country. I have here the figures showing the
percentage of our products exported to the
countries of the world over the past five
vears, these being the latest figures available
These figures show the percentages: —

Per cent.
Tnited Kwngdom ... o4l
Other parts of the men 11
Eighteen foreign countries ... 48

Now compare the 41 per cent. taken by the

United Kingdom and the 52 per cent. taken
by the United Kingdom and other J'mpire
countries with these percentages taken by
foreign countries:—
Per rent,
T‘lance Lo 11
Japan . . 7
United States 7
Germany )
Belgium . .. 5
All others (thlrtéen) .12

Do those figures not show thai Greatr Dvitain
has extended a considerable benefit to Aus-
tralia ? Later on I shall show where the duty
of the Government lay in respect of markets.
I also have the figures showing the principal

Wool (greasy)

Wool (scoured)

‘Wheat

Bran and pollard

Dried fruits .. .. .. .. ced
Frozen beef .. .. .. .. ool

items of exports for the year 1931-32. these,
has  also, being the latest figures avaialble, These
figures show the quantity absorl sed bv the
United Kingdom in comparison with the
total amount cxported : —
Tnited Kingdom. Total . Per
. “ centage.
256,845,000 Ib. ib. 35
32,713,000 1b. Ib. |89
29,531,000 ccentals 76, 440 000 contals 38
1,094,000 centals i 1,460,000 centals 75
102,948,000 Ib. ! ]85,533,000 1b. : 56
128,145,000 Ib. | 165,872,000 1b. ; 77

Mr. B dwards.]
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Those figures are invaluable and enable
seople to see at a glance how dependent
Australia is on Great Britain for a market
for her products. The following additional
figures are also illuminating from the same
point of view :—

| | | .8
! United | " R
— ¢ Kingdom., | Total. } Q«‘é
| | ‘ ~

|- l —

Lamb ,000 1h. 106,599,000 tb. 93
Mutton. . L,000 1b 58,681,000 1b. ] 91
Pork L 7,038,000 1b 7,385,000 Ib. G5
Bges .. 9872000 doz 9,921,000 doz. | 99
Bubter .. 1185,367,000 1b. 202 9,000 1b. 91
Cheese 6,338,000 Ib. 7,267,000 1b, | 94
Sugar 5,423,000 ewt. . 5,758,000 ewt. 1 95

I cannot understand why hon. members
should utilise this vote for the purpose of
disseminating political propaganda. What
is the use of it to Quecnsland or Australia?
We should endeavour to relieve Great Britain
of some of the obligations she is assuming,
and take advantage of the trade facilities
which she is opening up for us. It should
be our object to find more markets for our
products in the Kast instead of concentrating
cn political propaganda and making speeches
about wlhat ithe Federal Government have
done and are doing. The primary producers
are contributing an euormous amount to
the revenue of the State by way of taxation,
and ther naturally desive that the varions
departments should be administered in the
best interests of the people; instead of devot-
ing themselves to such questions hon. mem-
bers opposite are indulging in political pro-
paganda. There was no occasion to intro-
duce political propaganda on this vote. This
is a_vote on which calm and deliberate dis-
cussion is required., I do not know whether
the Minister in charge of the vote was
responsible  for the participation in the
debate of the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton, but it is apparent that he was put up
by somebody to get in a little propaganda
on behalf of the Federal Labour Party.

There is not the slightest doubt that, owing
to the heavy fall in the prices of primary
products, producers find themselves in a
difficult position. The Government should
endeavour to mect producers by bringing
about a reduction in costs. A commence-
ment should be made by a reduction in
railway .freights. The Government could
also assist in reducing costs by removing
many of the restrictions which have been
imposed in recent years In consequence of
the legislation passed by this Parliament.
They could remove many restrictions imposed
nn the handling of primary products from
the time of their production on the farm
until they are placed on the ships for trans-
port overseas, instecad of harping about what
talkes place after that is done. The duty
of the Government lies in that direction,
and nowhere else.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Tell me
what restrictions can be removed and I will
endeavour to give consideration to them.

Mr. EDWARDS : Many pinpricking labour
and administrative conditions are imposed
on the primary producer. Some of these
are the result of the efforts of the Secretary
for Public Works as a Labour organiser.
Thus industry is becoming top heavy. The
Goyernment can also give consideration to
relieving industry by lowering the incidence

[y, Edwards.
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of taxation. When the hon. gentleman in
charge of this vote introduced the Dairy
Cattle Improvenient Bill we were led to
believe that the fees collected from the
bull tax were to be expended specially in
assisting the dairyman.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: So it is.

My, EDWARDS: The hon. gentleman
may say so, but that is merely camounflage
because the hon. gentleman knows that con-
solidated revenue has been relieved to a
certain extent in the cost of administration
and the deficiency made good from contribu-
tions by the producers.

Before I conclude I desire to commend
the officers of the department for the report
which has been issued. At the same time,
throughout the report I can see the Minis-
ter’s idea of the paramount Importance of
the scientific side of agriculture. I do not
condemn the utilisation of scientific methods,
but it is wrong for science to control the
practical side of primary production in this
State.  Reference is made in the report
to the training of bows at the St. Lucla
Tarm School, which to my mind is of no
benefit to the State, but is a burden on the
people, including the primary producers.
T know what boys are, and T know that at
this school they may be taught how to saw
a tree and split a post, but the chances are
that they will attempt to tell the first farmer
to whom they are sent that they know more
about his business than he does. Why not
allow the bovs to go to the most prm“r_mﬂl
farmers in the different country districts,
from whom they will get first-hand practical
experience? I give the Minister cvedit for
his enthusiasm, but it is wrong for the
scientific to outrun the practical. Some of
the officials of the department are to_be
commended. Recently I heard the poultry
expert address a meceting of farmers in a
practical manner, speaking to them as man
to man. That is the manner in which the
department should be conducted.

1 notice that the sum of £1,000 has been
allotted for pig experimentation at the Ani-
mal Health Station, Yeerongpilly. Why
should not those experiments be carried out
at Catton College? These matters are of
vital importance to primary producers, who
find it extremely difficult to carry on under
depressed market conditions, especially 1n
view of the heavy overhead costs to which
they are subjected. Tf the Minister were
receiving 2s. 4d. or 2s. 5d. a bushel for
maize and £2 10s. for a ton of chaff, he
would realise that che plight of the farmer
is serious. Let the Minister eliminate charges
in cvery way, so that even when low prices
are ruling the primary producers may be
able to market their products satisfactorily.

T should also like to refer to the methods
likely to be adopted in connection with the
Stallion and Dairy Improvement Boards

The TEMPORARY CHATRMAN: Order!
The hon. member will not be in order in
discussing those matters on this vote.

iy, EDWARDS: I do not propose to
refer to the legislation concerning them. At
the present time there is a shortage of
draught horses in the State. The Minister
should be careful as he may create a posi-
tion whereby we will not overtake that
shortage for many years to come. Hvery-
body neglected this industry while the motor
craze was on. For seven or eight years we
neglected to breed horses or to care for
them in a sensible way. People now are
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waking up. When they sce aged horses
coming into the yards and brmgmg up to
£30 they realise the position we are likely
to be in. They range from twelve to twenty
yvears of age, and mares anywhere near
the latter age will not breed, so that we
are not going to be able to breed many
horses for many years to come. The Minis-
ter should be very careful not to overstep
the mark and so kill this industry.

The zame thing applies in connection with
danylmr We must admit that the dairying
1ndu~trv has made wonderful strides in
Queensland. That has not been done by the
contro]l of the practical side of the industry
by science—practical men have done the
work, There are men in my district who
are a credit to Australia. They are selling
cattle to every State in the Commonwealth
These men ,,nmed experience first in one
way and then in another, and have at last
bred the type of cattle suitable for this and
other States. They have been largely respon-
sible for the increased output of butter in
the Commonwealth. If we relieve these
people of the burdens put upon them they
will do the rest. They will look after the
interests of the dairying industry. They
are not likely to breed from scrub bulls—
they kunow mere about the industry than
that. They are working from onc month to
another to get the farmers to improve their
herds and to secure better bulls.  The
administration of the Government savours
too much of interference with the interests
of the people. I believe that if we were
to rveduce taxation and railway freights,
bring down Clovernment costs, and remove
plopricking conditions our agricultural indus-
try would be something of which we could
be proud.

I quite agree with the statement in the
press this morning by a visitor to this coun-
try, which I feel sure that everyone appre-

ciated, 'While he was proud of Australia,
he said, “ After all, you are building up
vour capitals with too many people; there

are too many people in your large cities and
town:.”” I quite agree with him. What has
brought abeut that condition? It is because
conditions are made so hard in the country
and so easy in the large centres of popula-
tion. The Gmomment are moreasmsz that
treuble tenfold, Decause they are collecting
taxation by way of unemployment relief tax
and income tax, and spending the money
in the lurge centres of population.
Mr. MOORE (Awbigny) [12.47 p.m.]:
report of the department, which s a very
full and excellent one, puts the activities
of the department in a very clear and concise

The

manner, and states exactly what has been
done. Tt also affords excellsnt proof that
many of the statements which have been

made for political propaganda purposes
against the Federal Government are entirely
without foundation. It goes to prove that

the tobacco-growers in particular have not
suffered by the reduction in the tariff. The
report clearly sets out the position—
“The prices at auction avrd by
trosty

vatoe
realised so f;u' for the leaf pro-
1m< vear. when quality is con-

1 are held to be cqual to thos~
]n"l for that of last vear. As the leaf
pr.duced this vear, due largely to the
season, i3 on the whole much inferior
to t of last year, the average price 1s
expected to he a good deal 10\\01 while
2 considerable quantity of leaf will he
frund unsaleable. In the Marecba dis-

i
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trict, for example, where the total leaf
curod is estimated at approximately 900
tons, it is anticipated that 60 per cent.
will not be sold.”
The Federal Government are not responsible
because the quality of the leaf is inferior
and unsuitable for manufacture. The sug-
gestion that everything should be used for
the purposes of pohtlcal propaganda against
the Federal Government will not do any
good to Quocngland nor place us in any
betbor position. The report gives facts, so
that the people concerned will be in a
position to come fo conclusions based on
facts 'md not on imagination, as is the case
with hon. members on the Government
benches. It is a valuable report and people
who read it will get the truth without beum
misled by %peeohns made by some members
of this Chamber, specches made for propa-

ganda against another Government with
which they are not concerned in any way
whatever. One matter I would like to

mention is the Auditor-General’s report on
the reports of the various commodity bourds.

There arc rather extreme discrepancies in
the balance-sheets supplied by the Auditor-
(eneral in regard to commiodity boards.
AMost of the boards give working accounts
with necessary details to show pcople how
thew are being conducted, and allow mem-
bels of Parliament to know what Is being
(.one‘ No working accouut, hOWCVCl, 13
given by either the Council of Agriculture
or the Bufter Board in respect of two boards
which have expended the mest money. The
(ouncil of Agriculture, wich  receives

£5,950, does not <upplv any details—balance-
sheet or working account—everything is

[umped in one rronmdl sum. The DButter
Board iz in a \nn]lax position in this respect;
no details are given. I would like to know
why this difference exists; everything that
is done by the other boaldq including the
Honer Board, the W heat Board. the
Northern Pig Board, the Arrowroot Boald
the Broom Millet Board, the Cane Growe s’
Council, and the Cotton Board m\e~ work-
ing acc ‘unta for the guidance of Parliament
and 1l people concerned. \’o detmh are
given by the largest spenders T think that
s & mistake. beeause the poo’)l(‘ who con-
tribute are interested in knowing how their
money is being spent. 1 cannot see
there should be this diserimination.

The hon. member for Rockhampton and
also the Sceretary for Public Works asserted
that the Ottawa Agreement was practically
usele The Secrctary for Publie Works
"wtuahv mentioned nlomt in connection with
the matter. I would like him to turn to the
report of the Queensland DMeat Industry
Board. which states—

“The declared policy of the British
Government in relation to meat produc-
tion, as set out in the Ottowa meat
agreement, is, first, to secure development
of home moductlm and, sccondly, fo
egive to the Dominiom an oxpanding
share of imports into the United King-
dom. Under this agreement, which is to
remain in force for a period of five vears
from 20th August. 1932, the quantifies
of meat which can be imported into the
Tnited Kingdom from fmm(rn countries
during cach quarter of the period 1st
January, 1933, to 30th June, 1934, have
boon doﬁmtolv preseribed.

“ Expressed as percentages of the
quantitics imported 1n the corresponding

Myr. Moore.]
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quarters of the twelve months ended
30th June, 1932, the forcign importations
are to be as follows:—

Meat.

Frozen mutton

and lamb .. 90
Frozen beef (car- |

casses and : i i !
boued beef) .. | 90 1 85 | 80| 75 ' 70| 65

These figures show a decreasing percentage
throughout to  the advantage of the
Dominions and the people of Quecnsiand,
who are the biggest exporters in Australia
of frozen beef. As regards chilled beet
there is no restriction. The report also
states—

“Tn addition to the foregoing restric-
tions, a subsequent trade agreement
between the British Government and the
Argentine provides that a 10 per cent.
reduction of chilled becf from that coun-
try can also be imposed, and this reduc-
tion is in effect at the present time.

“The Commonwealth Government, in
carrying out the terms of the Ottawa
Agreement, limited the quantity of frozen
mutton, lamb, beef, and veal exportable
to the United Kingdom during 1933.

“ It would appear that the substantial
restriction in foreign imports of beef,
mution, and lamb into the United King-
dom should permit the Commonwealth,
at least, to maintain its present export
volume in these products. To the extent
that the British farmer cannot supply
the deficiency, if any, in trade require-
wernts caused by the vrestrictions the
Dominions should, under the declared
policy, have the opportunity to increasc
their shipments to that market.”

The mcat industry is one of our important
industries, and the OCttawa Agrecement has
conferred on it considerable benefits. lhe
restrictions are definitely set out so that
the public may know just what they are.
The Commonwealth Government arce to he
congratulated instead of Deing cternally
blamed for the state of our external markets.
The benefits also apply materially to butter
and checse.

Another matter which I desire to mention
is of considerable importance to a large sec-
tion of the people I represent. Just prior
to the last election a wonderful pamphle:
was 1ssucd which related to the alleged ¢ great
bread ramp.” It pointed out that the people
were being robbed. 1t said—

“ Ruap THis!

“ The people have been paying at least
id. a loat more for bread during the
fast three years than can be justified by
any Government.”
What have the present Government done?
When they were returned to power they
reduced the price of wheat to the farmers
by about 6d. per bushel; the miller was left
in the same resition, but the consumer bene-
fited by a reduction of 4d. a loaf for his
bread. Who paid for it? The wheatgrower.
On 28th September the hon. member for

[Myr. Moore.
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Cooroora asked the Sceretary for Labour and
Industry—

“What 1s the present price of flour

and bread in PBrisbane?”
The Secretary for Labour
replied—

“ The present price of flour, Brisbane,
is £9 Ts. 6d. per ton, and the fixed price
of bread is 4id. per 2-lb. loaf cash at
bakehouse, shop, or delivered.”

This wonderful pamphlet called ** The Great
Bread Ramp 7’ says—

“In November, 1930,

85d. and flour £9 10s.”

This year wheat is 3s. 1id. per bushei and
four is £9 7s. 6d. per ton. The pamphlet
veferred to also says that at that time the
people were being robbed by having to pay
a 1d. a loaf morc for their bread than they
should pay. These figures give a comparison

and Industry

wheat wus 3s.

on prices—

— June, 1932. Nov. 1933,
Wheat 4s. 23d.abus. 28, 13d. a bus.
Flour '£1110s.aton €8 158. a ton
Pollard £6 10s. a ton £6 a ton
Bran £5 10s. a ton £5 15s. a ton.

In June, 1932, when, according to th: Labour
pamphlet, peeple were being fleeced br the
millers to the extent of £567,000 per annuli,
the price of flour per ton was £5.1 times the

price of wheat. Now, the price of flour
is  exactly 56 times the  price of
wheat. In  June, 1932, the price of

1 ton each of flour, pollard, and bran was
112 times the price of a bushel of wheat.
Now the price of 1 ton cach of flour, pollard,
and bran is 131 times the price of a bushel
of wheat. That means that the prices of
flour, pollard, and bran are now higher 1n
comparison with the price of wheat than
they were prior to the last clection, when
the Labour pamphlet was issued. Who issued
this pamphiet 1n which it was stated that
the consumers were being robbed of a 1d.
4 loaf for their bread and that £567,600
per annum was being taken out of the
pockets of the people to the benefit  of
millers? The pamphlet was issucd by AMr.
W. J. Riordan, now a member of the Indus:
trial Court, which has power to control
prices! If the contents of the pamphlet
were true, wby has Mr. Riordan not taken
action to remedy the extraordinary position?
1f the prices of 1 ton each of flour, bran,
and pollard are now 131 times th: price of
a bushel of wheat whilst the said prices were
only 112 times the price of a bushel of wheat
when the pamphlet was issued, why has
<ome action not been taken by Mr. Riordan?

Mr. Keyxy: He is paid £40 a week to
do the job.

Mr. MOORE: Yes. It only goes to show
that the statements in the pamphlet were
not true, and that it was issued to the
country in an endeavour to mislead the
farmers by telling them that they were being
robbed. The only person who has beeu
called upon to suffer is the primary pro-
ducer, the man about whom the Secretary
for Tublic Works made such a fuss this
morning. He said that these men who had
pionecred the country should be protected.
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But how are they being protected? By a
veduction in the price of bread to the con-

sumer for which the farmer has to pay. The
miller is in the same position. The man
who grows the wheat—the man about

whom the Secretary for Public Works shed
crocodile tears—has to pay for the benefit,
but he gets no benefit for himself.

At 2 pm,

The Cuamrvay resumed the chair.

Mr, MOORE: That part of the annual
report of the department dealing with
the operations of the Wheat Board shows

how the farmers fell in when they
put  the present Government in power.
At that time they wore obtaining about
3z, 104d-—up  to  3s.  1ljd.—per  bushel
for their wheat. Money which goes to
the farmer goes Into eirculation. That is

the advantage which the community gains.
The only advantdoe to the community in
& reduction in the price of bread is m a
a1 of the cost of living to which
mean a decrease in the cost of pro-

I that rcduction had ar
v Of course it haz not. We sce
from  this Goverumens

report that the
offcred  the Wheat Boavd 3s. 6id. per
bushel for last scason’s wheat, iucluding
the Federal contribution, That offer was

Wheat Board. The
at the bottom of page 137—

turned down by the
repori states,

‘ Subsequently  the
tln r willingness to confer with the
millers, and 2 meeting of the millers
and the board took place on 3rd April
of titis vear, when a sale of the millable
wheat was finally af*leed to on the price

15 of 3= id., exclusive of any
deral grant, but with dockages of
d. and 3d. per bushel on Q 2 and Q 24
ade wheat.”

board signified

ba
Ie
13
g
With an addition of the Federal grant and
the expenses of the bhoard the farmer has
only about 3s. 1id. per bushel for his wheat
instead of 3&s. 104d. and 3s. 114d., which he
received before this Governnient came into
power. Ile iz the one person who is losing
over the whole transaction. The comsumer
s getring a reduction of 4d. per 2 lb. loaf.
There is now a bigger discrepancy than cver
between the price of wheat and flour and
the price of bread. The whole position is
unsatisfoctory to the farmer, and is not
caleulated to cncourage the industry.

In the pamphlet which was published by
Mr. W. J. Riordan, the director of the
Labour campaign et the last clection, in
order to bring home the iniquity of the late
Government to the farmer, it is not pointed
out that the miller took control of the wheat
immediately on delivery, and had to suffer
any  losses which thereafter occurred—for
instance, of the ravages of weevils and
dec e in weight Whl(‘h amounted to 20,000
bushels,  That f‘lCt is commented on hy "the
Auditor-General in his report of the opera-

tions of the Wheat Board, according to
which the losies were very scrious. The
pamphlet issucd by the director of the
Labour campaign attempts to show what
an  u: fmtmmto position the farmer was
wldwu in. It says—

“ Theoretically, the farmer was to get

4s. 24d. per bushel for f.a.q. wheat, but
owing to an arrangement the millers got

tvol of the grading, and very utt!e
of ihe crop was graded as f.a.q.:; in
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fact, it scems that it was graded at
second and third grade quality.”

If hon. members look at the Auditor-
General’s report they will see that that is
an absolute and downright lic. The wheat
received into the pool consisted of 2,868,473
bushels of milling wheat, of which 136,554

bushels were subsequently sold as seed
wheat, in addition to 571,708 bushels of feed
wheat.

The pamphlet continues—

“and, of course, at the lower rates,
and the grower is a sadder but wiser
man. While this is going on the con-
sumption of bread has dropped 10 per
cent. owing to the poverty of the people.
They hunwcr for bread while the millers
pocket their rake-off. The Moore Go-
vernment winks the other eye at this

ramp in the wheat industry, and the
sccret  commissions in the dairying
industries. Meanwhile every loaf of

bread you eat costs 1d. more than it

should.”

If bread cost ld. more than it should when
wheat was 4s. 24d. per bushel, how much
more mlqultous is the present price when
wheat is bringing ouly 3s. 2hd. per bushel?
Why has no action been taken if that state-
ment is true? If the suggestions put for-
ward In the pamphlets issued by Mr.
Riordan ave correct—" Drop the Pua s 7 —
‘Give Labour the IHelm again” Bdmsh
Poverty 7 aund  Restore Prospenq —are
corvect, why does not this gentleman, who
is now a member of the Industrial Court,
take some action to stop the people from
being robbed? It is an extraordinary
position. Here is a man who has issued a
pamphlet in which very definite aind serious
statements are made, yet when the oppor-
tunity Js his. and the position is infinitely
WO and the position of the farmer is
infinitely worse, he takes no action. We
know .why no action is taken. Becaunse the
whole position was duly investigated by the
Commissioner of Prices, Mr. Fervy, before
this pamphlet was issued. The price was
fixed according to Mr. Ferry’s recommenda-
tion. That 1)amphl t only goes to show that
people in responsible positions arc prepared
to issuc pamphlets in which are statements
which are absolutely incorrect, not for the
benefit of this community but in order to
securs votes.

Settlement is taking place on land that
ha: been cleared of prickly»pear. That land
is eminently suitable for fat lamb raising.
Although the pesition of the dairying indus-
try is rather precarious and an mﬂmtolv
ereqter expansion in that 1ndmhv mmht
have quite disastrous results under the pro-
sent  depressed condition, we find this
interesting statement at page 28 of the last
report of the Qucensland Meat Industry
Board—

“ CoxsIsTENT CrossBRED LaAxB TRADE.

“ Past records clearly indicate that the
price of wool determines, to a greatb
extent, the quantity of merino-tvpe mnt-
ton and lamb exported from Australia.
The rrnpn on page 40 illustrates the
pos tion. In view of the recent sharp
rise in wool prices, it is unlikely, +herr,-
fore, that mutton and lamb will be avail-
able for export in the same quantitics
as during the past year or two, when
wool prices were at such a low level.

Mr. Moore.]
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“In the board’s opinion, farine
this State should contemplate making a
regular  business of producing several
hundred thousand crossbred lambs an-
nually, in order that Queensland can
consistently remain in the export trade
in this product.”

That page also contains a photograph of the
Darling Downs crossbred lambs, the type
that is reguired. These lambs took first
prize at the last Brisbane Ixhibition, and
are of as good a quality as any produced
elsewhere 1 Australia or New Zealand.
There is a demand not only for the export
trade, but also for the local trade. I should
say that there is an extensive demand in
Brisbane for lamb of this quality, and as
the board points out there is an almost
unlimited scope for expansion in this trade
at a good price and in a good market. Fat
lambs can be grown in Queensland, parti-
cularly in the southern district; and in this
class of country that I have mentioned,
where artificial grasses will talke the place
of prickly-pear—such fodders as rape and
rye—every opportunity should be given by
the department for people to embark on an
industry that will ensure a reasonably decent
return and will provide an infinitely better
opportunity for profitable productibn than
would be afforded by an expansion of the
dairying industry., The land 1s available
and suitable for that class of husbandry, and
from personal experience in the raising of
fat lambs I am quite satisfied that it can be
made a profitable industry. T.ct us, theve-
fore, give encouragement to this ind
rather than to the expansion of the dair
industry at this particular time.

In dealing with avenues for improved
export business, the board also has this to
say at page 27—

“ No Resrricrion ow
“3Vith

Porx.
regard to frozen povk., there
arc no restrictions imposed by the
Ottawa  Agreement on the quantities
exportable from  Australin.  The im-
portation of frozen ‘pork into Great
Britain is practically confined to Aus-
tralin and New Zealand, as no frozen
pork iz allowed to be imported from the
Continent of Furope.

“ The board’s latest advice from several
Enghsh buyers is to the cffect that Aus-
\‘mllpﬂ can continue to increase its export
of frozen porkers, but they emphasise
that they cannot build up a business on
spasmodic shipments such as are made

£ .11 <
from this country. They w that
regular consignments should be made. a:

is being done by New Zecaland shippers.”

The Queensland Meat Industry Board is
providing not only adequate slaughtering
and handling facilities for the export of
pork, but is also after careful scientific
investigation, producing a food that takes
the place of milk for the rearing of pigs—
a food that is eminently suitable for pro-
ducing weight at an economical price. The
difficulty the board has experienced is to
get our own people to use if. although an
unlimited market exists in Germany, whither
quantities arc presently being exported. If
it pays to ship that food to Germany for
use there, surely it ought to be more payable
to pig producers here! We have a market
overseas for a tremendously increased pro-
duction of pork, and the board is making

[Mr. Moore.
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2 food out of by-products that enables &
very large increase to take place in that
production, It seems to me that the efforts
of the Department of Agriculture should lie
in these two directions, where the markets
are available, instead of increasing the dairy-
ing imports to Great Britai, where the
market has become saturated.  To-day the
market for frozen pork in Great Pritain is
practically confined to Australin and New
Yealand as the importation of {frozen pork
frows Murope is prohibited rud we have
uniimited  opportunities  for  expansion.
These are two hnes on which the depart-
ment should concentrate as far rs pos
sible. That would open up an avenue that
is not exploited at the present time, in
which there is room for expanszion, and a
market that is not saturated. We might
well take lo heart the remarks in the report
of the Meat Industry Doard, particularly
as it looks as if corn and wheat are this
vear going to be very low in price.

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

Mr. DEACON (Cunningham) [2.14 p.an.:
This is & most important department, and
T wish, first of all, to thank the officers of
the department for the courfesy they have
shown to me on every occasion I have had
to interviow them. I also thank the Minis-
ter for the courtesy I have received from
him. TIle has done his Lest. so far as the
limitatlions of his party's policy will allow,
to help cveryone in trouble.

A GoverxyENT MEMBER: You always say
that.

Vr. DEACON: What I say_is only meant
to guide him in the right direction. He
has a most eficient staff, who do a great
deal of good work and help along the
various agricultural industries in the State.
Perhaps they do not do it to the extent the
Minister said they do. still they do a great
deal to that end, and we appresiate their
work.

The hon. member for Rockhampton mixed
up his expressions of appreciation of the
department with his denunciation of the
Federal Covernment, and did a little elec-
tHoneering. He made some absurd state-
monts abont the cffect of low tariffs on the
farmine industry. Low taviffs do not hurt
the farmer much at all-if anything they
Lelp him—but high tariffs raise expenses
Our markets are ruled by overseas prices,
not local prices. If cvervthing the farmer
bought were manufactured here, and the
farmers had only the home market to supply,
he wonld be a considerable loser in the
trancaction. It is mostly manufactured goods
which are supplied to the farmer, and pri-
mary industry does not flourish when too
heavy a burden is placed on the farmer in
the shape of the cost of such articles. It
ooods do not come out here in the ships
we use for the export of our products we
have to pay double for the carriage of
everything we send overscas. Wo have to
bear that in mind besides the increased
cost of the machinery we have to buy. Pro-
tection does not help the farmer a great
deal, and before any hon. member opposite
—in his denunciation of tariffs—includes the
farmer as somebody who benefits, he ought
to inquire further and ascertain whether
they have not an effect the direct opposite
of that for which he is contending.
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Arother matter in which T am interested is
the agreement which was arrived at between
the Federal and State Governments whereby
certain sums of money were provided by the
former for the assistance of wheatgrowers
bv the payment of a bonus of £25,000 and the
distribution cof £15,744 amongst necessitous
wheatgrowers. The payments were to be
bascd upon the quantity of wheat produced
by the individual grower. There has not
been any variation of that agreement—or if
there has the Minister has not informed us
of it—and if there was a variation it was not
made with the consent of the Federal Go-
vernment. However, a variation has been
made and the Secretary for Agriculture in
reply to a question rccently informed the
House that £26,000 odd had been paid by
way of bounty and £13,000 to necessitous indi-
vidua! growers. In other words, £2.000 had
been taken from the necessitous farmers and
given fo the others. That is not fair to the
necessitous farmers. In the first place they
were entitled to more, as their nced was
greater. If there was no new arrangemont
between the Governments. the Secrciary for
Agriculture had no right to vary the agree-
ment. I am certain that the variation was
not suggested by the Federal Government;
it may have been suggested by the State. In
any case it was a wrong thing to do, because
some growers had no crop last vear and a very
light crop the year before. Such men were
entitled to the full amount allotted for their

assistance. It is easy to understand what
has happened. When the Minister found
that the quantity of wheat on which a

bounty had been promised had exceeded the
amount expected originally, and the State
Government would not find the extra money
necessary, they toolk from the poorer of the
farmers, the men in the greatest of need,
£2.000 in order to make up the difference.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICTLTTRE: That is

not right.

'tML DIRFACON: Tt looks very much like
1t.

The SrcrETARY FOR AGRICTLTURE: You wait
until T explain the whole thing to you.

Mr. DEACON: The fact of the matter is
that the money was taken. I have read out
the two amounts that werc paid out. Part
of the money that was intended for needy
farmers was taken to make up the shortage
of bounty.

The SrCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You
know that is not right; you know better.

Mr. DEACON: I do not know better. I
only know what the Minister has told this
Committee and what M. Latham told the
growers. If there is any reason for the
variation 1 would be glad to have the
explanation. As it is at present, both the
growers and mysclf know why it was done.
The necessitous growers know that the
amount agreed upon for them was reduced
by very mearly £2,000 while the other
amount was increased by £2.000. That was
not the agreement between the two Govern-
ments.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 1 can
explain that; it is a very simple explana-
lion.

Mr. DEACON: The Government received
a certain tangible amount, and the total

amount expended corresponds  with  the
amount received.  The Minister did not
19332 v
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receive any more money, and we want an
explanation. As it is, the growers have been
deprived of money which they needcd and
which should have becn paid to them.

The SEcRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They got
it.

Mr. DBACON: They did not get it, and
we wish to know why they did not. Writing
to the Nangwee Local Producers’ Associa-
tion, the Commonwealth Attorney-General,
Mr. J. G. Latham, said—

“Dear Sig,—With reference to your
letter of 22nd May, 1933, relative to the
Commonwealth grant of £40,744 under
¢ The Financial Relief Act, 1932, to the
State of Queenczland, T desire to inform
you that 1n response to an application.
for funds made recently by the Under
Sccretary to the State Treasury, the
amount of £40,744 was paid without
delay to the Queensland Government for
distribution in accordance with the pro-
visions of the Act. The Commonwealth
(GGovernment had previously expressed
concurrence in the proposals submitted
by the Government of Quecensland for the
allocation of the  abovementioned
amount as follows:—

{a) For reducing the cost of the pro-
duction of wheat, including cost of
transport and marketing—£25,000.

This amount to be distributed on the
basis of the acreage cultivated and
sown to wheat.

(») Providing for the needs of in-
dividual wheatgrowers, but not upon
the basis of the quantity of wheat pro-
duced by individual wheatgrowers—
£15,744.

This sum to be used to assist wheat-
growers, of whom a number failed to
produce any crop at all.

“ Section 28 of the Financial Relief
Act provides that—

Any money paid to a State under
this Part (Part VI., Relief to Wheat-
growers) shall be applied by the State
for the benefit and assistance of wheat-
growers by—

{a) Reduecing the cost of production:
of wheat (including the cost of trans-
port and marketing); and

(5) Providing for the needs of in-
dividual wheatgrowers. but not upon
the basis of the auantity of wheat
produced by individual wheatgrowers.

“ Yours faithfully,
“J. G. LaTHAM,
“ For Prime Minister.”

That is plain enough. In answer to a ques-
tion the other dav as to what amounis had
been paid, the Minister gave £26000 odd
as the amount paid in the first case, and
£13.000 in the second case. If there is any
explanation, it should have been made iong
ago. The necessitious wheatgrowers asked
for it. but they got no definite answer. The
Minister could have made his explanation in
this C‘thamber or otherwise nublicls hefore
now, but no explanation has been made. 1t
is a great shame that nothing waa said
before.  Tf the Minister iz posseised of any
other factz which permit him to make a
variation of the agrcement, then T shall be
clad {o have them. Al!l that we know is
that a grave injustice was done {o people
who badly nceded assistance.

My, Deacon.]
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Mr. BARNES {(Warwick) [2.27 pom.]: The
department is to be highly commended for
the excellence of the report which is before
the Chumber to- d ay. A more comprehensive
report it has wot been our pleasure to peruse,
and the amount of information therein con-
tainod must be highly satisfactory to hon.
members and to the country generally. 1t
is 1m~‘1o~t=v‘ to sce that so many industries
astocisted with the development of this coun-
tre are showing up so well. Our pig in-
dustrr, about = hich a great deal has been
zaid, ocesples a foremost place in the Com-
pwon\w;ﬂl]‘x Whilst the number of factories
1s fewer in Quesnslind than in some of the
other v the numb of emp!

>

grester Jueensland. That iz a fact worth
i m
‘noting, 'The turnover or sales amounted to
S e
£1.0¢ i list year—a figure which indicates

that ehis fudetry is of (’onn]dcmblc import-
ance. 1.et us hope that it will continue to
expand.

A gvest deal was said this morning con-
cerning the tobacco industry, but T fewr that
in deahl with this indus x hon. members
have not made the fine use that they should
have made of the report Umf is before us,
otherwice the hon. member for Rockhampton

would cevtainiy vot have expressed himself
) h:\ did.  If hon. mombers turn to page
23 of the report they will sec the following

statement -

“Goncra]]v searonal conditions wero
not comlu(’ne to the production of good
crops in Central Queensland this vear.
In the northern section continuous rains
hampered cultivation and growth greatly,
minimising yields, whilst in the south,
~lthough good conditions prevailed until
carly February, they suddenly ceased
and  became definitely adverse, much
iamm"c being caused by sun scald and
ather (11>o‘.-dc\‘ De«pite these setbacks,
hoquer, some excellent crops of high-
auality leaf were harvested, and good
prices rC’llIQQd ”

The trend of
Opp(‘ﬁh(‘ 10uav
Government are
tions which

expression of hon. members
has been Lbat the Federal
> responsible for the condi-
ilitated agﬂmt the success of

the tobacco crop. It is just as well to look
matters fairly and squarcly in the face,
and if hon. members opposite do so they

will find absolute proof of the reason for the
failuve, 1n a great many cases, of the tobacen
crop last season.

_Several references have been made to
discase in various industries. I may be very
critical. but I think the hon. meinber for
West Mcoreton was rather more severe in his
references to the inspections of potatoes than
facts warranted. The Committee and the
Minister might be induced to consider the
lessening of the services rendered by the

experts of the department. We want tao
avoid that. We have no fewer than twenty-

seven officers whose work has to do with the
control of disease and similar things in
connection with plant and other forms nf
life, I hope that nothing which has been
said will deter the department from prose-
cuting to the fullest extent its duties in this
matter. No land was so free of pests as
our country, vet through neglect and inatten-
tion we have suffered from the ravages of
‘the fox pest, the rabbit nuisance, the prickly-
pear pest. bathurst and noogoera burrs. the
Scotch thistle, and other introductions. Some
attention is being given to them now, but
if that attention had been given earlier

[Mr. Barnes.
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these pests would not have assumed the mag-
nitude they have. I plead with the Minister
that there should be no diminution of effort
in dealing with animal and other pests.

Mention was made of ide Government
supplying bags to the primary producer.
The Minister seemod somewhat sympathetic,
but on reflection he will see that the request
is practically unworkable. If the Govern-
ment hired out bags they would go from
Prisbane north, south, east, and west. The
great bulk of the maize grown on the
Dalhn(f Downs is distributed in the South.
Tlow could the Government follow up their

bags? It may be romembmed by some that
in thg olden days, when bags were return-
able, they were found to have been used

for all kinds of things, The Minister should
malke full inquiries and go very warily. Like
the man crossing the stleet to-day. he had
better look four ways—in front, behind, to
the right, and to the left—hefore demdmg
to acquiesce in the suggestion. If he looks
thoroughly into the matter he will find no
inducement to do what he seems to be
inclined to do.

T em disposed to think, however, that the
hon. member for Rosewood was right when
he made reference to the fly as the
of the infection of potsztoes.  The
caused from fly
from <which the grub ultimately

Affected po‘rafoeq should not be
domestic

jon of potatoes is
deposits
appears.
allowed to go on the market for
use.

Another pomt on which T a
hon.

agrec with the
member for West \Iovnt'm is that the
setion charges of the Government are
ive. It would be far better for the
dual if condemned potatoes wore sold
as pig feed rather than that considerable
delay and ewpense should be entatled in
h(‘euutl aling bobwee n soil and bhad pota-
toes in a consignment. The gro
vealise that it does not pay to
market potatoes infected with dizea

There is talk af present of a Federal s2
tax on wheat. I wonder whether the Go-
vernment have considered what a neral
sales tax on this commodity 1 an to
the public life of Queensland. T imagine
that such a tax would be collected by the
Clommonwealth authorities and the reverue
distributed by them; and, bearing in mind
that in wheat- growing Qu(\cn\hmd occupies
but a wminor place in coupa ison wich other

States. T ioxc~ee that the di bution would
operate against Quecnsland growers. who
do mnot grow for export. I should also
imagine that a considerable sum of money—

probably hundreds of thousands of pounds—
would be involved.

The SECRETARY TFOR AGRIC
Government have taken cogn
matter,

Mr. BARNES: T am glad to hear that,
and I trust the Government will not agree
to any such idea. The only thing that v ould
be suitable far Queensland would be a
gereral home  consumption price fop  all
“heit grown m Australia. However, T am
glad that cognisance heos been taken LV the
Government of a matter that might have
escaped notice.

On the general wheat question I am not
one of those who see no good in the other
fellow. The Moore Government certainly
achieved great success, but that in no small
measure was due to the iutroduction of

‘LTURE:  The
nce of the
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previous Labour Govern-
the present Premier was
Secretary for Agriculture. In 1928 that hon.
gentleman, in association with Mr. L. R.
Macgregor, served this country in an admir-

legislation by a
ment, of which

able way with great advantage to the
industry. In 1928-30 wheatgrowers received

3¢, 11.9d., in 1930-31 3s. 11d., and in 1931-32
3s. 105d. per bushel. What the 1932-33 price
will be i3 not definitely known. It would
appear likely that the price for No. 1 wheat
will be 3s. 3%d., plus 3d., and as, judging
from the Auditor-General’s report, the
charges will be 44d. per bushel, the farmer
will probably receive about 3s. 2d. That
excessive charge of 44d. per bushel is simply
due lo the stand taken by the Wheat Board
in disregarding the offers that have been
made. All this would not count very much
unless there was some other tale to be told
in connection with it, and I propose to show
haw matters have worked out for the Darl-
ing Downs. The Opposition have been
charged with a lack of concern for the man
cn the land, but when I can bring forward
figures such as I shall to-day the Committee
will understand that the Moore Government
were not blind to the highest and best
interests of the people. The real work was
done under the Sugar Acquisition Act. The
Moore Government had the courage to use
that enactment, and in consequence Queens-
land farmers received a very high return.
For the first year, 1929-30, the growers
reccived about 8d. a bushel over and above
the growers in New South Wales. That
really meant to them about £129,000. But
in the peak year, when there was every
inducement for the Moore Government to
cut concessions to the bone, they allowed
the system to continue., with the result that
whilst wheat in New South Wales brought
on the average 1s. 7d. a bushel in Queens-
land the average price was 3s. 9d. a bushel.
That meant that the growers in Quecnsland
received, on a reasonable caleulation, about
£270.000 more than the growers in New
South Wales for a like quantity.

Mr. Kexxy: They did not get too much
then.

Mr. BARNES: They did not gct too much
then, but there is an insinuation coming
from the other side that the Mcore Govern.
ment were blind to the best interests of the
people. I am ready to say that although
a reduction has been made, and the farmer
this year is going to reccive only 3s. 2d
a bushel, the CGovernment stuck to their
cudgels well, and as a iesult——while I have
not worked it out cxactls—the advantace
which the Queensland grower will ot s
very great. I have here the figures showing
{])e.va]uo of wheat on the New South Wale«
dasis-—

“Commencement of the harvest on

z‘ELi:S'ﬁ
s d.
December, 1932 2 24
January, 1933 2 3%
February, 1933 2 3L
March, 1933 2 4
April, 1933 2 44
May, 1933 2 8%
June, 1933 2 9
July, 1933 ... 3 ¢
August, 1933 2 gk
September, 1933 2 8L

Seeing that the great bulk of that whent
would certainly have been delivered by tho
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wheat commission, the average the New
South Wales man will receive for his wheat
will be about 2s. 6d. a bushel, so that the
Queensland grower this year—although he
is not by any means so well off as in 1931-32
—will practically reccive 8d. per bushel over
and above what his fellow on the other side
of the border will get.

I am wondering whether the departmers
is giving full thought to investigations as t
whether some rvust-resisting wheat can Lo
introduced.  This matter 1s engaging the
attention of other Governments. I noticed
the following article in the “ Telegraph’ of’
30th May last—

“ RUST-RESISTING WHEAT.

¢ ¢ It is confidently expected that within
the next two or three years the momen-
tous announcement will be made that a
new rust-resisting wheat of high quality
and good yiclding ability is available for-
propagation by farmers in those districts
which have been so sorely pressed.” This
statement, made recently by L. I1. New-
man, Dominion of Canada cercalist, 1n-
dicates to what length rescarch work by
plant-breeders has been reached in solv-
mg onc of the Canadian wheat farmers
greatest problems.

““While the creation of an early
ripening, high yielding variety of wheut
of good quality has been a major objec-
tive of the Canadian plant-breeder for
many years,” said My, Newman, ‘more
recently he has been grappling with an-
other problem of equal if not cvew
greater importance. This consists in an
attempt to combine in one variety the
vielding ability and baking quality of
such varieties as Marquis with the ability
possessed by certain non-bread wheats to
resist the attacks of that dread enemy of
the wheatgrower of Manitoba and
Tastern Saskatchewan-—namely, the dis-
ense known as wheat stem rust. Within
recent vears thiz disease periodically has
ravaged the wheat crop throughout the:
above arca causing damage running into
the millions. This work, which is centred
largely at the Dominion Rust Rescarch
TLaboratorsy at Winunipeg, seems fto be
progressing rapidly toward the desired
goal.” ”’

1 have read that paragraph in case it may
not have besn noticed by the department.
We sheuld keep in touch with such develop-
ments.  Although last vear was not a rusty
vear, many splendid fields went under in
concequence of rust, and it is in weather
such as is being experienced now that rust
scems to thrive to an alarming extent.
The report of the department is a most
interesting document. First of all, it shows
that the sum of £114,126 was expended in
this great department from revenue. Fortu-
nately that is only part of the provision for
its great work, because there was cexpended
from the trust furds £138,340, and loans
through the Agricultural Bank (which in-
clude, I think, the Beerburram tobacco-
settlement) absorbed the sum of £352,700.
I am wondering why the Beerburrum setile-
went should be included in that £352,700.
Another matter of much significance, also
dealt with in the report of the Department
of Public Lands, is the propagation of new

grasses.  Nothing is more important to the
dairying and pastoral industries than the
introduction of new grasscs in order that

Mr. Bearnes.]



1348 Supply.

some of the old grasses which have becn
eaten out may be replaced, and a valuable
wintir fodder cstablished. The production
of a gecod winter gr would mean an
immensn advance to the dairying industry
and other industries of that nature. I am
sure the matter is receiving the attention
of the department. Onc very pleasing
aspect of the matter is that the school chil-
dren are taking an interest in it. When
passing 2 school a few weeks ago I noticed
‘that plots of grass had been planted for the
purposo of tests. Such things speak wonders
for what is being done. I hope the Minister
will have something to say with regard to
these matters.,

It is most necessary that definite advice

should bo given as fo what crops can be
grown in particular districts, Last vear,
when the placing of people on the land

received much attention, it was suggested
that people ought to be advised as to what
commoditics might find a market either at
frome or abroad. I am not surc how far the
department has advanced in that direction,
but very great service would be done to
the country 1f information were conveyed
through the schools and otherwise. We have
been told of this drought-resisting grass and
that drought-rosi ting grass, but real advice
as to what to grow is hckmq The experi-

mental stage lasts too long.

 More advice as to the use of fertilizers
houid also be given, I read a statement
‘in the Puwbank “ Courier” of 8th April,
1823, which T think is worthy of notice—

“ PrROOF FROM IRELAND

‘8ir Frederick Keeble, in hiz book,
* Fortilizers and  Foed Production,” tells
the story of the development of fifteen
farms in Ireland, totalling 284 acres,
which, through fertilization of pasture
land, incressed production from 32.146
gallons of milk to 80,224 gallons. The
milk produced per acre was raised from
118 gallens to 286 gallons. The gross
return per acre was raised from £3 13s.
10d. to £7 16s. 1d., and the cost of
fertilizers was only £2 1a. . an acre.
‘This means that, under intersive manage-
ment, the net return per acre was m-
crea=l by 75 por cent.”

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

~ Mre. O TAYLOR (Windsor) [2.54 p.m]:
The Department of Agriculture is a most
unponant one, since (rue(‘n.;‘l;xnd Is a primary
producing (GunLr and this depariment is
the one which is Chlrfrod with the duty of
doing whatever can be done in the interests
of Lier primary producers.

The primary producers in Queensland arc
going through very troublous times, but it
18 qmte unfair of the hon. member for
Rockhampton to lav the blame at the door
of tbe Federal  Government, The hon.
member referred particularly to the tobacco
industry. Reference is made in the report
of the department to the fact that the
$obacco industry has experienced eoxtreme
difficulties because of climatic conditions and
otherwise. The tobacco industry is by no
means a new industry in this State. Over
thirty years ago the Department of Agricul-
‘bure imported from America a tobacco expert
mamed Nevill, and thousands of pounds were

[Mr. Barnes.
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expended in Queensland in cstablishing
tobacco cultivation at Texas and in other

parts of the State. The venture failed,
although Mr. Nevill and his officers had the
co-operation of the whole of the adminisira-
tive force of the Department of Agriculture.
It was not possible to produce leaf of good
quality in Queensland at that time, I
remember that there were three or four
tobacco factories quite close to the city of

Brishane, and I alzo know that the tobacco
manufactured was known as “ K.8.D.”
otherwise, “Kill Stone Dead.” That was

what the people of Queensland thought of the
locally manufactured tobacco at that time!
I am not romancing; what I am saying is
true. It was conmdercd that the tobaceo was
grown principally for the kanakas, who could
smoke it or chew it and do other things
with it that the white man could not do.
Attempts have been made during the last
two or three years 1o grow tobacco again
in Australia, but the (:ultivatxon of tobacco
is very different from the cultivation of
cabbagrs or tomatces. Cabbages and toma-
toes can be grown practically anywhere, but
we are told by experts that there are many
areas in this State where tobacco cannot
possibly be grown. The industry is a highly
technical ome. Proper curing kilns must be
erccted, and the torrhmatmL must be main-
tained at a certain level, It is also necessary

to guard against the introduction of bluc
mould and other discases that are likely
to attack the seedling plants. The report by
the department outlines the many difficulties
that must be overcome. I am not a tobacco
expert, but on seeing the first tobacco grown
at Becrburrum I formed the opinion that
no better 'caf could be grown. It was of
a beautiful lemon colour. 1t i1z probable that
the scasons were against the tobacco growers
on the ueerburwn' area, but I am hopiful
that by the exercise of proper supecivision a
considerable quantity of first-class tobacco lcaf
will be grown in this State. 1t 1s no us

burying ocur heads in the sand and suying
that we arve producing the proper leaf;
we are not. That is clearly evidenced by the
fact that whilst certain leaf roslisid from
3s. 6d. to 4s. per Ib. at the Brisbane sales,

other leaf could not atiract a bid. There is
no use in fooling ourselves. Proper super-
vision is required in this industry, and the
growers will have to be fortified with the
requisite knowledge if they are to produce
acceptable leaf. I am safisfied that under
proper conditions we can produce a first-
quality tobacco leaf.

1 agree with all that has becn said by the
hon. member for Warwick in regard to
wheat., My knowledge of wheatgrowing in
Queensland extends back forty years, to a
time when we could not grow wheat of good
quality suitable to the manufactur: of a
good, sound, wholesome flour. We were
growing a very soft variety known as the
Allora Spring variety, and flour manui:
tured from it would not keep. Not merely
Queensland  but every State in  Australia
has made great advances in the growing of

suitable varieties of wheat. We are grow-
ing wheat of a quality not surpas in any
other part of the Commonwealth. We can

produce flour better than flour manufactured
in any other State. Given a favourable har-
vesting scason, we will have a surplus wheat
crop 1 Queensland of from 2,000,000 to
2,500,000 bushels. One of the greatest
troubles facing wheatgrowers in this State—
it does not trouble growers in other Sfates
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1o the same extent—is the weevil. In Vie-
toria, Western Australia, and South Aus-
tralia—and the same remark applies to a
less extent to New South Wales—growers are
not troubled with the weevil pest to the
same degrez as in Queensland. Imported
chick wheat is selling in Brisbane at 4d.,
6d., and 7d. per bushel above Queensland
wheat. Why? Because Queensland wheat
is so riddled with the weevil that its food
value is greatly diminished. In the South-
ern States, particularly New South Wales,
there is a magnificent system of silos for the
storage of wheat. Millions of bushels of
‘wheat can be ritained in those silos for an
indefinite period without any fear of depre-
dations by weevils, We cannot do that here.

Mr. G. C. Tayror: Queonsland wheat
requires silo treatment more than wheat
grown in other Htates, because of the
warmer climate.

Mr. €. TAYLOR: If we had a similar
systent of silos in Qucensland we could

store our wheat and maintain its quality much
better than is done at the present time.
The wheat industry is now in a practically
hopeless condition. All the assis

any Government can offer to assist the wheat-
growers of the Commonwealth out of their
-difficulties should be given. The average
yield of wheat in Quecensland last season
was 12 bushels an acre. Kven 1if a grower
with 100 acres of wheat obtained 5s. a
bushel for his crop he would receive only
£300. Out of that amount he has to pay
living expenses, cost of havvesting his crop,
cost of seed, cte. ; ; yet some pcople thinls that

bread cun be sold for about 2d. or 2id. per
loaf! Bread can be sold at that price if the
wh rower is to b: starved out of exist-

ence.  One hon. member stated that meta-
phorically speaking Governments have heen
carryving the agriculturist on their backs for
vears, whereas, as the hon. meomber for Isis
pointed ouf, the reverse has been the case.
The agriculturist has been carrying Aus-
tralia and the people engaged in other indus-
tries on his back for the last thirty or forty
yoars.

Mr. OKEirE:
acks?

Mr. C. TAYLOR:

Why dou’t you get off their

I got off their backs
long ago. I was never on their backs. If
the hon. member for Cairns had assisted the
manr on the land with unsecured credit.
without any security—as I have done—he
would h.ne done good seivice to the man
on the land; and I am not sm;.{u]'ar in that

regard. Any person engaged in the same
industry or busincss as inyself is not like
the Agricultural Bank or a Government bank.

He goi: no security for his advances. Such
men have on their books unsecurcd debits
of tens of thousands of pounds advanced to
men engaged in primary production. 'The
same remarks apply to the country store-
keepers throughout Queensland and Aus-
tralia.

The hou. member for Rockhampton blamed
the Commonwealth Government for practi-
cally everything. The hon. member set out
flgul‘(x <howmgf the export of butter for a
particalar period. We sent overscas all the
butter we could; but no Government in Aus-
tralia can regulate the price of butter over-
seis, where we are in competition with many
other countries of the world. We have to
sell at world parily, or clse we do not get
a ‘“Jook in.”” As I have staied previously,
the more the dairying industry is hampered,
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the less will it progress. It may he said
that the time will come when we will have
to adopt some such scheme as is in existence
in the sugar industry. Whilst I admire the
sugar-growers for what they are doing, 1
remind the Committee that some men in tha
industry have pointed out that if they go
on in the way they are the Iudmtrv will
commit suicide in a few years’ time. If
the same acrcage is to be ulltlvated and if
the sugar content of the canc is muoﬂsnd
more sugar will be produced and the sugar
producers of (Queensiand, by rcason of hav.
ing to compete on the overseas market with
Cubl, Java, und other countries, will unot
get a payable price. We are gettmu dat:-
gerously close to a non-paying price. It is
a great pity to have to say that, but ihe
local consumption iz not nearly suflicient
to absorb the production. The probability
of our having to export 300,000 tons of sugar
this year at a price of £7 or £T a ton will
influence also the price payable to the sugar
producer here. The report of the depa*b
ment tells us that the probable average prics
for sugar this year w1]‘ be £17, as against
£19 a ton last year, and that we must rod\mr\
costs, do not know how we are going
to reduce costs.

Air, (’Keere: That applies to all industries.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: It is no good burying
our heads in the sand and screaming oub
that 211 is well when it is not! 'lhm”L was
a time when these matters were onty of
domestic concern—when we had little reward
for what was happening outside our coul-
try; but as the hon. member for Curningham
\mv aptly reminded us, we cannot scnd
ships overseas with Australian produes and
expect them to come back empty, unl of
course, we pav double freight. In intur-
national trade there is no such thing as one-
wayv traffic, and the question is vital to us
in the Commonwe thh.
Mention has been made of the wool indus-

which is the one bright =pot =0 far as
exports are concerned.

Mr. Sparkzis: It has no
bounty, or anything elsc.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: The wool industry does
not 1oquuu the same stabilisation and boun-
ties in certain direetions as other industries,
because the great merino wool industry of
Australia practically has a monopoly.

Mr. Sesuxes: And the people responsible
for that arc the men who built up the indus-
try-—nof the politician.

Mr. C. TAYLOR: Tt is good to think
that we have that moncpoly and that breeders
are responsible for the very fine position.

The hon. member for Mirani referred to
a station in the Peak Downs arca where
provision was made for a cortain amount
of agriculture to provide crops for foddcr
purposcs. When the Dawson Valley scheme
was started and the town of Theodore was
established, I was hopeful that we would
have a very finc fodderproducing arca in
Quecnsland.” I have been disappointed. If
it could have been cstablished up there,
about SOO or 400 miles from Rockhampton,
it would have been a splendid thing for the
nastoralists of Central and Northern Quecns-
land. Up to the present our anticipations
have not been fufilled. I think th'u some
scheme of fodder conservation In areas such
as that would be one of the best insurances
that we could possibly have for the wool
industry

[

stabilisation,

Mr. C. Taylor.]



1350 Supply.

Various grasses have been mentioned——the
Mitchell grass, for instance. Men engaged
in pastoral production tell us of the wonder
ful value of Mitchell grass. I do not believe
there has ever been an organised effort on
the part of the pastoralists to save one ponnd
of Mitchell grass seed, and it cannot be
bought. The seed can bo saved, but nothing
has been done to save it; yet Mitchell grass
is looked upon as one of the best standbys in
the pastoral districts. Efforts should be
made to secure supplies of that seed. Tt
falls to the ground, and it is evident that
much of the seed will lose its vitality by
lying in the ground for a long period. If
the seed was saved and distributed over
the country there would be a wonderful
increase in the growth of grass and in the
different products that “ould be raised in
connection with it.

The Department of Agriculture costs a
considerable amount of money, but expendi-
ture on developmental agriculture in this
State is money well spent. We are not, per-
haps, so well placed as some of the "other
States in regard to the things we grow,
on account of drought conditions and pesbs.
It is, therefore, necessary that all the depart-
ments associated with agriculture should be
raintained at full strength, and all the
advice possible given to prevent the spread
of pests and diseases so that people engaged
in primary production will be able to make
a fair living. My experience is that 90 per
cent. of the men on the land are honest,
hard-working triers. They work hard in
order to pay their way and provide for
their wives and families. Market anud
drought conditions impede them at every
step they take; yot they render great services
to the community., T think that i any
concessions or tax reductions are to be made
they should be given to the men engaged
in primary produchkion.

Mr. OXEEFE (Cairns) [3.17 pm.]: I
appreciate the value of the suggestions which
have been made by the hon. member for
Windsor with regard to the natural grasses
in the western portion of the State—for
instance, the Mitchell grass. Every person
who has visited the Western districts will
realise the value of the Mitchell grass in
that part of the State. It would be wise
for the Department of Agriculture to set
aside an area in the West for the cultiva-
tion of these grasses to maturity, and the
saving of the seed forv distribution among
the holders of lands there. We all admit
that there is no better grass than the Mit-
chell gruss, and it is desirable that the State
should recover some of the economic losses
which have occurred in recent years.

Various members of the Opposition have
nttered words of praise of the nfficlals of
the department. The Seccretary for Public
Works referred to the hon. member for
Wynnum, and recalled that he had made a
cortain »tatement. Some members of the
Opposition, including the hon. member for
C'ook. rushed to the assistance of the hon.
member for Wynnum and declared that he
had not made the statement attributed to
him concerning scttlers on the Beerburrum
tobacco lavd. They persisted in that denial
nntil the hon. member for Wynnum himself
convineed them to the contrary by repeat-
ing in this Chamber the words complained
of.  The hon. member for Wynnum, who is
now in the Chamber, stressed the point that
the trouble which at present exists amongst

(Mr. C. Taylor,
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the tobacco-growers was largely hrought
about by legislation introduced by the
Scullin Government when Mr. Forde was
Minister for Trade and Customs. The hon.
member for Wynnum said that the men oun
the land and those who contemplated going
on to the land were being mlslf\d by that
legislation, inasmuch as they had no chance
of carrying on successfully on their hold-
ings. I pointed out in this Chamber last
vear, and will do so again for the benefit of
the hon. member for Wynnum, that the
whole of the frouble does not lie in that
legislation and the duties placed upon
imported leaf by the Scullin Government.
The hon. member must know, if he has
made a stady of the matter, that many
people who are on the land in the North
have been penalised because of the action
of the late Government in allowing certain
land to be purchased at auction. When
the Moore Government were in  power
tobacco-growing was coming to maturity in
the North, and the Government launched a
very good scheme of settling people on the
land. They allowed a ccttaln number 1
the Marecba district to take up land at a
very nominal rental. T think the deposit
swvas about 2s. 6d.

My, Kunxy: The frechold price was 3d.
per acre.

Mr. O’KEEFE: Only about two dozen
people were settled on the land under that
scheme, when the Government for some
reason at present unknown abolished the
scheme, and people were invited to come
from all parts of Queensland, also fron:
New South Wales and Victoria, to compete

at a land sale in Cairns. The result
was that men were  competing with
one another for possession of the land.

and the price at that auction averaged
somewhere about £8 per acre. I remember
in some cases it went as high as £12 per
acre.

Mr. KENNY:
leasehold basis.

Mr. OKEEFE: If the Scullin Govern-
ment were wrong in giving the protection
they did by way of duty, why did not the
late Government in Queensland allow it to
be Lknown that there would be competition
for the land at Cairns? The reason they
did not do so was that they desired to assist
certain people who held frechold land in
the northern portion of the State. There
is not the slightest doubt about that. It
was the fictitious value of the land whick
brought about the trouble that exists on
many of those holdings, and the cause was
well known to the hon. member for Cook.
1f the people who took up that land under
the original scheme of the Government at a
very low price could not succced. how can
we oxpect men to get on who had to pay up
to £8 an acre for their land?

My, Xexxy: Reduce their values.

Mr. O'KEEFE: It is no use saying
“ reduce their values.”” These men are on
the land and we have to look after them.
If it was dishonest on the part of the Scullin
Government to give protection to the growers
by means of customs duty, 1t was just as
dishonest on the part of the late Queens-
land Gevernment to allow those people to
compete against one another for possession
of the land on the occasion of that auction
sale at Cairns. There were hundreds of

That was on the pevpetual
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thousands of acres of similar land unoccu-
pied in North Quecnsland, and there was
ho reason why a fictitious value should have
been established under the auction system
under which these lands were sold, The
land was over-capitalised from the start.
What has the hon. member for Wynnum to
say to that? Is is seriously contended that
the man on the land should be left to his
own devices? If the Department of Agri-
culture were closed to-morrow there would
be an outery from all the people on ibe
land within a period of six months. They
would be ruined without the assistance of
the department. I agree with the hon.
member for Wynnum that only a certain
amount of assistance should be extenderd to
the scttlers by the Government, and that
the settlers should do something for them-
selves. The Agricultural Bank has assisted
the scttlers to a very large extent, but in
many cases the settlers were not pmpmed to
assist themsclves.  That occurred in some
cases in North Queensland. 'The Agricul-
tural Bank has certainly played the game,
but it has not achieved the results that
should have accrued from it.

Last night e had the sorry spectacle of
the hon. member for West Moreton advo-
cating that the Government should not be
s0 active in calling upon their inspectors to
condemin discased potatoes conveyed to the
markets for sale. Ile would have the people
of Quecnsland believe that no matter how
diseazed the crop might be it should be
offercd for sale for human consumption.
Can anything be worse than an hon. member
advecating that the people of Queensland
should be allowed to cat discased potatoes?
{s the department not doing an excellent
service in keeping our various crops free
from dizecase? I doubt whether there is
any other country in the world with so

much insect life as Australia, and it is well
known

that insect life means bacterial or
sitical infection of animals and crops.
Thercfore, we must have an army of scien-
tiflc workers constantly engaged in combat-
ing the depredation of these insects. I am
glad to know that some hon. members oppo-
site do not agree that we should slacken
in our cffmfs in this direction. and ¥ regret
that the hon. member for West Moretoq
should suggest that the Government should
not condemn the discased potatoes that are
grown in this State.

The money expended by the Agricultural
Bark 1s moncy well speut I vs‘ould remind
hon, members who complain that the Go-
vernment interfere with the man on the
land that they approach various Ministers
with a view fo sceuring benecfits for those
individuals with whom 1t is contended the
Government are interfering. 1 congratulate
the Minister for the splendid work that he
is carrving out. I am satisfied that he is
proceeding on the right lines. Does the
hon. member for \Vynnum suggest that the
Minister should not have interfered to
remedy the position of the wheatgrowers
as it e\lsfed when he assumed office? The
department is doing good work. May it long
continue to do good work ! )

The Leader of the Opposition has offered
the opinion that the fat lamb industry might
be developed with advantage in this State.
A sufficient area of land is available, and
given suitable climatic conditions this coun-
try bids fair to compete successfully with
the New Zealand product. But we have to
bear in mind that if the farmers are going
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to demand that they be allowed to develop
the industry in their own way by introduc-
ing into their herds the type of beast that
they consider to be the correct type it will
be impossible for this country to exploit the
markets of the worlcd,

Myr. Spargks: Don’t you think that a
grazier knows best what cattle to stock his
country with?

Mr. O'KEEFE: No, he must get advice.
My, Searkes: How is it that our wool
industry is the best in the world?

Mr. OKEEREFE: I dare say that the de-
partment has had a big say in the develop-
ment of that industry.

Mr. SparrES: What,

Mr, OKEEFE: Yes. Scientific men have
been engaged by the department to comhm
the various discases in :hnep. The momoent
we discard our cxpert advice we will find
ourselves unable to compets in the markels
of the world. Some people engaged in
tobacco-growing believe they can carry on
the industry without the advice of experts,
but without their aid they will rot prococd
very far. 1 heard the hon. ’nembor for
Clook say last sessicn or early this
that a certain expert employed by the
department should not be holdipg his
position.

Mr. Kexxy: Quite right, and T repeat it.
ITis evidenee in North Quccnna.m proves it.

Mr. OKEEVFE: The hon. member is not
a judge of the qualifications of that geutle-

the wool industry ?

man.,  Lf we n‘rtompt to cauv On our \arxom
industries without the aid of experts who
have stodied plant life and diseases we can-

not  sucrc
member for
the Minister

«sfully  develop them. The hon.
West Moreton advocated that
should allow diseased potrataes

to go on thoe market. If i try is carried
ou along those lines how will our exports
overseas fare? Jur overscas buyers  will

refuse to purchase.

They want the very
best, and unless we s

~nd quality produce

from Queensland to the home market we
shall not be able to dispose of our surplus
proou"o

The hon. member for Warwick made a
very fine speech and was able to point out
that the department was doing vc cood
work. No matter what pelitical party 1s in
power the department has done good work.
That is its duty, and I hope it will continue
the good work for which it is faired. The
various officers of the department ave worihy
of cur congratulations.

Mr. RUSSELL (Hamilton) T3.3%2 p.m.]:
Several important matters have cropped up
in the debate to which I would like to refer
although I am a city member and cannot
speak on behalf of the primary producers
as can hon. members who represent countyy
clectorates. 1 reesgnise that the welfare of
Queensland is bound up in the suecess of ouv

rural population, and the prosperity of
Queensland must to a very large extent

depend on the success of that sectiorn of our
pepulation engaged in agricultural pursuits.

The rveport of the department gives a
detailed account of the activities that are
rontrolled by the Minister. We arve budget-
ing for an \pcndlturo of £114.126 for the
\'D]\L ep of this great department. T am not
cavilling at that e\pen(htme but we cor-
tainly prf\(f from the expenditure of this
money that great good Wlll result to those

Mr. Russcll.)
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sections of our population engaged in agri-
cultural pursuits. The principle expenditure
is the Chicf Office vote, which amounts to
£59,019. The Chief Office embraces most of
the experts. Queensland, owing to her posi-
tion, requires a good deal of cxpert advice.
Wo are the outpost of Australia, and the
State which is called upon to combat pests
from Asiatic countries. In order to preserve
many of our primary industries we naturally
must spend a good deal of money to prevent
the introduction of pests. While we do not
bhegrudge this expenditure, we cxpect great
Its. The report of the department deals
with many subjects, and I propose to deal
b]ii fly with the important questions upon
Wi

h 1t touches.

First, I am afraid that very little regard
has been given to the Improvement of our
pastures. We have been quite content for
many years to carry on production and
denude our pastures, either through the feed-
ing of stock or by the policy of closer settle-
ment, These practices must have 1m-
poverished our pastures. This is a matter
to which a great deal more attention should

be given. Some time ago the Council of
Agriculture voted a small sum of money
for the Improvement of pastures. In

(Jueensland we are fortunately blessed with a
good deal of natural pastures which are not
found in colder climates, but there is no
doubt that in the last few years the pastures
«duteriorated, owing to Intense grazing by
sheep and cattle. The matter is referred to
at page 10 of the report of the Department
of Agriculture and Stock, as follows:—

“ Pasture improvement is becoming
more generally accepted as an essential
in successful dairying practice. Farmers
arc realising that grass, both indigenous
and introduced, is the best and cheapest
food for the milking cow. In Queensland
up to 80 per cent. of the food consumed
by dairy cattle consists of grass. The
importance of grassland management in
our rural economy is, therefore, stressed
constantly by the department.”

That is not sufficient to meet our present
needs. Dairy farmers and pastoralists state
that pastures have deteriorated in Queens-
land and that no attempt has been made to
restore them to the condition they were in
twenty or thirty years ago.

On the same page of that report appear
tawo paragraphs which to myv miand are quite
contradictory. In the first place it is stated—

‘ According to advices, the British
pork buvers prefer white pigs, that are
sald to dress to better advantage and
maintain that ‘bloom’ that purvevors
look for when purchasing stocks. This
preference of the British pork trade has
ied to the development of a scheme for

making available to farmers on easy
terms of purchase stud boars (Large
Whites  principally) for mating with

selected sows, and for adequately supply-
ing the requirements of the export pork
trade.”’

The next paragraph states—

“ Oversecas shipments of bacon and
hams are increasing in volume; British,
Malayan, and ¥ast Indian markets
being among those it is aimed to con-
stantly  supply. he quality of these
Owernsland products compares favourably
with similar commodities manufactured
clzewhere.  In annual competitions with

[Mr. Russell.
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the production of other States, Queens-
land bacon and hams arve invariably well
placed in award lists, and often attain
the premier position.”
A good deal of nonsensc is talked about the
white pig; but advices from (reat Britain
show that shipments of Quecensland pork are
considered cqual in quality to that which is
produced in any other part of the world.
As is well known, the bulk of our pig
products come from our present breeds of
pigs, and although I am not an expert 1n
the matter, I know that they are not the
products of white pigs. I cannot unde:-
stand all this highfalutin’ nonsense talked
about white pigs in Queensland, and I con-
sider that the author of these two para-
graphs should be taken to task and shown
that his reference to white pigs as against
other classes of pigs is nonscnsical and ili-

. founded.

A paragraph at page 11 refers to apicul-
ture. People engaged in Queensland in the
cultivation of honey have had a lean time,
because the industry is able to produce more
honey than can be consumed locally. An
enormous market for honey and honey pro-
ducts exists abroad, but, unfortunatcly, the
department has paid very little attention to
the requircments of Great Britain in this
respect. Some years ago I made inquiries
in Britain as to the possibilities of the trade
in Queensland honey. I am satisfied no better
honey is produced in the world than that
produced on the Darling Downs. In London
I had the opportunity of inspecting honey
products from all parts of the world, but,
strange to say, the honey produced in Queens-
land—which we consider par excellence—is
not considered as good as the honey imported
to London from countries like Cuba, Jamaica,
and Mediterranean countries, where honey is
the product of specially grown flowers. The
honey-growers in those countries that have
those flowers on their farms produce honey
of a very fine quality, very sweet when com-
pared with our honey. The colour is ne
better, but the popular taste on the other
side of the world demands a very sweet
honey. We are not producing honcy of that
kind. I think that with our genial climate,
which must tend to the production of a honey
at a very low cost, more attention should be
paid to this industry. I believe that if we
were to study the palate of the people on
the other side of the world, where vast
fquantities of honey are consumed, we could
do a great deal more for our apiculturists
in Queensland.

One item in the report by which I was
intrigued is the passage relating to the
protection of our native flora and fauna.
[ do not think Queensland has any advan-
tages over other States of the Common-
wealth in regard to the possession of a vast
quantity of native flora. I do not think our
areas are to be compared in that regard
with those of a State like Western Australia:
nevertheless, we have in Queensland some

very fine native flowers, and i.t iy very
galling to think that the beaunties of our
landscape and the quality of our native

flowers are not appreciated by a greater
number of people. I am afraid that a good
deal of vandalism has been induleed in, and
the Government should take active steps to
sce that our native flora in the rescrves con-
trolled by the Government are preserved
for all time. I have scen on mz iravels
wanton destruction of some of our benutiful
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wild flowers. This is a matter which has
Leen neglected by all Governments, because
it is not an d(tl\‘lty in which there is any
commercial return, but some method should
be adopted to preserve the beautiful native
flowers which we undoubtedly possess,

Mr. WaLsiR: We have the legislative
power.

Mr. RUSSELL: We have the power, but
[ am afraid that nothing has been done to
use it. There 1s nothmg more beautiful in
Southern Queensland than the Christmas
Bells, but year after year there is wanton
destruction of these beautiful blossoms. The
blossoms might be allowed to be taken, but
some steps should be taken to counteract
the tendency to destroy the plants them-
selves, A great many people arve not con-
tent to pick the flowers, but destroy the
plants, too. In years to come we may be
very sorry we did not take better care to

preserve the native flora of the State.
The same remarks apply to our native
fauna, We see year after year a great

decrease in the wild animals of Queensland.
The report states that steps have been taken
in one pmc of Quecnsland to recommence the
growth of opossums. It seems a terrible
commentary upon us as the inheritors of this
g aL country that we should he compelled to
replace these lost animals with new stock
trom other parts of Queensiand. 1 know
that a previous CGovernment, in order to
bolster up 1its revenue, permitted the whole-
sale slaughter of opossums and native bears.
That was a tragedy and a great blot on
the Administration of the State, and I trust
that this Government will sce that these
native animals, which are not procurable in
any other part of the world, will be pre-
served for all time.

I was very interested in one point raised
by the hon. member for Cunningham—that
was the payment of the wheat bounty allotted
fo Queensland under the financial relief
]oglxlatmn The hon. member stated that in
his opm]on certain wheat farmers had been
penalised. Section 28 of *“ The Financial
Imergency Relief Kxtonsion Act of 2,”
so far as 1t relates to wheatgrowers, provides
that moneys paid to a Stato shall be a pplied
Ly the State for the benefit and assistance
of wheatgrowers by—

“(n) Reducing the cost of production
of wheat (including the cost of transport
dn(l marketing); and

“(b) Providing for the needs of in-
ividual wheatgrowers, but not upon the
basis of the quantity of wheat produced
by individual wheafgrowers.”

Wheatgrowers know that a proposition was
made by t'ﬂe Federal Government that a
sum of over £40.000 should be paid to them—
£25,0 on Um acrenge  cultivated  and
£15, 7%4 to assist such of them as had failed
to produce any crop ab all. The proposition
was agxood to by the State CGovernment.
it was [ound afterwards that the Quecnsland
Government had not carried out that agree-
ment, and the {omimonwealth Cm(‘mmtm,
agrend to a modification of the two amounts
of the grant. The hon. member for Cun-
as w] a quotlon 1a week and
informed that of the amount granted

26 900 had been allocated to the payment
of bounty, and £13,843 to individual wheat-
The Commonwealth Government
the question of the correctness of
and the Commonwealth Solicitor-
expressed the opinion that the

raised
that action,
General
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Queensland Government had acted within
their rights in the distribution. That does
not overcome the fact that somcbody blun-
dered, that too much was paid to those
growers who had good crops and too hctlu
to those who had no crops at all. It is quite
clear that the distribution was not made
as was intended by the Federal Government.
There has been some alteration, and I would
like to know if the Government can produce
any communication from the Federal Go-
vernment conscnting to the alteration of the
basis of allocation that was agreed upon—
that £15,744 should be distributed among
necessitous farmers who had not produced
any crop at all. These people should have
received payment equal to 6s. 4d. an acrc,
but all they received was 2s. 2d. an acre,
s0 they have been short paid to the extent
of 4s. 2d. an acre. I have been informed
that growers who had good crops—some
as high as 30 bushels to the acre-—received
from the bonus grant 8s. 3d. an acre in
addition to the amount they received for
their crop. I understand the grant made
by the Wheat Board was equal to 3d. per
bushel on the wheat delivered. I think
the board made the mistake of paying too
Lirge an amount to some growers, while some
growers who had no wheat at all received
ouly 2s. 2d. an acre, contrary to the agree-
tnent. One man planted an area of 360
acres, but did not reap anything, Iie
received 2s. 2d. an acre or about £32 in
all, against the man who had a good ecrop
of 30 odd bushels to the acre and was paid
Gs. 2d. an acre in addition to its price,
The original proposal has been altered, and
the ¥ederal Government were ignorant of
the alteration. That can be seen by the
correspondence which passed between the
State and the Commonwealth. I would like
to know why the alteration was made. The
Federal Government did not know that there
had been any infringement of the agree
ment-—whick is shown by the fact that tb“
Solicitor-General was cousulted and held
that the Queensland Government were within
their rights in making the alteration. It
appears to me that a great injustice has
been done to the necessitous farmers who
included men producing from 4 hushels to
others who reaped nothing at all; and
deapite the arrangement wider which they
were to receive £15,000 odd, they were
short-paid to the extent of over £2,000. The
Queensland Government should make that
moner available for payment to thess people.
It seems that some blunder has been made
cither by the Gove‘nmont or the Wheat
33()<\1d It is useless for the Governmenut

shelter themeelves Lollmu the board. A
grave injustice has been done, and the £2. O"’)
of which these men bave been deprived
should be made good. I make this suggestion
to the Government in the hope that the
wrong will be righted. Tt is ridiculous to
suggest that these men have been amply
compensated by the payment of 2« 2d. an
acre for their wheat land when others who
bad splendid erops received 8z 3d. an acre
as well as payment for their wheat. I think
that is a scandalous thing and should be
remedied.

The department generally is faced with
very great problems in production and
marketing matters generally. It has grea’
tasks before it. I hope that the experts are
alive to the situation. and recognise that in
all quarters of the globe we are up against
restrictions against the entry of our products

Mr. Russell.]
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and ags f:t hostiie tariffs.  The future of
our agriculiural and kiudred industries
grave “that it demands the best brains if we
are to sclve our problems. Only to-day we
learn that there 1s a demand in (Great
Britain for a restriction on the import of
our dairy products into that country. We
look upon Great Britain as an illimitable
market for our butter, checse, and other pro-
duets, bup the agitation in that country on
behalf of the local producers is so strong
that before long the d@u; farmers of Great
Britain swill demand that forther restrictions
be imposed on the import of our dairy pro-
It will mean that instead of the
farmers being able to preduc. in
greater quantities, for which we are agitating
to-day, they must face the situation that the
tire is not far distant when they musi resors
to other markets for the disposition of their
products.  To-day there scems to be no
market that offers the same possibilities as
Great Britain. A good deal of nonsense is
talked about the Kastern trade.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
hear! A good deal of nonsensc.

Mr. RUSSELL: I sce no possibility of
being able to export to the Fast a sufficient
quantity of our products to make any
material effeet on the surplus that we might
have in this country,

80

Hear,

The SECRETARY FOR  AGRICULTURE: We
would have to Christiznise the Kastern
people first.

Mr. RUSSELL: We cannot cxpect the
people of the Xast, with their lew purchasing
power as expressed in Australian currency.
to be able to buy Australian dairy products
produced under our conditions of labour.
Our costs are so high and the purchasing
power of the pcople of the Kast is s> low
that it is impossible for them to absorb any
quantity of our dairy products at prices
that will pay us. We must look for mauy
vears to comne to Great Rritain for the
absorption of our products, but if further
rostrictions are to be imposed by Great
Britain then all T cavn say is that the pros-
peets of our da industry wili be gloomy
1 the extreme,

The department has the support of every
section of the eomunu: It s (h'ngml
with a great work and > look forward to
the experts engaged u t the acgls of the
Secretary for Agriculture to solve many of
the pressing problems that confront us.

TLEWELYN (Toowoombe) [3.55
X : I join with cther hon. mewhers in
paying my (ribute to the importance of the
Department of Agriculture. A great deal
has b(on said dmmrr this debate about the
vicissitudes of the wheat-gvowing industry,
but  before proceeding to deal with that
matter I should like to express the hore
that no arrangement will be made in conne~-
tion with an Rastern trade which will compel
this country to purchase manufactured goods
from Japan under a reciprocal agicement.
The standards of Iliving in Japan arc farv
rd aw below cur own, and it would be
notlire short of a calamity if a trade
commissioner acting on Tmha’f of Ou(‘nn%mn(»
agrced to accept Rastern manufactured goods
in roturn for Queensland primary preducts.

T have

been very nwuch concerned about
the contomplated action of the Federal
Government to Impose a sales tax on flour.
The matter has agitated the minds of most
people throughout the Commonwealth ancl
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I can =nly express the hope that the tax
will not be imposed. The consuiners of bread
in Australia are paying full value for thenr
purchases. I should like to add that the
wheat industry is deserving of the most
serious and the most careful consideration
at the hands of any Government. The indus-
try in Quecpsland is beset by many diffi-
ties. particularly in view of the record
crop that is in ar\‘u‘cmatun Our millers are
competing with flour gristed in New South
Wales and Vietoria. Until quite recently
the staffs of the local flour mills were work-
ing three shifts continuously, and later the
operations were reduced to two shifts, while
recently the mills have been emnlonng their
staffs for one shift only. That 1s astributable
io the fact that a good deal of Southern
flour is coming into Queensland.  The posi-
tion is sericus enough to warrant the most
carijest consideration of the Government.

Mr. WaLxer: What would you suggest in
a case like that?

Mr. LLEWELYN: FEvery hon. member
should bs able to make a suggestici worthy
of consideration. A tax Tevied on all flour

isted in Australia and 1mp0\ed cqually in
all the States will not remove eny of our
difficulties.  We shall still be facud with the
ompetition of flour gristed in New South
Wales which, by \11tuo of the cheap rail-
way freights, is able to come over our border

and  successfully _compete with the locally
manufactured article.
Mr. WaiLxiR: Why don’t you take the:

action the last Government took?

LLUEWELYN: The last Government
berefited by the Sugar Acquisition Act, but
the decision of the High Court do”s not
enable the Government to take advantage of
its provisions. I suggest that the Alinister
for Transport take into consideration a redue-
tion in railway freights on flour. If railway
freights on flour gristed in this State were:
reduced £1 or SOS, or even £2 a ton we
would be able to compets on much more
favourable terms with the Southern com-
modity and at the same time give more
cquity and consideration to both the wheat-
grower aund consumer.

Lr. NIMMO (Oxlsy) [4.4 p. rrl]: 1 take:
this opportunity of complimenting the depart-
ment on its wonderful report. It is brim-
ful of information, and should do much good.
An astonishing range of subjects is blought
before the attention of the Committee. We
recognise that the Minister poss s a fair
amount of theorctical knowlcdge, but I hope
that fact will not lcad him to interfere
unduly with officers of his department. He
must remember that his knowledge is only
theoretical, and that he has under him prac-
{ical men who have don: good work for the
agriculturists in this State. Those men
should be allowed to function along prac-
tical lines because expcerts should be unfet-
tered in the discharge of their dutics.

great mistake

The Minister is making a
in interfering in the pig industey and by

imposing taxation on the %nmd primary
producer. There is an outery in my clec-
torate against the bull tax and similar

imposts since this Government took office.

The cgg pool is receiving a mixed recep-
tion amongst egg producers. That is because
there is too much secrccy altogether with
regard to its operations. Some of the egg
producers in my electorate say they have
no objection to the pool, but abject to the
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lack of information concerning its operations.
They arc compelled to pay 2 levy of lzd.
per dozen on all eggs marketed. This fund
has been gradually growing, and the last
information I received was that it was in
credit to the extent of £24,600. When is this
money to be distributed among the supplicrs?
For some inexplicable reason the meeting of
the suppliers, which is usually held in May,
was not held until after Iixhibition time.
Furthermore, no notification of the meeting
was sent to suppliers, some of whom are
very wroth. One supplier went so far as to
say that the whole opecraiions of the board
werc sceret and fishy. Such conduct will not
inspire confidence, and I strongly urge that
every consideration be shown to suppliers.
Another matter of which suppliers are
complaining is the rise in the price of bran,
and that recalls to my mind the following
paragraph which appeared under start-

ling headlines in very large type in_the
“Daily Standard ? of Friday, 1st July,
1822 —

‘F. W. Burcock’s STARTLING

RevELATIONS.

“ RUTILESS EXPLOJTATION UNDER MOORE
REGIME.
“ Producers and Consumers alike Suffer.
¢ Abattoir and Flour Ramp.

“ Stastling  revelations of how the
Moore Government had allowed primary
producers to be cxploited, while at the
same time raising the prices of essential
comrmodities  to t_he producers, were
made by the Minister for Agriculture,
Mr. F. W. Bulceck, in a speech at
Myrtletown last night in support of the
candidature of Mr. A. J. Jones.”

The SECRETARY Y¥OR AGRICULTURE :
were those startling revelations?

Mr. NIMMO: That you said that the
Moore Government were fleccing the primary
producers and charging the public too much
for their bread.

The CIHAIRMAN: Order!

Mre., NIMMO: Since you have become a
AMinister tho possibility 1s that the responsi-
hility of office is stecadying you up.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!  The
member must address the Chair.

Mr., NIMMO: The Minister made there
statements, and I strongly objeet to them
in the light of what has happencd subse-
, because the following figures will
w0 comparative prices on the dates

What

hon.

June, 1982. Nov., 1933.

£ s d £ s
Whent L0 4 2% g 3 14
Flour 1112 0 815 0
Poilard 610 O 6 0 0
Dran .. 510 O 5156 0
< show that the farmer has

received less for his wheat while in some
cases the consumer has been charged more
for the product.

The price of bread is now 43d. per £ 1b.
loaf, but during the Moore regime Lread
was being retailed in many shops at 4d. per
2 1b. loaf. TIn June, 1932, when, according
to an clectioneering pamphlet issued by the
Labour Party, the people were being
fleeced by the millers to the extent of
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£567,000 per annum, the price of flour por
ton was 55.1 times the then price of wheat,
but now the price of flour is cxactly 56
times the price of wheat.  The Minisier
or the departmment responsivle 1s apparently
carrying on a very big ramp at the expen
of the wheatgrowers, If during the 3loore

regime ther. was any ramp, then there 1z
an infinitely greater ramp fo-day. Take
it in another way. In 1832 ihe price of

I ton cach cf fleur, pollard, and bran was
112 times tho price of a bushel of wheat.
Now the price of 1 ton cach of flour, pol-
lsrd, and bran is 131 times the price of a
bushel of wheat. I am rnot going any
further into the matter for the reason that
I feel sure the Minister must admit that the
accusations he made against the Moore Go-
vernment were wrong, and he cannot pre-
vent the position which then coxisted trom
continuing.

There is a big outery at the price of bays
amongst those who are sclling chaff and
other farm products. The Department of
Agriculture should carry out some experi-
ments  with regard to bags, and provids
containers for chaff and other commodities
sent by farmers. In the Oxley clectorate
we have the Darra Cement Company, which
is sending its product to market in paper
bags. Experiments should be made by the
department with a view to bringing out a
bag—I do not say altogether made of paper
—which would be @ container for many of
our primary products. Paper to-day can bo
manufactured in Australia, and jute, which
is the foundation of the bags, the prescnt
containers, has to be imported. I honestly
believe that we can get a paper bag inade
which would be excellent for chaff, though
they would have to be rcinforced with ssne
tort of light material.

When I was in Melbourne some little time
ago I noticed that the Council for Indus-
trial and Scientific Rescarch was carrying
out a very large experiment with regard to
fruit and vegetables. T} body sheould
also be asked to carry out cxperiments along
the same lines in Queensland. 1 particu-
larly notice that the council has demonstrated
that apricots and peaches and many othoer
stone fruits can be kept for quite a long
time by picking well-formed {ruit at the
green stage, keeping them in cold storage
for six months, and then ripening them. 1t
is impossible, of course, to pick the fruit
ripe and keep it in store for any length of

time.  Hxperiments of that nature could
be  carried  out in  Qucensland  with
referene? to tomatoes and other seasoral
crops.  There ouzght to be a big field for
that kind of thing here.  We can produce
exenllent tomatoes snd other truck crops in
the Bri-bane area, but, unfortunate theee
is a glut at certain scasons, while othier

times they are unprocurable.

We can also grow peaches equal to any
in the world. The soil around DBrisbane
seems to be adapted for the growing of
peaches, hut the fruit fly is so prevalent that
if they are left on the trees they are full of
grubs by the time they are ripe. If some
experiments could be carried out the possi-
bilities are that the fruit could be grown
and picked just before the ripening stage
and then artificially ripened.

We have in my electorate quite a number
of people who have been endeavouring to
grow tobacco. I strongly urge the Minister

Mr. Nimmo.]



1356 Supply.

to give those people a little more encourage-
ment than what they have had. 1 think
they arce doing equally as well as the
tobacco-growers in other parts of the State
—that is, they are making a partial success
of it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
are in difficulties.

Ir. NIMMO: I do not think they are in
any greater difficulties than the settlers at
Beerburrum. They are in difficulties that
are common to those in other parts of
Queensland.  For instance, they are grow-
ing good tobacco in the northern part of the
State, and a great deal of very bad tobacco;
and at Beerburrum a little good tobacco and
a tremendous quantity of bad tobacco.
Excellent tobacco is being grown in my own
area, and in some cases it is topping the
market. I would suggest that an officer be
delegated to plant half an acre of tobacco
in the arca in order to show that good
1obacco can be grown there and how to grow
it.  There is no doubt that an oxcellent
demand exists for good tobacco. The Minister
himself knows that he will rot smoke bad
tobacco, and I believe that if an embargo
were put on the importation of tobacco from
America he would cease smoking altogether.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And you
would, too.

Mr. NIMMO: Yes, I would, becausc
tobacco is not smokable.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And I
have seen some very excellent Queensland
tobacco, too.

Mr. NIMMO: That is so. A very good
tobacco is being produced to-day in Queens-
land, and for that reason I think experi-
mental plots should be planted in my own
area where much money has been spent by
farmers who are working on the right lines,
although when their crop gets to a certain
stage discase or something else detrimentally
affects it. Naturally, these people think that
an embargo should be placed upon the
importation of American tobacco, for then
they would be able to sell this inferior pro-
duct. I have becn informed, however, that
such would not be the case, and that even
if factories were compelled to use only
Quecensland tobacco there would be very
littlo demand for it, as they would lose their
customers.  We muast have some ImpOLth
tobacco for blending vurposes. IHactory
managers will admit that the be%t of
Australian tobacco is produced in Queens-
land, but the yield per acre is much
too small. Many of the tobacco: pro-
duced in the Southern States arc being
marketed, but I dare say the Minister has
read the report which states that some of
them are very inferior.

In conclusion I would like to ask the
Minister when he intends to bring in the
Milk Bill for Brisbane? It has been pro-
mised for a long time. At present in cafes
in Brisbene you are charged 4d. a glass for
milk or at the rate of about 5s. 4d. a
gallon, for which the unfortunate producers
are paid about 6d. or 7d. I would strongly
urge the M]mster to proceed with the Milk
Bill in order to give the producers some
protection from exploitation. Hvery vendor
of soft and other drinks in the city should
Le compelled to sell pure milk before he is
granted a license to sell other drinks, and
should he compoelled to sell the milk at not
more than 2d. per glass. The consumption of

[Mr. Nimmo.
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milk in Queensland would increase cnor-
mously, It is remarkable that the corisump-

tion of milk in Queensland at present is less
per capita than in either New Soath Wales

or Victoria, and the reason is that the
Governments have not given sympathetic

consideration to the people who arc produc-
ing the milk. A different story is heard
across the border at Kyogle. Tmnmediately
you sec notices ‘* Drink more milk,” and the
price is only 3d. per glass. The shops are
forbidden to charge more. Kven in the most
expensive places  in Sydncy willt can be
obtained for 3d. a glass, and the same thing
applies to Victoria., I again ask the Minister
to take some action to protect these people,
who are working very hard and producing
a good article.

I congratulate the Minister upon the work
that has heen carried out at Yeerongpilly
Animal ITealth Station. We all recognise
that the work that is being done there is
on the right lines. We want the health of
our animals to, be cared for.

The CIIAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must confine his remarks to a discussion.
of the vote before the Committee. He
cannot deal with the Animal Health Station.
on this vote. Ie may do so on the Trust
and Special Funds.

My, NIMMO - I have said practically all
that T wish to =ay in that regard, and
conclude by appealing to the Minister to see
that we have a Milk Bill for the protection.
of the producers as scon as possible.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN (Murille) [4.25
pm}: Queensland, as we all know, 1s a
primary producing State. We have seen a
grcet deal in the press, principally in the
metropolis, about settling people on small
arcas around the city and getting them to
producing this, that, and the otber We all
have said at some time or other: " Go West,
young man; go on the land,” vet we find
shat our greatest difficulty is to dispose of
at profitable prices the different things that
are produced by the farmers in Australia.
This year there will be a record wheat crop:

throughout Australia, a record production
in the dairying industry, and a record pro-

duction in many other farm products. Ulti-
mately it will mcan a smaller return to the
produccr. The markets overscas that have
been available to us for so many yecars are

being glutted and import restrictions are
being 1mposed.  The hon. member for
Hamilton voiced the opinion that very little

was to be gained from the market in the
Bast, bu* I hold a contrary view in respect
of certain primary products. 1 am satisfied
that cvery little helps. 1f we can place a fow
tons of produce here aud a few tons there
we shall be assisted considerably. Every
encouragenent should be given to the estab-
lishment of markets in the Fast. The Minis-
ter may claim that the people in the Kast
are too poor to buy our products.

The Spererary ror AGricuLTcRE: The hon.

member for Hamilton said that.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN : Probably the
Minister agrees. Is not the difficulty in
Australia also a question of price? Is not
the cost of production so high that we can-
not supply our produce to certain parts of
the world? The markets are available, but
the people are not prepared or are unable
to pay the price that we demand, conse-
quently there is a loss on practically cvery
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item of produce exportrd. We can over-
come the difficulty only by reducing the cost
of production. The Dairs Products “Seabilisa-
tion Bill has been passcd to stabilise butter
prices within Australia. The price of sugar
for hLome Lonsmnptmn has &l o been dlblt-
rially fixed; but wherc are all these artificial
restrictions to end? The Australian con-
sumer is called upon to pay a profitable
price to the primary producers, but since
we have over-produced, the HLH‘D\ua must be
sold overseas. The price secured for our
overseas surplus is so low that the average
return to the producer is reduced consider-
ably. Dealing with tho question of sugar,
the annual report by the department states—-
“In the absence of any outside in-
flucnce which might modify these abnor-
mally low values, it is evident that relief
will come only b a further effort on the
part of the industry to reduce production
costs.”

What does the report mean by that? It is
fresh in our memories that within a compara-
tively recent date the price of sugar for
home consumption was reduced by 2d per
Ib., or £4 13s. 4d, per ton. The people in
the Southern pOlthns of Australia held the
view that the price of sugar should be
reduced in common with other commodities
throughout Australia.

At 4.30 p.m.,

Mr. O’Kzrrre (Cairns), one of the panel of
Temporary Chairmen, relicved the Chairman
in the chair.

My, GODFREY MORGAN: We naturally
thought that the reduction would be spreard
over all parties interested in the industry.
What happened? When the representatives
of the sugar-growers and millers went to
the Industrial Court and endeavoured to get
some relief in regard to wages they weres
turned down. Xveryone adnnts that wages

paid in the sugar industry in Queensland
are on a higher basis than in any other
primary producmw industry in Australia. It
can be truthfully said that the men engaged
in the sugar industry in Queensland receive
a higher rate of wages than is paid in any
other primary producuw industry in the
world.

Mr. Fusnern: The sugar workers are
eflicient.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN : That may be
so. There are a large number of forcigners
working in the industry, many more than
arc stated in the statiatim Sugar-workers
receive an exceptionally high wage for their
work. The sugar-worker is now receiving
tho same rate as he did before this Lnduc*mu
of £4 13s. 4d. per ton was made in the
price of sugar. While the producer shouid
bear his proportion of that reduction, he
sl%ou]d not be compelled to bear the whole
of it.

moLe

The wheat industry has been treated in a
similar manner, notwithstanding the pam-
phlet issued by the Labour Pmiv at the last
election. We all knew that pamphlet was
merely political propaganda, but it served
its purpose. I do not know whether many
people were affected by its contents, but it
will act as a boomerang to the Labour Party
at the next election. We have that pamphlet
and we will be able to use it and show the
electors just what has happened in the wh
industry. We will have figures, and {ruihful
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figures, to show that notwithstanding the
fact that the price paid to the wheatgrower
for his wheat was considerably less last yeur
than the previous year, the only person who.
suffered as a result was the poor untortunate
wheatgrower. The consumer gob a reduction
in the price of flour. The miller, who wus
referred to In the pamphlet as a member of
the capitalist class who supported the Moore
Government and contributed to their funds,
made considerably more profits during the
period the present Government have been
1n office than during the regime of the Moore
Government. They are the very men the
Labour Party condemned at the eclection!.
The man who has had to bear the brunt cof
the reduced price of wheat, and suffered the
whole conscquences, has been the primaty
producer, whom we talk so much about as
being the backbone of the country. Yet on
every occasion the backbone is compelled to
carry greater and greater burdens.

Mr. G. C. Tavior: The backbone can's
move without the arms and legs.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: It is exfra-
crdinary that at election time the Labour
Party tell the primary producer that he is
the backbone of the country, yet they put all
the burden of taxation and reduced values
on that backbone and make it carry the
burden. The producer has always borne the
burden «during the regime of Labour Govern-
ments. Every piece of legislation which was
enacted  during  Labeur’s fourtcen years
occupancy of the Treasury benches hefore
the advent of the Moore Governmeni, or
during the period the present Government
have been in cfice, and which was alleged

to be for the benefit of the farmers, has bear
followed by increased taxation. The poor
old farmer had to pay threcugh the nose
every time!

Mr. FonnegrL: That is not true.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: It is true.

Every piece of legislution which the Minister
brought down last session, aud during the
present session has meant m&eamd t’l\'\tl’\ll

on the producer. He said, “ We want to
confer some bencfit on you,” but increased
taxation has always followed. There is

always a desite to appoint experts to teach
the fmmer how to do this and that, but my
expericnce is that these experts go to live
with the farmer to learn their busmness. T
rementher when a previous Tabour Govern-
ment legislated for the cotton industry. I
was growing 20 or 30 acres of cotton and my
neighbour did likewise. An expert came to
our properties and boarded with us for a
week. We took him down to the crop and
asked him what was the name of this fly, aud
what effcct it had on the cvop, and he could
not tell us. He sald he had come out to
learn.

Mr. FoxneiL: What was his name?

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: There were
several of them. They were distributed
throughout the State. going from farm to
farm and learning from the farmer what-
cver they could. Generally speaking, these
so-called experts have gained their know-
ledge from the farmer. Many of them lave
been on farms, but were not capable of
making a living on a farm. Now, however,
they attempt to tell the farmer bhow to run
his business. If you gave these experts an
area of 640 acres, and asked them to make

Mr. Morgan.]
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a living on it, I do not suppose half of
them could de wo.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
an absurd statement.

Mr. GODFRLY MORGAN: It is corroct.
I know more than the Minister does,
because 1 have had greater experience.
That is one of the dlfﬁcmtlm—sometmn@
like the hot meals for pigs! (Laxxohr“r)

That is

That was the advice of experts. The Min-
ister believes in it, although he has never
fed a pig in his iife. The hon. gentleman

believes that these silly things should be put

into effect.  The white pig is another
instance; and we know thdf the white pig

is no better than the black pm«\\hon it is
killed. (Laughter.) The fact of ihe maiter
is that the poor old primary producer has
to pay for all the ecxperimental work, just
as the sugar producers had to suffer the
whole of Lh reduction of sd. per lb. in the
price of sugar, and just as wheatgrowers
have had to bcar the whole of the loss in
the price of wheat, although the millers

have made more moncy during the last
twelve months in grinding, gristing, and
selling the wheat under the protection

afforded by the Government—although that
protection was probably illegal-than at any
previous period.

The SECRETARY FOR
not so.

Mr. GODY¥REY MORGAN : The Minister
cannot deny it, because the Leader of the
Opposition showed conclusively to-day thatl
notwithstanding that theve had beena big
veduction in the price of wheat the iwiller
was not made to suffer, although his capital

AGRICCLTURE : That is

was  lew.  The primary producers were
made to suffer.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Before

you leave that subjeet tell me the name of
this cotton expert.

Mr. GODFRIEY MORGAN: Thare was
not one expert, but half a dozen of them—
not the principal expert. The depavtment
has about half a dozen of these men.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I want
the name of the cotton expert who lived
with vou.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN:
probably half a dozen of them.
following onc arnother
That was years ago.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
the namece?

My, GODFREY MORGAXN: T do not
intend to give the hon. gentloman any
farther advice, ’
The BeCRETARY ¥OR ACGRICULTURE: Cive e
one name. I am anxious to test ithe offi-
zlency of these people.

My, GODFREY KORGAN: I

Thers were
Thaoy were
round the coutiry.

What is

| Propos:s
now to deal with the abattoir.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTURE: Won't
you give moe the name?

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: The lon.

gertleman will not get any more
than 1 have stated. He cannot draw ime.
{Taughter.) T can tell the hon. grutiemsn
that these men went along, and T can prove
it.

The SECRETARY FoRr
only a fair thing that
the name of this man.

[Mr. Morgan.

out of me

AGRICULTURE: Tt is
vou should jive me
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Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: I will not
give the hon. gentleman the name of any
individual. I know scores of people, not
only in my own electorate but also in other

electorates, who were visited by these
people

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 'That
does not prove anything unless you tell
me the name.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: The cstab-

lishment by the Xoore Government of the
abattoir has proved beneficial in cvery way.
It has ensured the hrgienic killing and dis-
tribution of meat. TUp to the moment the
abattolr——

The TEMPORARY CIHAIRMAN: Qrder!
The hon. gentleman is not in order in dis-
cussing that matter on this vote.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: Under what
vote does it come?

The TEMPORARY CIHIATRMAN: Under
the vote for the Premicr and Chief Secrs
tary’s Department,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: So far
as the domestic organisation of the Jbatbou‘

is concerned, I think the hon. member can
speak on this vote.

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: I referred
to the matter last year undor this vote. 1

understand we were allowed to deal “zﬂ]
it on this vote, but if that is not so I wil
get in later on what T have fo say.

We were told what wonderful results
would accrue from the production of tobacco,
which could be grown almost anywhere in
Auatralia But 1s what we can grow the
ss of tobacco that is wantcd and which
WIH be marketable? Is it the class of tobacco
the people will smoke? The answers to
these questions show why a cirtain amount
of restriction as to where tobacco must be
grown 1 st be imposed. We know that a
huge monopoly is in control of the manufice-
ture of tobacco—a huge monopoly that has
been able to make huge profits fof its sharc-
holders and has cxploited the consumers of
tobacco, although the Commony ealth  has
bewefited from the revenue derived from the
tariff. I do not blame any national Govern-
ment for having put a high duty on tobacro,
as on alcohol. Alcohol and tobacco are more
or less iInjurious to the people; but they
aro looked at from a national point of view
as something from which revenue should be
obtained.

The SECRETARY VOR AGRICULTTRE: You
belicve in a taril with regard to tobacco?

Mr., GODFREY MORGAN: Yes; every
country belicves in that. All countries hove
to get revenue from some souvees, and taxes
on tobacco and alcohol arve two rccognised
methods of obtaining revenue. Defore we
grew tobacco to any extent in Australia the
monopol!suc tobacco companies were doing
just what they desired. They did not care
how miuch the tarifl wint up. As soon as it
went up, say, 1d., 2d., or 3d. a Ib., up went
the price of tobacco, and the extra cost was
pald by the consumer. It did not come out
of the pockets of the manufacturers. They
did not care a rap. It was just the same
when the price of alcohol went up. The men
who drank beer or whisky had to pay the
difference.  The publicans and others con-
cerned did not care a rap, but passed the
increased price on to the consumers, who
have always to pay the piper. What will
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happen with regard to tobacco? The Minis-
ter made a suggestion some tims ago, and
it is extraordinary how great minds think
alike, 1l av line about

I opened the Texas R
three vears ago when I owas Secretary for

Railways. That is a great tobacco growing
district, and the representative of the

tobacco mnionopcly company was present.
When I was replying at the banquet I made
a suggestion that if the tobacco industry of
Australia was going to progrcss the Federal
Government should reduce the importation
of tobacco by, say, one-fifth each year for a
period  of five years and after that no
tobacco should be imported into the Com-
monwialth. I was not awarc of the fact
that it is neeessary to import tobacco from
other courtries for biending purpowes. 1 suw-
gested on that occasion that in crder to pro-
tect the tobacco industry in Australia the
Federal Government should compel the manu-
facturers to us: Australian leai. That sug-
gestion would have had a good effect had
1t been put into operation. The manufac-
ture of tobacco in Australia has been a big
monopoly. The people are entirely in the
hands of the manufacturers who never did
want Australian-grown tobacco, because they
knew that if tobacco were grown in Aus-
tralia cventually it would be manufacturcd
under a co-operative system, as is the case
in the dairying and other industries. Iven-
tually the whole of the tobacco industry wiil
be in the hands of farmers and co-operative
concerns.

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

Mr. SPARKES (Daldy) [4.50 p.m.]: The
hon. member for (Cairns has made some
extraordinary statements with regard to pri-
vate enterprise, and I would like to answer
some of them. For instance, he said that
the various markets of the world would not
be available to us if it were not for the
interference of the Government. I think
the hon. member should be enlightened.
Take, for instance, the wool industry; I
do nct think that Governments had anything
to do in the perfecting of merino wools.
That was done purely by private individuals.
The same applies to cattie, although the hon.
member for Cairns sald that we would not
have such good cattle to-day but for the
legislation passed by the Government, that
if we had been allowed to use whatever bulls
we liked, the heords could not have been
improved as they have. That argument will
not hold water becanse we know that in
every case where the Government slarted a
farm they have failed. It is not necessary
to go back to ancient history and refer to
the State stations. Government enterprises
have not been successful.  Governments cat
not even breed horses for the police. They
have to get them from private individuals.
There is no more valuable dairy breed in
Australia than the Illawarra Milking Short-
horn, and that breed was developed purely
by private enterprise. Scientists have been
heipful in certain direction:. I am pleased
with their work in dealing with prickly-pear.
I do not agree with the hon. member for
Cairns that any breeder of stock should be
told by the Government what class of bull
or stallion he shou!d use. I think that is
ridiculous.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 1 do
not think the hon. member for Cairns said
that.
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Mr. SPARKES: I may have bad hearing,
but I understcod him to say that we would
not be able to take advantage of the mar-
kets of the world if we were allowed to use
whatover bulls we liked.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUTRE: That is
not what the hon. member for Cairns said.
At least, it is not what I thought he said.

~Mr. SPARKES: I will be prepared to
listcn to the hon. gentleman’s version of

what he did say. I listened very patiently,
and that is what I heard. As I have said,
I appreciate what has been done by scientists
ju certain directions. I would like to draw
the attention of the Committee to a state-
ment on page 114 of the annual report of
the Department of Agriculture, which states—

“ Deterioration in the herds of North-
ern cattle for some ycars past has been
mainly due to neglect in procuring fresh
bulls of suitable type and quality to
improve breeding standards, and not to
unhealthy climatic conditions.”

The matter is of considerable interest to
me as a breeder of pure bred bulls. I am
uiso anxious to obtain whatever information
is available concerning the experiment that
is now being carried out in North Queens-
land in the establishment of a cross by the
importation of Zebu bulls. I have no desire
to throw cold water on the proposal; I have
not yet a sufficient knowledge of the pros-
pects, but I hope that the Minister will
supply us with whatever information he
has at his command.

Mr. Kexxy: The Brahman or Zebu cattle:
at least are tick resisting.

Mr. SPARKES: I am very pleased fto
kuow that. I also hope that the Minister
wiil be able to u=e his persuasive powers to-
advantage with his colleague, the Minister
for Transport, and prevail upon him to
reduce the freight on pure bred bulls con-
signed to North Queensland. I recently
trucked 130 bulls to Almaden. The buyer,
Mr. Ernest White, who purchased on behalf
of Australian Stock Brecders Company told
me that the freight on tho bulls was nearly
as much as their purchase price.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
T a:zk the hon. member to confine his remarks
to the question before the Committee.

Mr. SPARKIES: I am discussing the ques-
tion of cattle breeding, ard I aur comment-
ing ou the report by the Chief Inspector of
Stock.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: The
houn. member is dealing with the question
of railway freights.

Mr. SPARKES: I am pointing out that
the Chicf Inspector of Stock has stated that
the cattle in the North are dcteriorating
» of the lack of a proper type of
< bull, and I am suggesting that
ister should induce the Minister for
Lort to offer {freight concessions on
bulls consigred to these areas, The sugges-
tion iz a business proposition. In Argentina
the railways arve privately owuned. Would
to God that ours were privately owhed, too!
The progeny of any beef breed registered
in any herd book is carried free on the
privatcly-owned lines of Argentina; that is
regarded as good business. I suggest that
the Minister, who is very enthusiastic in the
administration of his department, should
have a heart to heart talk with the Minister

Mr. Sparkes.]
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for Transport to see if freight concessjons
cannot be granted to the Northern cattlemen
to induce them to import pure breed bulls
and thereby develop a more vigorous type
of stock.

Mr. TOZER (Gympic) [4.57 p.m.}: The
vote 1s being increased this year. I have
no objection to that, because I regard this
department as practically the chief depart-
ment in the State. The majority of our
people are interested in agriculture and
stock, and no one can say that we have
wasted our time in occupying the whole
of the day in discussing the administration
of the department. 'The department will
be assisted if only one small suggestion is of
material advantage. The annual report is
a long and interesting document, but it is
unfortunate that we have not had sufficient
time to study it in a proper way. Iowever,
1 am very grateful that the 1ep01t arrived
prior to the consideration of the Estimates
of the department. I congratulate the
department upon the lsme of its very fine
¢ Agricultural Journal ” which we receive
from month to month. Its useful informa-
tion is of Interest to quitc a large number
of people. The majority of the producers

know nothing about the ‘° Agricultural
Journal.”  That is their own fault. Every
producer is entitled to a free copy, and

non-producers can obtain it at the small
cost of 1z per annum. No literature can be
cheaper. I desire to thank the department
for the journal. I get it, and pass it on
to those interested in dairying. fhey find
it is both useful and important in their
business,

no doubting the fact that the
department i< in a position to give splendid
advice 1o the producer. I have no desire
to say anything against the department, its
mspectors, or 3ts cther officials, because I
recognise they arce cxperts in their subjects
and po knowledge superior to that of
the average person.  We have persons who
specialise 1 some foerm of prnnmv produec-

There 1s

BEES

tion. They mav be authorities in their par-
tieular s d be able to carry on
theiv  activ tms vithout advice, but the

great majority of primary producers have
investad thelr money in the land, and have

no special kaowledge at all.  The depart-
ment can b and is of considerable bencfit
in those people.  That is the purpose for

We have discases
our fruit indus-
in fact,
affected at

which it was cstablished.
broakinﬁ ouL amongst stock,
t and even amongst oo
(,\l\t“"hg we produce b
some tine or other by dises The average
man has not the time or ability to dovote
to the study of {hose questions, and it is
only right that the RMinister should have
experis at his command to advise him in
cradicating  discase.  Thus benefit is con-
ferred, not merely on the individual pro-
ducer, but on the whole State.

The greatest

crop in the State is our
natural grasses, The departinent is devoting
a great noal of attention to mwnunxhatnw
what are the best crops of grass to plang in
the various districts.  We have had small
cxperimental plots In soveral distriets to
demonstrate how, by the use of fertilizers,
the growth of grass can be improved. That
iy not genmal]y known. Many people are
nob aware of the benefits to be obtained from
the growth of artificial grasses and the use
of fertilizers. We have always relied on
the natural grasses until adverse seasons com-

[#Mr. Sparkes.
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us to rely on artificial feeding. The
t two seasons have been excepmonally

dlv and this has compelled dairy farmers,
oq)kwally, to go in for the conservation of
both water and fodder. There is a certain
amount of relief country on our coastal bels.
On the approach of a dry spell the inclina-
tion of the dairy farmecer is to shift his cattle
to these coastal areas, I have had some
experience in this matter, but I am deter-
{ that I will never shift my cattle
aguin. It is necessary to send some person
down in charge of them. TIf the cattle are
milkers they very often go off their milk.
That is mcunlv on account of the change of
grasse Another dctumulml result is the
tact that the cattle pick up a quantity of
loose sand while feeding, and if they remain

o

i

on the coastal belt long c¢nough balls of
sand form in their stomachs. They fall
away in condition, and & number of them

die.  The approaches to water are generally
beggy, and cattle become bogged. In addi-
tion, the cattle stray, because the country
is unfenced, and in the final muster a number
ave found to be missing. Anyone who has
nad that expericnce will not embark on
such an undertaking again. There is a large
tract of country between our North Coast
and Double Island Point which is used as
relicf country in dry periods, where many
of the cattic disappear and ave never heard
of again.

If ke department can render assistance
to farmers in fodder and water conserva-
tion, 1t will be doing something that will be
of general benefit.  CUne pomnt that the
departinent could stress on  producers is
that many holdings are overstocked, the
OWILCES uppu ntly  failing to wealise that
,\lmt may bhe a smublg Call}mg ('«Lpaclt\
in a good scason is probably unsuitable in a
bad srason. It is in unfavourable seasons
that the troubles of the primary producers
are accentuated, bcerause where no provision
has Leen made for fodder conservation, the
producers are compelled to purchase fodder.
which is an expensive item, particularly so
when i has, as in mest cases, to be im-
peited from the Southernn States. We wa
to educate the prople to understandiz;
of what 1s a safe ¢ v, and In
that matter the dairy inspectors might assist,
The average dairy farmer thinks that the

chicf consideration is to have as large «
munbm of cattle as possible, and that the
more stock he can run on a property the
better it is for him. What he fails to realis:
is that if a suitable number of cattle wers
kept, and sufficient feed were nvailable to
carry the stock through not only good sea-
soits but also bad scasons, there would be 2
I sturn and a saving of stock losses
in dlougln, time.

In my own district a comparaiively large
area was utilised and a large number of
people were engaged in banana-growing.

The following figures will show tno com-
parative position of the banana industry in

Gympie dlstuct in the years shown—
1912, 1922. 1932.
Land under bananas
{acres) 106 2,570 2,371
Yield of bananas
(bunches) 10,008 552,561 417,682

In 1930 the banana industry was responsible
for the circulation of £209,000 in the Gvmpie
district, but through the ravages of disease
the amount had declined to £15,000 or
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20,000 in 1933. That is a very serious loss,
and it is in such matters that the depart-
ment might render greater assistance. 1
know that the departinent was able to stop
the spread of bunchy top beyond Maroochy-
dore; but, unfortunately, thrip discase broke
out in the Gympie district. It camme down
from the North and spread down South,
and if it is not stopped it will spread to
New South Wales. I understand from the
u\‘]’)Utﬂt\O") which waited on the Minister
when  the matter was  discussed  that an
officer was appointed to go into the matter.
In the first instance the experimental work
in North Queensland was delegat
J. Harold Smith. Then the experimental
work was transferred to the South and put
in chay of Mr. J. A. Weddell. T under-
stand that Mr. N. Caldwell now has it in
charge.

The SECRETARY FOR
only working on thrip.

Mr. TOZER: The discase has practically
ruined the banana industry in the Gympie
district. It is spreading south, and will
do damage to the rest of the banana planta-
tions if the spread is not stopped. Hxperi-
ments have been made in the use of bags.
Some people contended that bags were an
absolute success, but others say that a
different kind of bag than the one used was
rcn}uircd, that the latter was too open, and
the result was not as successful as was
auixmpated The department could go into
1 wetter and  a  great deal of good
vould he done if we could get rid of the
pest.  The trouble is that the areas which
have gone ouf of banana cultivation are too
small to carry on any industry, except grow-
ing beans or tomatoes, but there is not
cnough in these crops oxwpt as sidelines.
The arcas are too small for dairying., and
being on high Jands have not -sufficient
water. The banana-growers were earning
considerable amount of money, and when the
industry went down not only they themselves
suffered but the emplorees working for them
also. The ranks of the unemployed have
been swelled by former banana-growers and
their employees. In 1\ld1t>on to that, the
Government are losing  railway 1“1glnn
nment stand to lose ¢ fifty-fifty
with the banana-growers and their employees.

Acrictrrure: He s

Bananas were exported from the Gympie
district as under—

Cases.
1922 ... s 74,000
1933 .. ... 26,000

Thnt shows the great loss which has taken
place. From Cooran and Gynpie two years
ago they were sending away by train 50,000
cas~s a month, and it has now dropped to
7.000 casos a month. Those figures show the
loss canzed through the thrip pest. We can
realise what the loss through nests weuld be
in other industries controlled by the depart-
ment It the depariment can curb this
partienlsy dizease as well as others, and pre-
vent them from sm‘oading, it will be doing
wonderiul work for the State. There are
diseases which break out in the pig industry.
T hope that the Bill which was brought for-

ward to deal with this matter will prove
curcowful and fulfil our anticipations. Many
things are neccessary to Improve our stock,
"Iavw people sell «to medicines to dairy

farmer-, but the ordinary porson does nob
know whether they ave pure or notb.
It is the same with regard to the

quack medicines which the ordinary person
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buys. I understand, too, that there are many
stock medicines bemg sent out to dairy
farmers. The farmer does not know whether

they will benefit his stock or be the means
of introducing other diseases. If the depart-
ment ean remedy that evil in any way
think it should render the necessary assist-
ance, It is not possible to get the ordinary
dairy farmer to apply to the department for
advice. If the benefits that I have suggested
can be given without increasing taxatlon
they should be given. Some good is being
done, but I do not like the idea of increasing
taxation.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
her has exhausted the time allowed him
under the Standing Orders.

Mr., CLAYTON (Wide Bay) [5.20 pm.]:
I would like to take this opportunity of
thmlqng the Secretary for Agriculture and
his officers for ithe many kindnesses I have
reeeived at the department during the past
year in connection with matters relating to
my own electorate. I would wlso like to say
that we farmers appreciate very much the

monthly  journal which is issued by the
Departmeut of Agriculture. Many farmers
in my district appreciate the interesting
matter contained in the journal, which is

very helpful to them and cncourages them
in the {reatment of disease and other agri-
cultural practice.

wish to speak wore particularly in con-
nection with the dairying industry. Unfor-
tunately, Queensland’s milk pmductlon per
cow does not compare favourably with that
of some of the other States and other coun-
trics of the world with which we have to
compete on the British markets. A great
deal more should be done with the object
of improving the milk production, and for
that purpose information should be provided
for men engaged in the dalrying mdustry.
Tustruction and advice could he given to
ilier as to the more scientilic methods to be
used in the industry. I admit that much of
our trouble as vegards milk production is
due to the largeness of the arcas which are
nsed  for dmnmor purposes, the result of
which is that th’) matter of fodder conser-
vation is not studied as it would be if we
were forced to cultivate certain arcas in

order to carry on the industry. We arc
trading on our natural advantages, with the
result that the production per cow is not

improving.  Moreove in many districts
which are occupied mainly by graziers with
beef cattle a few of them bring in their
beef cattle 1o milk, and the small return

oot ha a tendency to reduce the aver-
Cof il production obtained from pure-
ced caitle. . That is to a large cxtent
re ‘onsib?o for the low milk noda(‘tmn per
cow. If statisties were obtained from some
of the more cxcollent breeds that are being

used in the industry, the position would be
ditierent. T have alw ays contended that
much of the improvement that has been

achieved in the dairying mdmtry has heen
duc to the awistanco rendercd by the Agri-
cultural Show Societies, which are wvery
numereus throughout Quoem]ahd and have
had an enormous influence upon the pro-
gress of the industry and the improvement
of dairy cattle. It is unfortunate that the
Government this vear have not seen their
way to consider the restoration of the sub-
sidy that has been given to these societies
in years past.

Mr. Clayton.]
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It is also unfortunate that periodical dry
spells arc experienced in Queensland, so that
flmuently our pastures are In many
instances overstocked. Immediately a good
season is experienced the farmers cudeavour
to raise as many of the calves produced by
their good cows with the result that they
become overstocked In a very short time,
and when a dry spell comes they begin to
lose their  stock—very often their best
milkers—which brings a tremendous loss not
only to the dairyman himself but to the
vhiole State. I am of the opinlon that more
scientific methods must be adopted in the
cenduct of the dairying industry.

The average dairyman who does not adopt
scientific methods does not sccure the maxi-
murm production per ¢ow, e cannot exvect
10 ohiain the rmaximum production if he
allows the bull to run frecly swith the cows.
Much better production could be seeared if
the bull were cnclos and a register were
kept showing the date of calving and the
date when the cow should be taken over for
service again. The maximmum production
will certainly not be obtained if the cow
is allowed to get in calf again five weeks
after the date of calving which occurs very
frequently with quite a vumber of dairymen,
It is quite a simple matter to fence off a
small arca adjacent to the cowyard, so that
these matters can be handied in a morc
scientific way with a view to greater produe-
tion per cow.

Another matter of vital importance to the
dairyman is the question of the conservation
of fodder. The department is quite prepared
to assist the dairymen who are willing to
ercet silos for the purpose, and I am quite
aL.slnd that the short: age of fodder supplics
in dry })euod: could be overcome by the
conservation of fodder on the farm during
seasons of plenty. Fields of maize and othey

green crops could be converted jnto Pnﬂlafre
which would be of immense value during dr
spells and it is unfortunatoe that greater offorts
arve not directed to this end. It is essintial
that the farmens snserve as wmuch hay
as they po:s Thew should not be
content with a singie stack but should build
more and more bmcl‘s. This would obviaiz
the 1 z:ity of having to drove valuable
stock to relief country from time to time,
from which many do not return. Perhans
many years of effort have been expcpduti in
the development of & valuable dairy herd,
and it is of the utmost m‘pothcc to ’t}"‘
dairying industry thaet fodder be conserveld
to maintain such herds intact.

It is 1'uea\i.w to note thai cvery =
is being given to the dairymen in the mattes
of herd- testing I have always been a fina

. believer in thc policy of herd-testing, bu‘ause

I ceuld never the wisdom of teeding a
w-cless cow when it could be culled by The
method of testing. Herd-testing very often
discloses that many unprofitable cows are
running i the herd. They consnme as much
feed as a profitable cow, perhaps more, and
by the ade ptxon of scientific methods rwstmoa
can be conserved by the climination of an-
profitable cows.

At 5.29 p.m.,
The

HAIRMAN resumced the chair.

CLAYTON: I stated on a pzenous
oceusion—I am under the impression that
the Minister promised to give effect to my
propo-al--that the teachers in the State
svheols  should be given tuition in hesd-

[3fr. Clayton.
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testing at tochnical colleges or butter fae-
tories, so that they mmhf impart the kuaow-
ledge to the childre The chitdren would
then be of great assistance to their parents.
The time and money of the cepariment
would be saved if the children weve ahle to
test the herds of their parints. This would
be beueficial to the dd.ll\ll“ industry as a
whole. 1f, after te‘tm:, a nud it iy found
that some are not giving a profitable retarn
there is a very convenicat method of dealing

with them, and that is by spaying. In the
course of time these spayed cows will fetten
and can be sold to the buicher. That

operation can be carried out sucees-{fully by
any farmer who has any knowlcdge of s
It is a method of culling the herd, and ges-
ting some return at the same time.

Tf measures such as I have suggested were
adopted we weuld get a much more cven
veturn throughout the year from our dairy
herds.  An unfortunate circumstance in the
nmavketing of our buttor overseas is the fact
that during the summeor meoenths we have
supplics in abundahce while in the winter
momths supplics crrﬂatl\ de (]mo The short-
age of supplics during the winter period
dees not enable us to maintain a contmulty
of supplies on the London market. It is
wost unfortunate that we should have a very
large amount of butter to cxport in one
perted of the year, and then praciically go
At the mar until supplics are available
ain. We loze contret with our clients and
crmit  foreign countries to exploit the
market we have been supplying.

I trust the Minister will give very scrious
consideration to the matters I have brought
before him. I speak as a practical dairy-
man. I have given my views on running a
deiry on morve sciontific lines. I trust they
will lead to greater encouragoment amongst
dairymen, aod that the &Zlinister thrcugh
his  offic will do something along the
lines sugge-ted. If so, dairymen might be
crcou to on opcrations ualong
more sclentifie lines than they are following
at the present time.

FUNNELL (Brishanc) [533 pam.]:
.1 desire to congratalate the AMinister,
Under Socretary, and the staff of the

ot for the very excellent work
: the past year. The report
cportment col‘tmm a fund of infor-

This can be passed on te the man
he laud, including the agriculturi-g, the
sian, #ud the fruitgrower. This infor-
wation is the resuli of accumul -t d experi-
cnee oL the departmental t ~h111(al officers,
: coellont work puummt by the
cyer a nunbe ot Jany
narks
- to the

with,
only to
wealth production of
eascs it.  The prod
the remote parts of the State welcomes
inforination of this kind. He is enable to
study 1 and put it 1t to practice when n-ces-

. 1 find during my travels throughout
State that the advice tendered by the
pment  is fully appreciated.

I rose particularly to give an emphatic
denial to the statement made by the hon.
member for Murilla concerning the sugar
industry, The action of the Federal Govern-

1 in th“
varicty of
advi

roport in referer
industiies

dealt
> 1t conlains tends not
preserve the present

The

the land, but 0

went in makirg a vieious attack on the
sugar industry, as well as several other
primary and secondary industries in this
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Witate, has been discussed at great length
on a number of occasions. Through the
action of the Federal Government a reduc-
tion was brought about in the price of sugar
of Ld. per Ib. hold very definite views
on the subject. If fuller consideration had
been given by the Federal Government to
what method should have been adopted to
bring about this reduction, 1 am convinced
that they would have decided that it should
have bncn borne by those best able to bear
it. If corrcet information could be obtained
from the raw millers and refiners it would
be found that the whole, or the greatest part
of the &d. per lb. reduction in the price of
sugar to the consumer, w Hch I gladly wel-
come, could have been borne by these
interests.

¥

I take the opportunity of referring now
to the staterment made by the hon. member
for Muyilla, who complained that the re-
duction in the price of suga' was not fairly
borne by all scctions in the industry. The
hon. me x.‘bor quite i. coructly stated that th.
workers in the industry wer. not suffering
reduction in wages, but thay the teral reaue-
tlon was being botne by the pxoducu in
actual fact, the Industrial Court award
applicable to the industry Imposed a recduc-
tron from the 1st July last of 31, per week in
the wages of sugar-tield work a propor-
sionate reduction in the hourly rate of sugar-
mill workers, and a reduction of 3d. per
ton in cuiting rates. It is only fair that 1
should give a strenuous denial to the incor-
rect statement made b\ th(‘ hl/“ Ill(“ll)in
for Muriila, in order that the people m
know ihe true position. I have exten-ive
krowledze of this industry, not only n
Queenriand bui also in New South Wales,
where, of course, there are only three small
mills dnd cousiderably fower p.ople are em-
ployed than in Queensland. There, however,
the workevs have suffered an cven gxcatkl
reduction in wages than is the positon n
Gueensiand.  The bulk of the industry s
carried on in Queensland, and until the reruin
of a Labour Government in 1915 the indus-
irw  was practically monopolised by the
Colonial Sugar Refining Company, Limited,
the Millaguin Sugar Company, Limited, and
two or three smaller companics. At that
time the farmer did not know the conveni-
ence of a telephone or a motor car; as a
matter of fact, h1s farm was mevely a piece
of land surrounded by morvtzages. Through
the efferts of the Quesnsland Iabour Go-
vernment the industry has been developed
to a remarkable extent, and to-day the pro-
ducer 15 receiving a fair and reasovable prics
for his cane, whether as a return for his
fabour or on the capital invested in the
industry.

: has been made of the 44-hour
week. ALy iaterpretation of a *f farmer”
is that he is a man who owns his own land
and works 1t with his own labour, except
for the short period when harvesting opera-
tions are being carried out, and I clai
that no undue hardships have boon mmposed
on the sugar farmer by Tndustrial Court
awards; and the 44-hour week does not afiect
the farmer. The larger holder in the industry
—the person or company who emiploys labour
all the year round—is more or less a specu-

lator, and is employing labour to show a
profit. The small farmer in the sugar indus

try appreciates the legislation which Labour
Governments have enacted to assist him, be-
cause as a result he enjnys a standard of
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comfort that is comparable with that ot
any other farmer in the State. We recall,

too, the cfforts of the ILabour Government
in building railways and rvoads to North
Queensland resulting in the opening up of
a vast arca of country on which we have
thriving townships and hundreds of farmers.
Xioreover, the Labour Government provided
central sugar-mills and broke down the com-
petition of private sugar-millers. The cane
farmers of this State have had all this bene-
ficial and sympathetic legislation from
[abour, while no such legislation has beeu
passed for the sugar producers in New Scuth
Wales, The thres mills operating in New
South Wales are owned by the Colonial
Sugar Relining Company, Ltd. The sugar
ffumer‘ and workers there have had to
rieet In conference with the Colonial Sugar
’.eﬁnino" Compuny, Lid., sceure the best
;, ble price for thelr cane.  They have
ow\r had the necessary lcgistative pxoted;on

of any Government in New South Wa

Prior to Labour coming into o[’ﬁ(:e in
Quecensland the cane farmer himself had
very little say in the industry. Vears

before, when black labour was cmployed,
what value was placed upon sugar lands?
It is only bocause the cane farmer gets a
fair and reasonable return for his labour,
which he did not enjoy prior to Labour’s
coming into office in 1914, that sugar lands
have increased in value. The indust
although suffering from over-production, is
still a pmﬁiah]e mdustry, and is giving the
canie farmers and others engaged in it « fair
and reasonable standard of hvmo It is one
of the most important industrics operating
in Australia. It gives vast employment to
the workers. 1t has been the mcans of
townships being built up in the sugar areas
with thriving businesses, and it has largels

contributed to increased railway and Rh,pA
ping fle]f‘ht\ Tt has been proved io be
deserving of the consideration and support
accorded to it by Labour, and the prescnt
{tovernment desire to continue that support.

I make this statement in answer to the
¢ of hon members opposite as to
what the Labeour Government have <lone
for the men on the land. One could go on
quoting what Labour has done, not only for
ihe sugar producers but also for those in

other industries. I do not lnow of aly
better example of socialisation of indus

than what has taken place in the sugar
mdusiry. It is a true illustration of swhat
can be done under legislation to provide
that all engaged in the industry receive a
fair and 10n~0nabm retarit for the lahour

and capital invested therein.

Mr. ROBLRTS (Fast Toowcomba) [5.46
p}: I did not piop to speak on this
vote, but after hearing the hon. member for
Luoggera vesterday, and the hon. member
for Brishane to-day, T wish to point out the
false po-ition thev have adopted.

The statements of the hon. member for
Brishbane as to what this Government have
done for the men on the land is not correct,
so far as my knowledge goes, and I can
claim to have a reasonable experience of the
country districts. As I have listened to the
rain  which has been falling during the
weck, for instance, I have thought of the
position in the country districts where they
want sunshine. T realise what it means to
those men on the land who, after months of

My, Roberts.]
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labonr, are now uncertain as to whether they
will be able to gather their crops. Last
Saturday crop after crop in the Drayton

and  Toowoomba  district was  utterly
destroyed by heavy storms. Those are coun-
ditions to which the workers whom hon.

members talk about looking after are not
subjected. They may find difficulty in
obtaining employment, but they have not
got the anxiety with regard to the gather-
ing of the crops that the men on the land
have, who if they cannot harvest their crops
are left without wages. The industrial
worker, however, is assured of every advan-
tage conferred by the awards of the Indus-
trial Court. The primary producer toils and
toils, but seldom reaps. What has the Sec-
retary for Agriculture done for these men
on the land? He has almost been cursed
uphill and down dale in certain districts for
the penance he has imposed upon them.
During the last couple of wecks meetings
have been held in my own electorate to
protest against the interference of the Go-
vernment by legislative enactment with
their respective industries. If you go into
the library you will see in the Toowoomba
¢ Chronicle ”” that two mectings have been
held in my own electorate and two in the
electorate of the Leader of the Opposition,
and others in other districts. The farmers
have held these mectings of protest, and
have taken up the attitude of retusing to pay
the taxes. I hope they will not persist. A
large bundle of postal notices have been sent
out. What for? To tell 500 people that
they have not sent in returns that are
required in respect of their bulls. They
have been ordered to pay 5s. registration
fee each. Only this afternoon I received a
Ietter from a man in my district, who says—

““ Please find enclosed circular which
I received on Tuesday. Also a card for
registering  bull, fee” 5s. Now, sir, I
have not got the 5s. to pay it. As you
know, about twenty months ago I got
all my paddocks burnt out, and there
was no scason to make the feed grow up
to about two months ago. Then the
storm and hail that we got last Satur-
day chopped and washed my potatoss
down towards Brisbane, washcd them
nearly all away.”

;l‘hz]it is one of many complaints that I have
had.

I have followed the legislation passed by
men who adopted the same methods as the
present Government over fourtecen vears,
and T know that the conditions of men on
the land are worse now than
before that regime. Those
gowng to be repeated.

they were
methods are

I have heard a good deal about pigs in
the course of this dcbate, and I would like
to shmy, from the report of the Department
of Agriculture and Stock, the progress that
is being made in  that industry. Many
people are interested in the pig industry in
Queensland, and much greater strides have
been made here than in any other State of
the Commonwealth. The  report of the
Senicr Inspector in Pig Raising, on page
38 of the departmental report, shows the
number of pigs in the several States of the
(Commonwealth in the years 1925 to 1931,
Foth inctusive. I do not intend to read the
whole cof the table. I take the years 1925

[Mr. Roberts.
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and 1931. The table shows that in those
vears the numbers were—
1925. 1931.
New South Wales 382,331 335,846
Victoria 339,601 286,780
Queensland 199,598 222 686,
South Australia 90,794 109,780
Western Austrlaia 74,316 120,521

It will be scen that the number of pigs in
New South Wales inercased during that
period by only 3,515, and in Victoria there
was a decrcase over the same period of
52,321, whilst in  Queensland the number
increased by 23,088. South Australia shows
an increasc of 18,886, whilst Western Aus-
tralia is the State to compare best with
Qucensland, showing an incrcase of 46,205.
In the production of bacon and pork
Queensland can more than hold its own.
Reference has been made to the introduc-
tion of the white pig. On page 41 of the
report the inspector states—

“ British breeds of pigs arc in prin-
cipal demand in Queensland, and in the
Large White and Middle White, Tam-
worth, and Berkshire breed some very
choice animals are available, and numer-
ous pedigree herds have been estab-
lished.”

I notice that in all these reports white pigs
are dealt with, but it will be noticed that
pigs which this State has stood by are well
to the fore. The development of an export
trade in bacon and pork is nothing new in
Queensland. T came across a very old letter
dealing with this phase of primary produc-
tion, but it is unfortunate that the date
should be torn off. It is a very old record,
probably twenty years old, but it shows that
in those dayvs private individuals were pre-
pared to make an effort to stabilise the pig
industry without any assistance whatever
from Governments. The lotter is addressed
to Meusrs, T. G. Robinson and Co., a com-
pany that was carrying on business in Too-
woomba at that time. I desire to pay a
compliment to Mr. Robinson. If anyone has
done anything in the interests of the man
on the land ou the Darling Downs it is this
gentleman. He was not an expert but he
was a man with practical knowledge, and he
utilised his knowledge for the b neiit of the
primary producer. This letter was written
to him probably twenty years ago, in the
early days of the Murarrie factory—

“ As vou appear to be largely inter-
ested in this line, we canrot do better
than give you the full text of what our
friends write on the other side in respect
to Qucensland pigs. We rnay state that
our agents are the best distributors on
the other side. They have a most exten-
sive connection of their own, and this
particular line is one in which thev are
thoraughly up to date. They handle all
the American pork (which is probably
now in disfavour to the advantage of
Australian), consequently shippers will
have their goods placed straight away at
best prices by experts. Anyway, we know
for a fact they have obtained 4d. a lb.
more than others for stuff sent by the
same ship.

“ They write as follows in respect to
Tome of the heavy weights, 120 to 150

‘We are pleased to say that the
pigs turned out in an exceedingly satis-
factory condition, quality wery good
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indeed. We had quite a number of
buyers inspecting them, and finally
disposed of the whole shipment at 5id.
One manufacturer reports as follows: —

*¢ 1 split the pigs this morning;
from the look of the pigs I feared
they would cut fat, but on opening
them both myself and foreman were
surprised at the amount of lean meat.
If they grow pigs of this class in
Queensland there is a sure fortune
for whoever gets in there first. 1
am curing some sides in pickle for
rolls, and others as Wiltshire sides.
We have no pigs here showing the
same amount of lean meat for weight
of the pig. Thesc samples Wlll beat
best Canadizn pes-fed for leanness.
and I think even beat Danish.”’

“The above pigs were consigned 1o us
at Murarrie where we took charge of
them and had them slaughtered for
1s. 8d. per head, and frozen and packed
ready for shlpment for another id. per
Ib. ~ The freight to London is about
9/16 of a penny. Our agents can do with
monthly shipments of 1,000 pigs or more,
and as we make advancea say, up to 3d.
per 1b. on frozen wewht shippers are
not long out of theie Capltal The
surplus is handed to them in about four
months, when we receive account sales.

“ Yours faithfully,

“For Webster and (o., Limited,

“ F. Greex.”

I have read that letter to show that at all
times private individuals have been prepared
to do their best to stabilise industries with-
out any assistance from Governments, I
only wish that we had more men of that
type to-day. It is unfortunate that the
legislation which is introduced by Govern-
ments to-day tend to make individuals rely
on Governments for support rather than upon
themselves. We scem to have forgotten the
days when individuals were prepared to do
their best for the country without vegard to
Government assistance, Hon menbers oppo-
site should try to recognise that men with
capital are entitled to a reasonable return,
and that they should not be harassed by
unfair Industrial Court decisions. If hon.
members opposite would only look at the
matter in that light there would be fewer
disturbances in industry.

I do not come very much in contact with
the officers of this department. That may be
my misfortune, but when I have had occasion
to deal with them I have found. as is always
noticeable with officers of Government dt'parh
ments, that they are always courfcous and
considerate. T comphmont the department
on the interest it is taking in the pig and
calf clubs attached to schools in the country
areas. These clubs are now controlled by
the Department of Public  Instruction.
Recently in two centres in my electorate T
had occasion to visit schools where calf clubs
were in operation. The department was
considerate enough to make one of its
officers available to assist in the inspeetion
of the work done. I was astonished at the
knowledge these school children were obtain-
ing in connection with the dairy cow. They
were able to give an instructive lecture to
the parents and others intercsted in the work
of the school. It occurred to me that under
this tuition they could rcally start life at a
point where their fathers were huishing
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after many years of very hard toil. Tt
is of considerable importance to this State,
particularly as we arc a primary pxoducmg
State, that we should instil into these chii-
dren a desire to stay where they have been
accustomed to live, that is, in the country,
and not in the towns or mtv

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULSLURE
(Hon. F. W, Bulcock, Bareoo) [1.3 p.m.}: As
I said last year, I am gratiied to notice
that the w ork bemg done by my department
is, with fow exceptions, appreciated not only
by hon. members but also by the people
outside Parliament. Certain hon. mentbers
told this Committee that this is the most
important department of State. With all
due respect to other departments I rather
agree with that viewpoint, becausc I see
no immediate future before Queensland
except that future asscciated with primary
production. As our future necessarily
materially lies in the direction of the pro-
ﬁecuuion of successful agricultural pursuits,
it is obvious that my departmcnt has a very
grave duty to discharge to the people of
this State. It can be said without fear of
argument that the officers of my depart-
ment are zealously and loyally discharging
their duty.

During the debate some question was
raised about the relative value of scientifio
education and practical agriculture. Certain
hon. members have affected to despise the
individual associated with the more or less
scientific side of agricultural production,
We have gone through a big gamut of
expression in this 1ega1d The ex-Secretary
for Agriculture, the hon. member for Coo-
roora, paid a very glowing tribute—very well
doserved—to the cxperienced technical officers
of the department, but the hon. member for
Murilla had apparently nothing but con-
tempt for the man whose work he does not
understand and makes no effort to understand.
Between these two schools of thought—on
the one hand a desire to eulogise the work
of the scientific staff and on the other hand
a desirc to condemn undeservedly the work
of that staff—is a very wide gap, and hon,
members might orient their minds in the
right direction and realise that the true
work of those officers of my department who
are the technical advisers and research men
of the department is to reconcile scientific
knowledge and agricultural practice. It is
tyue that they can tell people what to do,
but 1t is equally true that they cannot make
them do those things; but so long as we have
a staff of technicians who are prepared to
inform the vpeople of the most modern
methods of agriculture, and who are pre-
pared to prosccute research along these lines,
I have no fear for the future of agriculture.
I believe that, generally spedl\mg, on the
cultural side our practices are sound, but
there is distinct evidence tHroughout the\
world—Qucensland is no isolated example—
of whati might be termed a modern school
of agricultmal practice and agricultural
thought. This new school of agricultural
practice recognises that science is the hand-
maiden of agriculture. It subscribes to the
doctrine that agriculture is tho oldest of the
arts and the youngest of the sciences. That
is abundantly proved, and in every country
in the world, including Australia, rapid scien-
tific development is evident in agriculture
and stock husbandry. In our own sphere the
Commonwealth Government some few years
ago recognised the necessity of undertaking

Hon. F. W. Bulcock.]
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scientific investigation on definite lines. The
organisation known as the Council for Scien-
tific and Industrial Research was founded
and that organisation has made very material
and wvaluable contributions to the wellbeing
of industry—in agriculture in pavticular.
It is necessary that hon. members generally
should realise that practical agriculture is
dependent upon the work that is being done
in the fields and in the laboratories, and I
think the Department of Agriculture in
Quecnsland, if measured by that test, will
be found quite capable of favourable com-
parison with that in any other State in the
Commonwealth or any other country in the
world

During the time at my disposal I propose
to deal with the various points which have
been raised by hon. members who have con-
tributed to this debate. Last night the hon.
member for Murrumba, in addressing him-
self to this Committee, made what 1 consider
was one of the best contributions made during
the period that the “ Chief Office ” vote has
been under consideration. The hon., mem-
ber spoke of the work that is being done by
Mr. Leweock, a p‘nhologlst who is devoting

his time to the investigation of problems
assoclated with the mmdonoe of discase in
pineapples. Very valuable work indeed is

being donc by that officer, and it is to the
credit of the Orvdmsahon concerned—the
pineapple scction of the fruit industry—that
1t was willing to find some portion of the
finance necessary to put this work in hand.
I am constrained to say that I think the ex-
Secrctary for Agriculture showed consider-
able vision when he decided that it was
necessary that this officer should be appointed.
How different is the viewpoint of the hon.
member for Murrumba from the viewpoint
of other hon. members opposite who have
addressed themselves to this question !

Mr. Forwy: ‘ihey different
periods.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
If not to diffcrent periods, at least to dif-
ferent schools of agricultural thought. It is
i.oticeable that the younger members of this
Parliament—TI refer to them in respect of age
rather than in respect fo pericd of service
in Parliament—uare those who subscribe most
ardently to the new doctrine of agricultural
practice. That 13 typilied by the remarks of
the hon. member for Murrumba, who con-
siders it right that industry should make
some contribution to the solution of iis own
preblem, and who did not grudge tho con-
tribution being made by one sccilon in that
direction. Other hon. members opposite,
addressing themselves to the problems of
suliure on the rescarch side, have sug-
osted  that the taxpayer fr(\nexally should
pd.' for all the benefits that result from
the prosccution of reseaveh work. That 1s an
entirely wrong angle from which to view
the question. For its own preservation
industry must be prepared to bear some
share of the cost of research associated with
that industry, and because thal is so I
welcome the utterances of the hon., member
for Murrumba, for I think they were some
of the most significant utterances made
during the course of this debate.

Some hon. members have addresed them-
selves to the question of thrip—more par-
ticularly the hon. member for Murrumba,
who raised the question, and the hon. mem-
ber for Gympie, who at a later stage
addressed himself to that subject at some
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leogth. It is uscless to pretend that thrip
is not a ve ry grave problem. If it is not
satisfactorily dealt with, I believe it will
decimate the banana industry of Quoeensland
and New South Wales,  lts ramifications
arc probably much wider than we suspect
at the present time, and it is necessary that
we should pursue undeviating investigations
into this trouble. It is true that one year
bagging appeared to be some remedy, but
the next year the results of bagging were
by no means so satisfactory, and we do not
Loliove that bagging is rvomgr to be the final
solution of the p1obh‘m. It is also fair to
vemark that the hon. member for Gympie
introduced a deputation to me and impressed
upon me the nccessity of doing some research
work in regard to thrip, and urged that
1 should appoint an officer for the purpose.
The question arose as to where I was going
to get a trained man capable of undertaking
this investigation. I asked my chief officers
to name an individual who was capable of
undertaking the work, and finally T was
told that probably the only man who had
some knowledge of thrip control and who
had investigated the cycle of thrip was then
doing work in New Guinea. We got into
touch with this gentleman by erelebq and
finally succeeded in getting his services for
Quoensland.  He is Ohgamd at the present
Lime exclusively on thrip investigation work,
and from the conversations I have had with
hitn I am satisfied that he, in association
with other officers of the department, can
find a remedy. but that the remedy will
be very difficult to discover. It is a very
real problem associated with a very valu-
able industry, and the prosccution of the
investigation along those lines will be con-
tinued until some solution is found. Banana
thrip control presents problems not pre-
sented by any other form of inscet infes-
tation.

The hon. member for Murrumba raised
the question of the control of banana dis-

ease, and here again I would say that the
hon. member belongs to the new school of
thought rather than to that old school of

bouﬂht which rather takes the attitude that
“God's in his heaven, all’s right with the
\;'orldA” The hon. member recognises the
necassity of taking drastic action to deal
wi this question of banana disease con-
trol. T recognise that necessity, and if what
I saw in certain arcas in the Currumbin
Valley were typical of the existence of
bunchy top, then I can only say that I
appreciate the value of the legistation which
was placed on the statute-book by the
ex-Secretary for Agriculture, which gives
me power to deal with the situation as I
find it. I supported him iu the passage of
the Act, although it involved taxation on
the people (’oncorned, and gave the Secretary
for Agriculture through this Parliament
very wide and extensive powers. I believe
it tc be necessary. My oxperience adminis-
tratively has shown me the necessity of it;
but I want to raise this point—that when
the neccseity arosze when I was sitting in
opposition I did not cavil at the incidence
of new taxation, nor did I cavil at the
incidence of new taxation when the hon.
gentleman brought down the proposal to
HICY#ase very matulally the assessments on
stock, because T belioved that it was neces-
=41y ; I gave him support in that direction.
I did not cavil when he proposed to tax
the humble bee, because I believed it was
necessary to do so. As a matter of fact,

=
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during the three years that the hon, mcmber
for (Jooroora, was Secretary for Agriculture,
aithough be brought down quite a number
of aml(ultuml taxation meunsures, *° Han-
sard ° will show that on no occasion did I
or mimbers of my party oppose them. We
were not generous; we werc just.

Let us reverse the situation. Time after
time during the debate to-day we have been
told that I have inflicted taxation to the
Adetriment of the farming community. I
rropose on the applo')l‘ld[é‘ votes to analyse
that taxation to see just what is meant;
but the sum total of fces that have been
imposed on the agricultural and pastoral
industries of this State by myself is a
mere bagatelle when compared with the
fees and taxes that were inflicted during the
previous three years, when my friend the
ex-Secretary for Agriculture was in  the
position that I now occupy.

Some questions have been raised about the
nut industry. I think there is a miscon-
ception so far as the nut industry is con-
cerned. There arc tremendous problems to
overcome., As Secretary for Agriculture I
want to say emphatically that any person
who  believes that he can grow nuts by
niercly planting them in the soil is doomed
to disappointment. Certain interested indi-
viduals have advanced claim: to having
secured good varieties, which are really of
a cheap t"pe of nut, and have been cxploit-
ing them. Blany people who planted these
nuts are doomed to disappointment. In
the first place, the Queensland nput 1is
notoriously untrue to type. You cannot rely
upon getting trueness to type, and if rou
cannot rely on getting that trueness to type,
much pahent 1mc=twailou in ])xopagjatmn 18
necessary. The question of the produ.tion
of the nut gencrally involves the question of
budding and grafting, in which there scem
to be tremendous difficulties. Irom my
own experience I have encountered no tene
to type nut; no other nut is so difficult to
propagate as the Queensland nut. When
planted the nut appears to do well for a
vear or o and then dies oftf. My experi-
ence in this direction is not singnlar. Many
experiments have been made with onlv paT
ial success, and we are still at the exper:
mental stage

Several hon. members have made refercuce

to work that is being doue at S8t TLucia.
Evidently, some hon. members arce under
the impression that St. Lucia is meroly

a training farm for boys. That is not the
true position at all. I do mnot propose to
deal with that phasc of the question, but

rather with the broader phase of tho St.
Lucia experimental work. I have found it
necessary to have a plantation prepared

under the immediate control of responsible
officers, and we have planted an area at
St. Lucia with different varietics of Quecns-
land nuts, and there we propose to experi-
ment with budding and grafting and other
methods of propagating the nut and other
problems associated with the production of
the «rop. In addition to that, I would
remind the Committee that one of the terms
and conditions under which $t. Lucia was
handed over to my department for five
years by the Universily was that if that
institution desired to do any cxperimental
work there facilties would be placed at its
disposal. I am sure the Committee—parti-
cularlr the hon. member for Cooroora, who
spoke of the desirability of having an experi-
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rental farm in close proximity to the office
—wiil agree that St. Lucla mcets that re-
quircment. The St. Lucia farm was estab-
Lished to meet that desire on my part and
on the part of the ex-Sccretary for Agricul-
ture, in order that there should be some
lmndy place where experimental work of a
tar-reaching character might be done. The
advantage is this: That if necessary I cam
senid an officer from the department out
there in twenty minutes to carry out any
necessary work. Instcad of having experi-
mental farms scattered over the length and
breadth of the State, I can concentrate on
experimental work, cultural, pathological, or
otherwise, and can place that work in the
care of a man whora I can trust and whose
knowledge I respect.  For that reason, St.
Lucia is discharging an important and very
valuable obligation to the department and
to agriculturists generally.

The hon.

member for Murrumba also
raised the question of the cultivation of
castor oil. He was very interesting in the
hypothesis that he put forward, but I must
admit that I do not know anythmg about
the cultivation of castor 0il. The data sub-
mitted by the hon. member is certainly
worthy of investigation. I understand that
castor oil is extensively used in infant prac-
tice. (Laughter.) I ure the hbon., mem-
ber that T will endeavour to investigate
the question from the angle put forward
by him lest night, and if there are any
commercial and  cconomic possibilities in
what he suggested, we will endeavour to
rcalise them. The hon. member also raised
an important question affecting mnot only
castor oil but also quite a number of other
agricultural products in Queensland. One
thing that confronts us is that there are
many different types of agricultural pro-
ducts which can ba consumed in Queensland.
Sunflower seed has been men’monod, for
instance. If the department said thst the
production of sunflowers was profitable, the
result will be that many people would grow
them and more would be produced than
could be consumed. The law of supply and
demand would operate, and the net result
will ke the price will fall considerably. If
any system could be evolved by which we
could ‘control the prodiiction of any of these
crops, however, we would add materially
to the wealth of the State. I do not know
how members of the Opposition would regard
a proposition to license a certain number
of people to cultivate and produce certain
products,  That secermns to be the only solu-
tion. If we could do that hundreds of
thousands of pounds would he dddcd to the
wealth of our State. One day, when I am
more optimiztic as to the mpklcx‘(v of the
Opposition than T am now, I may introduce
legislation to give us that power with regard
to certain <r0(1ﬁod crops, so that we can
satisfy onr State and Australian require:
ments and at the same time avoid the
danger of gluts in the market.

Mr. BraxD Interjected.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T wiil do what T believe to be right The
duty of the Opnosition naturally is to oppose
anything. T have been long encueh in
Parliament to realise that fhov are the real
factors associated with the people who wre
opposed {o us.

During this debate I do not nropose to
particularise so far as individual members

Hon. F. W. Bulcock.]
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are concerned. There has been a tremendous
amount of discussion coucerning tobacco
from the pessimistic view that tobacco can
never be satisfactorily grown in (Queomldnd
to the ultra-optimistic view that tobacco is
destined to become onc of the greatest indus-
tries of our State. Somewhere hetween the
two extremes lies the true perspective. 1
believe that tobacco has a material future
in this State, but I do believe that the boont
that took plaue two or three years ago was
one of the most disadvantageous things that
ever overfock a new indust The people
believed that there was a fortune to be
made in tobacco. We had not the necessary
technical tuition available for growing
tobacco. We adopted a system that lent
itself very readiiy to the dissemination of
diseases over the whole of our Btate, dinsasc:
that could under & proper system of cultural
control have been coufined to cerrain limited
areas. The haphazard systemn which was
adopted was one that might quickly have
spread the discases over the whole State.
Another phase of development thar T think
is going to be a particularly serious one,
more cspecially in regard io tobacco pro-
duction in Northern Queensland, presents
itself.  Tlon. members will recolleet that
ecarly this year 1 spent a certain  time
amongst The tobacco };]u]]hLHO[]\ of the Novth.
1t is rather irksome to hear hon. members
opposite und the press talk of Marveeba
tobacco as if Marceba were the only district
capable of producing tobacco. On the
occasion that I visited the North the
Mareeba tobacco was not cqual to the tobacco
of many other arens. The Sceretary for
Public Works said the other day thai the
tobaceo that was being produced at Dim-
bulah was probably superior to the tobacco
produced in other aree Vhen I wvisited
the North I certainly ried away the
impression that Dimbulah during that parti-
cular season and under the climatic con-
ditions which prevailed at the time was a
potential tobacco arca, perhaps better than
other areas that I visited during my tour.
On  the other hand there are cultural
problems quite apart from the cconomic
problcm of marketing that have been dis-
ed during this va:uc First of all, we
have to inquire into the question of disecase
control. I can assure hon. members that I
believe that it will be nccessary to intro-
duce very drastic legislation if we are going
to climinate discases and make tobacco a
cominercial proposition. On the cultural side
we shall have to have the best varicties.
I am informed by reliable correspondents
that the varicties we arc growing in Queons-
land are varieties that have been discarded
in cther tobacco-growing countries and that
new vavietles are being planted in those
countries. There may be something in that.
Colour is lent to the suggestion bv the fact

that e this vear Hm Tnited States of
America prohibited the export of tobacco
seed in other than experimental quantitics.

We have then ancther obstecle that must be
overcome—that is, the question of s¢il ’r.»\ pes.
Nobady could be satisfied with the rudimen-
tary rule-of-thumb methods that were applied
in selecting the tobacco arecas now under cul-
tivation in the North. My own personal
impression in the North was that the land
would probably grew tobacco satisfactorily
for twelve months. In those tobacco arveas
that were virgin, good crops were produced,
but it was a noticeable fact—my officers com-
mented upon it as well as myself and resi-
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dents of the district—that where the tobacco
was being grown for the second year in
succession the results were not nearly so
satisfactory, and where the tobacco was
being grown for the third year in succession
we  heard much adverse comment. That
would seem to indicate the neceasity for
some rescarch work so far as fertilization and
general cultural methods are concerned. At
the present time I have before me a scheme
that I hope will mcet with the requircments
of the various districts. The Commonwealth
(tovernment propose to supplement the State
staff by threc men. These three officers may
or may not be hard to find. They will be
definitely aliocated to tobacco cuiture and
one of the prime necessities in this regard
will be to have an experienced chemist, a
man who has devoted a considerable amount
of his time to the fertilization equation so
fai as it reclates to Northern Queensland.
As our plants mature it will be possible to
send one of our cxperienced chemists, who
has been specialising in the chemistry aspect
of tobacco-growing, to Northern Queensland,
and place him in charge of some very wide
experimental work which is projected there.
On the general question of tobacco, it is
futile to visualise the future of the lndustry
from one scason’s work. There is not onc
tobacco organisation in Queensland that has
not suffered the pangs of adversity. The
hon. member for Oxley asked nie to be some-
what more lenient to the Bark Ridge people.
The hon. member for Carnarvon introduced
a deputation to me the other day in respect
of some additional finance required by some
pecple who are running the Kl Dorado
syndicate of tobacco-growers in the Texas
district. In cvery district in Queensland the
Government are being approached for finan-
cial assistance by fobacco-growing companics.
T is clear that we should not differentiate
as between districts. TLast year all districts
met with adversity, and probably adversity
will again be met with this y If we
can overcome somwe of the fundamenial
probleras, and are prepared to face the gues-
of whcf(mtor' fertilization, pmpeL
and proper soil types, particularly
if we sre preparsd to drastically and reso-
lutely face the guestion of disease in all its
nifications. we ean establish the tobacco
industry on a safe and sound foundation.

The hon. members for Rockhampton and
Wynnum raised the question as to the duty
of the Commonwealth Government in assist-
ing the industry. I cannot feel that a meore
contribution of £2.500 per annum for three
or five years, as the case may be, rvepre-
sents the Commonwealth obligation to the
industry in this Sfate. The (,ommou“calth
apparently with the suppert of certain bon.
members opposite, more particularly the hon.
member  for Muriila, roqaml import and
excise duties on tobacco as being part of the

revenue tariff. I cannot >ubsm11, to that
view. It s not reasonable that a revenue
tariff should be inflicted on the industry.
Ton. members oppesite have told me ten

theusand #imes during the period I have
been in  this  Parliament that it is the
primary producer who pays all taxation.
If that be so—and we can only argue on
this point from the viewpoint of homn. mem:
bers opposite—then if the IFederal Govern-
ment propose to raise revenue by means of
taxation on taxation, is it not the grower
who ultimately suffers? There is no escape
from that if the arguments put up by hon.
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members opposite are sustained by the facts
of the case. The tobacco industry in Queens-
land, or in Australia, should not be the sub-
ject of revenue taxation. It should be
allowed to have as clear and free a run
as 1s possible until it is definitely estab-
lished. Onece it is established the position
can be reviewed, but during its infancy
handicaps of a formidable naturc are placed
on this industry with the result that they
have made a material contribution to the
adversity suffered by the grower to-day.
The question is raised: Why is much of our
Australian tobacco not being used while a
huge volume of foreign tobacco is being
imperted?  The hon. member for Wynnum
stated it was necessary to import some per-
centage of tobacco in order to blend satis-
factorily. That may or may not be true.
The argument in support of the statement
is that the soil types of America are some-
what restricted, and because they are
restricted, frankly, it is necessary to import
from cother countriec a small percentage of
tobacco for blending. We have a greater
number of soil t\/pes than they have in
America, and we are producing a wider
range of tobacco. While only experience
can show us what we can do, my own per-
sonal opinion is that with vast areas of
tobacco land, and with the tremendous dis-
parity of soil types which lend themselves to
the production of different trypes of tobacco
required for bleuding purposes, we ought to
be reasonably free after a certain period
from the necessity of importing tcbacco.

Mr. WiexBoLT: Would you place an
embargo on imported tobacuo?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I would not impose an enxbalgo which would
mean ‘“‘ sudden death’ to imported tobacco,
but I wonld favour an embargo which would
Jlead to a diminishing quantity of tobacco
being introduced each year. At the end
of a certain period of time therc should be a
total prohibition of imported tobacco. If
foreign tobacco is to displace our tobacco on
the markot it is obvious that quite a large
volume of our tobacco is not going to be
sold. Two very interesting facts emerge in
this connection. Mr, Riordan, the member
for the Kennedy division in the Federal
House of Representatives, was informed by
the Minister for Trade and Customs the other
day that the tobacco manufacturing com-
panies had refused to enter into a buying
agreement with the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. The fo'lowing dav a question was
asked in the House of Representatives con-
cerning the importations of foreign tobacco,
and the answer is very illuminating and
very definitely bears out the contention which
has been advanced by hon. roembers on this
side that the Commonwealth Government are
not doing everything that they have heen obli-
gated to do In respect to the preservation of
this industry. Mr. Riordan, M.H.R., asked
the Minister for Customs what amount of
tobacco was imported into Australia for the
years 1831-32 and 1932-33, and the Jinister
for Trade and Customs replied that in 1931
the amount of unmanufactured tobacco
imported was 15,119,305 1b., and in 1932
14,031,708 1b. 'The margins arc altogether
too narrow so far as Australia is concerned.
I am not materially concerned about the
pence value of the import duties, but I am
very materially concerned about the fact
that the incidence of this taxation allows
14,000,000 Ib. to 15,000,000 1. of tobacco to
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come into Australia, while the total consump-
tion of tobacco in Australia is only 20,000,000
1b. It is quite obvious no mdustxy can sur-
vive under those conditions, and it is also
obvious that unless the Commonwealth Go-
vernment are prepared to do something more
than make a grant of £2500 a year avail
able to this and other Governments for
three or five years, the tobacco industry is
doomed so far as the Commonwealth is
concerned.

Mr. MOORE:

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am glad the hon. gentleman has raised that
question. During the course of this debate
the hon. member for Cook assured me we
were growing a superfine tobacco. The cx-
Sccretary for Agriculture on one occasion
made some very oulorrlﬂmc references to the
type of tobacco that was being produced at
Beerburrum. If my memory serves me
rightly, the bon. member said that this was
the finest tobacco produced in Australia, or
so he was advised by his experts.

Mr, Warxgr: The experts reported that.

The SKCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
That brings us to this question: We have
demonstrated without fear of contradiction
that we can produce the superfine tobaccos
that are required. From my own personal
knowledge I do not believe that the real
difficulty lies in the pmductxon side, but
rather in the manufacturing side; and T
believe there arc certain pcople who have
done this State and the tobacco industry of
the Commonwealth a very grave disservice
in the type of tobacco they have placed on
the market.

Mr. MoORE : Ther‘ is no doubt about that.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

From time to time we have been confronted
with glowing advertisements about the
merits of Queensland tobacco and Australian
tobacco generally, I think that in my posi-
tion as Secretary for Agriculture I, like my
predecessor, have sampled more tobaccos
than any other hon. member. Sometimes I
think these samplcs are given to me out of
pure malice. (Laughter.)

Mr. Moore: So that you
smoking.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have sometimes thought that if I were con-
demned to smoke some of the tobaccos given
to me as being typically representative
samples of Queenﬂhnd tobacco I would pre-
fer to take on another diet altogether. On
the other hand, I have smoked some very
excellent tOb:LC(‘OS more particularly some of
the tobaccos buvlg pmduwﬂ in North Queens-
land. Without nawming any one tobacco
rather than another, the tobacco ploduced by
Mr. Bayliss in North Queensland is one of
the best tobaccos I have ever smoked. It

may not suit e\m\orms taste; but it suits
my taste, and is comparable with the best of
tobaceos that I buy from overseas sources,

The fact emerges that on the cultural,
cconomie, and mqnufdcturmg sides there are
diverse pmbloms that have to be faced.
There is this last burden of revenue taxation
which has been inflicted by the Common-
wealth Government, and is the last straw
that has broken the camel’s back, and I feel
sure it is a very short-sighted pollcy on the
part of the ‘C’ommom\ea]th Government to
insist on getting their pound of flesh, because
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the sum tolal result of that activity will be
the Lreaking down of the industry itself.

The hon. member for Cook made some
reference to the necessity for the establish-
ment of agricultural training facilities in
North Queensland, and while it is not very
often that I agree with the hon. member
I find on this occasion 1 very materially
agree with him, as do the Government. At
Kairi, in North Queensland, we have an
institution that can be readily adapted to
the purposc for which it is intended, and I
can assure the Committee that it is intended
in the near future to proceed with the scheme
that has been outlined.

The hon. member for West Moreton made
some remarks last night concerning the
decontrol of potatoes affected with potato
blight, and in a jocular fashion offered to
give £25 to the Children’s Hospital or some
other institution if I could prove that
potatoes infested with fly moth were not
going to wcertain soup kitchens. I am not
going to ask the hon. member to make that
contribution, but I want to assure him that
since he made that assertion I have caused
inquiries to ke made, and I find that potatoes
affected with scab have on occasions found
their way to the soup kitchens. No doubt
the hon, member was confusing scabby pota-
toes with potatoes affected with potato moth.
~Mr. Manrr: Noj; I stand to my proposi-
tion.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Then I will stand for the challenge I made
to the hon. ember ast night that it s
his obivious and bounden duty to supply me
with the data of which he says he is in
possession. I have caused some inquiries to
be made during the day about the question
of potato moth in the Southern States of
the C‘ommonwealth, and what the hon. mem-
ber is actnally asking me to do by decon-
treling potatovs is to invite all the rejected
potatoes from the other States of the Com-
monwealth to find their way te the Queens-
land mavket. If we decontrol so far as
Queensland is concerned, we have to decon-
trol w0 far as the other States of the Com-
mounwealth are concerned.  Section 92 of the
Commonwealth Constitution governs the posi-
tion in that regard, The net result of the
advoracy of the hon. mewber, if it were
put into operation, would be that overy
State of the Commonwealth would be able
to send its rejects to the Quecnzland market.
I am sure the hon. member did not give any
matrrial considerztion to that phase of the
que-tion.

One very important question which has
been raised during the debate iz that asso-
ciated with water conservation. I was par-
ticularly intercsted in the remarks of the
hon. member for Xirani in rclation to cer-
tain cultivation cfforts which were being
made in a pastoral area of Queensland, at
Retro Station.  Tiike the hon. member, I
have had the opportunity of going there
my=elf on mere than one occasion and sceing
the actual operations heing engaged in. Mr,
Allen is the manager of that station, and
he has been very highly commendud for the
work he is doing there, but although Mr.
Allen has demonstrated that these things
arc possible on Peak Downs, it is «ignificant
that other pastoralists on Peak Downs or
on the Mitchell downs of the West have not
followed suit.

Mr. SWAYNE:
1 think.

[Hon. F.

It is a psychological matter,
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE-
It may be. It is clear, however, that they
have not followed suit. At one time 1
believed that the question of water conserva-
tion was such a big one that it should engage
the practical attention of the pastoralists of
the West, but my views have been modified
in later years. I have lived in the pastoral
country long cnough to form a definite con-
clusion so far as water conservation 1s con-
cerned. Practical men tell me that it will
have to be done in a practical way. The
hon. member will say they are doing 1t at
Retro, but even though they may be doing
it at Retro, further west we find climates
that are not suitable for the growth of forage
crops.

Mr. Swayxe: T said within 200 miles of
the coast.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURL:
It may be an excellent proposal within 209
miles of the coast, but the rcal point I wish
$0 make is that hen. members during the
course of the debate have reiterated from
time to time “Hands off the farmer!
{Iands off the pastoral industry! Ilands off
this phase of the industry, and hands off
that phase of the industry!”

Mr. MaxwirL: No wonder! You said
you would make the pastoralists squeal.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
T do not know that the hon. member knows
much about the pastoral industiy. The only
sime I have heard of the genial member for
Toowong squcaling was when he went out to
the West to have a lock at the conditions
there, and they tell mc that he squealed
very loudly about the conditions the peopl

seore encountering.  On the other hand, |
believe that anotber hon. ber eame ha k

with & very exeslleut ion of the
West, and feli tha: he was in duty bound
to represent the claims of the West in this
Legislature, and 1 +hink tha he docs so.
Tlon memberz opposite saz.  ITands ofl all
thes umlertakives ' Do th mean  that
in all the debate this afteenoon that ve have
after all been engaged ou an educationsl
and propaganda camyalgn in weipect to the
virtue of : fon rather than in
an cffort to mething practical? 4
ther coutinue to sy  ITands off this” a
“Mands off that,” and at the =ame tine
say ¢ Conserve fodder,” do they not leave
the question in the air?  Ave they not
engaging in an aeademic debate which Lus
no merit?  That is the impression £ have
gained. During the present debate the hon.
member for Isis said that it was my duts
as Minister to educate the people as {o the
merits of fodder conservation. W :

department, have for over twenly
besn educating the people on fodder
servation. (ertain  concrete and definite
proposals hzve been put before the Bureau
of Industry. Several recommendations have
been placed before me in regard to the

2
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conservation of fodder, but whether thosn
recommendations have anything to com-

mend them or not I am not prepared to say
at this juncture. 1 require a good deal
more data before I can do so. But this fact
does emerge. We have heard much about
the intelligence of the average farmer, and
I believe ihat he has to be intelligent or go
to the wall, and if the question of fodder
conservation has not engaged the serious
attention of these people is it not obvious
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that they do not regard it as being worthy
of practical application?

Mr. WaLxer: But they do.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
If they do the facilitics of the Agricultural
Bank arc at their disposal. I assure the
hon. member that if any person who has the
sccurity that is required under the Act
passed by this Parliament will submit an
application for an advance for the pur-
pose of conserving fodder, he will gt
favourable consideration. I am not alone
in that policy, because it has been the
established policy of the Agricultural Bank
for quite a number of years. I would like
to see a tremendous drive made in the
active conscrvation of fodder, because I
know how much 1t would mean, not only
to the individual but also to Queensland a
a whole. But after all the responsibility
does repose on the individual. If individual
farmers arve desirous of conserving fodder,
the facilities that are available will be
placed at their disposel. It may be that
later—it might be ill-advised now—that the
Agricultural Bank may say that the only
security it can accept will be a security on
which facilities cxist for the conservation of
fodder. It would be a right view to take,
but I think it would be unpopular, and
would be resisted because it would be said
by the clients of the bank and by members
of this Assembly that we were forcing
certain things upon the farmers as the price
of a loan from the Agricultural Bank. To
sum - up, it is casential that we should
have a vigorous policy of fodder conserva-
tion, but we cannot do that until we have
gained the co-operation of the farmers, and
that will not be obtained until the farmers
become seized of the necessity of proceeding
with such work.

The hon. member for Isis also dealt with
the question of the reduction of sugar prices
due to the action of the Commonwealth Go-
vernment. I rather think that the hon.
member was out of order in discussing that
question at this stage. It is most unfortu-
nate that Southern people and Southern
interests do not appreciate the merits of our
great sugar industry. It is a tremendous
pity that the Commonwealth Government
were stampeded by the vociferation of the
Southern people to the detriment of an
industry that Is of great importance to
Queensland. and of tremendous importance
to the northern portions, and insisted upon
a reduction of fd. per lb. in the price of
sugar. Tt is to be regretted that. going over
the heads of the operators in the industry
and the Government, the Federal Govern-
ment 1nsisted upon that reduction. I might
tell hon, members that it was the original
desire that there should have been a still
greater reduction. T attended some of the
conference meetings, and I know what was
bicing done. Tt was suggested that there
should be a reduction of 1d. per 1b.

One hon. member suggested that the Cen-
tral Cane Prices Board levy of 1id. per
ton on sugar-canc should be reduced to 1d.
I am sorry to say that if that were done
the fund would steadily decrease. and at
the end of six vears it would be exhausted.
I cannot subscribe to that view. We never
k_no\y when something serious may ovorfake
the industry and the fund will be required.
While T do not desire to build up bis
reserves, I do desire to conserve this pm?-
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ticular fund for the present. It has been
suggested that the levy should be remitted
for one year. Well, this has been a con-
tinuous levy right from its inception.

Mr. Braxp: Not the
levy ?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes: this levy has been imposed every year.
Onc hon. member discussed the question of
agriculture from a new angle when he said,
in effect, that we should leave the sugar indus-
try alone. I cannot conceive that it is possible
to leave the sugar industty alone. Nobody
desires to perpetuate a chaotic system, but 1f
we were to leave the sugar industry alone it
would not survive five years. The legislatio::
concerning the industry is exceedingly com-
plex and excecedingly difficult to understand.
Probably there is no more involved phasz of
agricultural production than that associated
with sugar production. The legislation that
we have on the statute-book dealing with the
indusity fends in one direction alone—the
preservation of the industry. I am con-
vinced that any hon. member who would
rise in his place in this Chamber and advo-
cate a policy of laissez faire does not under-
stand the principles upon which sugar is
being grown in Queensland and does not
understand the grave difficulties that confront
the industry. We have reached the limit of
sugar production in Queensland.

Mr. Braxp: What hon. member adopted
that attitude?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member for Wynnum. One of the
major duties of the Department of Agricul-
ture will be to prosecute a vigorous research
in an endeavour to discover agricultural
production from a new angle In arecas suit-
able for agricultural production, but in which
sugar is king to-day. I refer, of course, to
our tropical North, the most magnificent belt
of agricultural country that I have ever seen,
a real fairyland to those pcople who visit
it for the first time. There are many areas
in the North that T visited for the first time.
I carried away from the North iwo very
vivid recollections—first the illimitable agri-
cultural possibilities under proper guidance
of this rich and vast territory, and second,
and no less pleasant, the hospitality of the
good-natured people and organisations with
which I came in contact. I had only one
grievance when I returned to Brisbane. 1
was dined and entertained on so many occa-
sions that I was robbed of a lot of sleep for
which T was due. Anyone who visits the
North for the first time carries away impres-
sions  of bounteous nature. of bounteous
people, and illimitable possibilities. I desire
to direct the activity of my department to
the opening up of some very real pastoral
and agricultural wealth in that northerm
tervitory. The major thing that did oceur
to me was the fact that sugar was king and
that it was necessary to substitute some other
form of production. That is why I desire to
establish a tropical reseavch burcau in the
North. The North presents problems entirvely
different from the problems of the South. 1
believe that we have in the North o potential
dairying ares that will rival the South in
output. Un the Daintrce River, far away
in Northern Queensland, onc finds the
pioneers cstablishing themselves  satisfac-
torily. There is no question of a poor typc
of stock. The stock ou the Daintree River
compares more than favourably with the

Hon. I'. W. Buleock.]
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{ype of stock in the older dairying districts
of the State. Iere we have a dairy factory
functioning further into the tropics than any
other factory in any other part of the world
so far as I know. There they are acclima-
tising their cattle, and in the process of
acclimatization they are following excellent
butter-production  practice.  They will suec-
ceed in acclimatising their choicest stock, and
they will develop an export trade from that
particular centre.

Some discussion has taken place during
the day about our Iastern markets. We
have a delegate leaving for the Mast in the
near future, and we have a desire to investi-
gate the possibilities of markets in the East.
I cannot join with those hon. members who
are o optimistic about finding an Iastern
trade. The exprriences of our department
have not been very favourable towards the
prosccution of a big Tastern trade. Tt is
true, as the bon. member for Murilla savs,
that every little helps, but thcre are tre-
mendous obstacles in the way of exploiting
that trade. I propose to give an cxample
how difliculties can intrude from an unex-
pected quarter. Some little time ago a con-
signment of grapes was sent to the Bast,
but it did not appear to be very acceptable
there. Inquiries were made from time to
thme to sce what had become of the consign-
ment. It was very difficult to obtain pay-
ment,  Finally, the Committee of Direction
of Fruit Marketing wa« informed that the
consignment of black muscatel grapes were
not required in the Kast. They were not
successful on the particular Jlastern market
that was exploited on account of the colour.
The explanation showed that the people to
whom thes: grapes were sent regarded with
superstition the dark purple of the muscatel.
They believed il was a mourniug colour,
and that it would be unlucky to take the
grapes into their homes. That is one phase
which was cxploited. Lot us take ancther
phase.  The hon. member for Cooroora and
another hon. member suggested that we
should export butter to the Fast. The hon.
member for Ilamilton answered that argu-
ment by saying that the purchasing power
of the people of the Kast was very limited
Then you have the religious cquation again
intruding which would militate against the
cxpansion of the butter mavket in the Rast.
These difficulties may be overcome, but prac-
tices that ave hased on religious convictions
or supersiitions are very difficult to eradicate.

The hon. member for Nanango asked why
certain pig experiments conducted at Yee-
rongpilly  were not conducted at Gatton.
The explanation is not far to scek. Why
did the cx-Secretary for Agriculture not
conduct pig experiments at Gatton instead
of Ycerongpilly? The facts are that Gatton
13 not under the control of the Department
of Agriculture. That is not an insuperable
difficulty. The agricultural college at Gatton
is cssentially an agricyltural college designed,
rightly or wrongly, for the training of youths
in the practice of agviculture. It is most
difficult to prosecute extensive experimental
work in an institution of that nature. The
people who must do that work are those
associated with the Department of Agricul-
ture—namely, the  veterinary  surgeons,
pathologists, and those officers who deal
with the scientific side of industries. If we
did this experimental work at Gatton it
would be necessary to continuously send
officers to Gatton. I prefer to send them
to Yecrongpilly. It is cheaper to do this
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work at Yeerongpilly, where I have a pro-
perly cquipped staff of veterinary surgeons
and others, who are competent and trained
observers, and are capable of carrying this
work through to a successful conclusion. I
do not believe in duplicating functions. On
the other hand, an agricultural college is not
the best field for experimental and research
work. There is a limit to the work which
agricultural colleges can do in this diree-
tion.  Their objective should be to train
the vyounger men with aspirations in the
direction of modern agriculture. To that
extent Gatton is discharging a very nccessary
function,

The hon, member for Cunningham had
something to say about the distribution of
the Federal Wheat Fund. He is not the
nly hon. member who raised this question,
and in spite of his assurance that it has
been raised by people outside, I am con-
strained to say that I have had no corrcs-
pondence on this matter, and only one
organisation has raised it in the form of a
deputation. If my memory serves me cor-
rectly, that organisation demanded payment
at the rate of 24s. per acre to those people
who had not succceded in getting a crop.
The hon. member apparently is under the
impression that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment handed us two sums. That is not so.
The Commonwealth Government handed us
once sum of £40,744, and asked us to submit
preposals for the distribution of this amount.

No division was made by the Cominon-
wealth Government, nor was any division
contemplated by the Government. What

they asked us to do was to fulfil the require-
ments of the Aect in that particular direction.
The Act provides that this sum must be
divided into two porticus—the one portion
being for the purpose of distribution for
marketing, transport, and so on, not on a

bushel s; and the other—if is ““and”
not ¢ or "—for the distribution of the
amount on a necessitous basis. I called
the Wheat Board together and asked it to

dis

this matter with my officers and
myvself.

We laid down a besis for distribu-
tion and informed the Commonwealth Go-
wment of the nature of that basis. The
imonsvealih Governmnent agreed to that
basis being put into operation, but we found
sonize unexpected difficulties. The hon, mem-
ber seems to think that necessitous growers
were deprived of approximately £1,816.
The hon. member is assuming that it was
possible to draw a clear line of demarcation
between those people who produced wheat
and those who did not produes wheat., I
believe when we fivst drafted the scheme-—
as did all these associated with me in the
drafting of the scheme-—that it would be
possible to draw a clear line of <demarca-
tion, but when it came to the allocation it
was found that it was not possible to draw
that clear line of demarcation, and in conse-
quence some alteration had to be made. For
the hon. member for Cunningham to say
that approximately £2000 less than was
provided for was distributed amongst neces-
sifous growers is based on the assumption
that this clear line of demarcation did
¢xist. It did not exist. What actually hap-
pened was this: Some people who fell into
the category of necessitous growers received
payments in respect to small quantities of
wheat which they delivered and also payment
in respect to the necessity that they had
encountered. We show the amount that they
received in consequence of the small amounts
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ol wheat that they delivered under (a)—
that they were necessitous growers. A man
roducing 4 bushels could quite conceivably
o worze off if he harvested the 4 bushels
than a man barvesting no wheat at all, and it
was not necessary to distinguish the one from
the other; but the explanation, as I assured
the hen. member when he was speaking, is
w4 very simple one—that many nuos%ltous
growers reccived assistance in respect of the
small quantity of wheat they marketed and
also in respect of thelr necessity.

Mr. Russprn: Why did you pay 3s. a
bushel plus 8s. 3d. an acre?

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
Fan the Lon, member give me an instance
where any person got 8x 3d. an acre? I
would be pleased to know. 8s. 3d. an acre
vould wmeun that a person would harvest 33
hushels per acre, and if a person harvested
33 bushels per acre we were under an obli-
gation vndu the Commonwealth Act to pay
an equal proportion to all growers in con-
sequence of their production,  As servants
of the Commonwealth Goversment, we had
to par an equal amount in respect of every
bushel of wheat that was produced. 1 think
that disposes of the hon. member’s argument.

Some questions have been raised in respect
of the flour tax, and the attitude of the
Government in this regard. The Government
do not believe that a flour tax is an equit-
aple solution of the problem confronting
the wheatgrowers.

Mz, GovrrEy Moraax:
fax now,

! You have a flour
What is the use of talking rot?

The CHATRMAN : Order!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
I would like to know in what direction a
flour tix Is operating. If the hon. member
sugee-ts that we have a flour tax in Queens-
land. then 1 am totally unaware of the
incidence of that tax.

Goprrey Moraan: You know that
oue 1n Queensland pays more for flour
than in any other State of the Common-
wealth,

The SLCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Is the hon. member cavilling at the fact
that I fixed an econowmic price For the wheat-
s which enabled them to get a higher
price than was cbtained by growers in any
other part of the Commonwoalth or in the
world 7

Mr, Goprrey Moraax: Noj;
flour tax.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
Is the hon. member cavilling about that?

Mr. Gop¥rey Moreax: I am not.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
If he says that that is a flour tax, it is

beyvond my conception of that formn of taxa-
tion.

I say it is a

Mpr. Goprrey Aorcaw:
flour tax.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is absurd to suggest that that is a tax.
I was prepared to give the wheatgrowers
the highest cconomic price that could be
given to them. 1 recognise that the con-
sumer has to pay. Liet me remind the hon.
membor that that system 1s vastly different
from the proposal of the Commonwealth
Government. Does the hon. member desire

Of course it is a
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to tax a necessary commodity so far as
the people are concerned?

Mr. GonrReEy Morcax: You did that with
the flour tax.

Mr., Sizer Interjected.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

T.et me show what the two hon. members
who are interjecting, both of whom are ex-
Ministers, did in this particular case. When
vou were members of the then Government
and responsible Ministers of the Crown, you
raisoed the price of bread and imposed a flour
tax. You admit that.

Yes.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:

You went infinitely further than that. While
you were passing legislation through this
Assembly in order to bring down the in-
comes of the people—while you were insist-
ing that there had to be the 15 per cent.
or 224 per cent, reduction, as the case might
be—swhile rou were doing th things so far
as the people were concerned, and reducing
their purchasing poser hy the very acts that
you perpetrated—while yvou were doirg those
things you endeavoured to maintain a pros-
perity a2t an uneconomic price,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 would ask
the Minister to addiess his remarks to the
Chair and not diveet to hon. membsrs
opporite.

The SLCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Those hon. members endeavoured to main-
tain an uncconomic high level for wheat at
the expense of the consumers.

Mr. S1zER:

Mr. 81zzr: And you arve perpetuating ib.
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am not perpetuating it. Although t this

Government were instrumental in negotiating
a pn(o between the millers on the one hand
and the wheatgrowers on the other hand,
and while we paid the highest price for
wheat in any part of the Commonivealth or

the world, yet we materially reduced the
price of bread.
My, SwEr: You have not reduced the

price of bread.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
The price of any commodity must depend
on the capacity of the pooplo to pay that
price. Flon. members oppesite when they
were a (Government, in order to placate their
supporters, consis tcvth refused to observe
that law. On the question of a flour tax, 1
Lave 110 information other than that which I
have rescived through the press, but I say that
unless Quecnsland’s production is conserved
to Queensland, a very unfair burden is going
to be placed on the people of the State.
Just let me show what 2 food tax will mean
if thero is unrestricted acovss to the Queens-
land market. It must be remembered that
if no emhbargo is to be placed on the im-
portation of Southern bread on account of
their cheaper manufacturing costs, the bounty
of the New South Wales Railway Depart-
ment, and cheap shipping freights to Queens-
land. all of which place Quernsland aba dis-
advantage, a material quantity of flour will
come from the South to Queensland. 1 take
it that the tax is to be gathered at the seat
of gristing. Tf the Federal Government pub
on a tax of 1d. per bushel, it would mean
a tax of £18.000; & tax of 1id. per bushel
on Queensland’s consumption would mean

Hon. F. W. Bulcock.]
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£28,000; a tax of 2d. would mcan £37,000;
a tax of 25d. would mean £46,000; and a
tax of 3d. would mean £56,000. I maintain
that if that tax 1s to be placed on the people
of Queensland, a Queensland commodity
should be the vehicle upon which the tax
reposes. I am not prepaved to agree that
it is desirable that we should have a flour
tax, and this Government will most cer-
tainly oppose it. Do hon. members oppo-
site want a tax on a necessary commodity?
Our price level is comparable with tha price

level of any other State in the Common-
wealth so far as bread is concerned, and
the hon. member for Sandgrfe most cer-

tainly cannot run away from 1

s vesporsthility
in that direction.

Ar. S1zEr: I do net want it. I think you
do.

The SECRETARY FOR ASRICULTURE:
Another gquestion which has been traversed
during this debate is that of grass research
and the utilisation of grass lands. 1 sub-
scribe very largely to many of the things
that have been satd by hon. members oppo-
site. When we come to consider that at
least 70 per cent. of the requirements of our
lives is derived from grass it will be realised
liow important this question is to us. While
it is of great importance in the South it is
of still greater importance in the North,
and I believe a policy must be directed
towards the utilisation of Northern lands for
the purpose of producing suitable fodder
grasses. Quite recently we have been giving
considerable attention to experiments in this
direction. Much has been said about certain
grasses which might be suitable for develop-
ment. I believe the hon, member for Coo-
roora mentioned the blue panic grass last
night. There seems to be some suggestion
that the departinent discredited the blue
panic. That is not so. It appears to be a
good grass, but naturally the agrostologist
of the department cannot put hix scal of
approval upon a grass as the result of one
experiment. Before that can be <one there
must be a great deal more experimental
vork carried oui. I am prepared to y
that one swallow does notr make a sumimer,
and that onc test is not sufficient to prove
the utility of that grass.

Mr. Kenyy: The grass seed is being sold

throughout Quecnsland on the basis of the
one test,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
tn interested person having had a material
degree of success in a particnlar direction
might be inclined to think that a similar
degree of success might he met with in
another dircetion.

One of the last questions that 1 propose
to deal with is that raised by the hon.
member for Warwick coucernivg the inei-

dence of rust in wheat and the economic less
that is cceasioned by that dis At the

present time the department
2,007 varieties of wheat in the vari
rust arcas of the Stat

SUSC

ng out
us known
—the areas particularly
epiible to rust. We have In our scrvice,

as 1 remarked 1 night, Mr. Soutter, who
has beon cutra with this work., Very
keen  appre kas been shown of the

work done by Mr. Soutter in the past, and it
is our iutention to bring Mr. Soutter from
Bungeworgorat 70 as to give him the full
scope to which he iz entitled. Not only are
we conducting experiments with rust resist-
ing wheat, but 3r. Soutter is keeping in

Hon., F. W. Bulcock.
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close touch with the most important rusk
rescarch station in Australia, at Glen Innes.
If my memory serves me right, Mr. Soutter
has paid two visits to Glen Innes in recenti
times to ascertain the technique employer
there.

The Leader of the Opposition has raised
another question. I am sorry that I wae
not present in the Chamber when he was
spcaking. I must express my regret at my
abscrce, but I was cntertaining a very old
and honoured member of the community, in
the person of the president of the Quecnsland
Ambulance Transport Brigade. I understand
he made some references to the development
of the early lamb industry. I am very
pleased that he has raised that question.
I have been endeavouring during the pasi
tiwelve months to direct my officers to give
attention to this quostion of an carly lamb
raising. Whilst some excellent lambs are
being killed at the abattoiy. such as South
Downs cross—L understand that is the choicest
cross that is coming into the abattoir—it
is quite possible that other crosses may be
of equal or of greater value. We have nob
experimented in Queensland with crossbreds
to the same extent as has been done in the
other States. At one time I was closely
associated with experiments on seventeen
different crosses involving crossbreds and
merinos, and including Inglish types and
medium types. Some crosses are better thap
others, The Dorset-Merino is a good cross,
and is giving better results in South Aus-
tralia than other crosses. Then there is the
Corriedale-Dorset cross. In other areas the
Shropshire-Merino and the Comeback-Shrop-
chire crosses are giving excellent results, T
believe that there is a very great possibility
for carly lamb raising, not only on the lands
referred to by the Leader of the Opposition
but also on coastal lands gencrally in associa-
tion with general farming practice. I look
forward to the time when we shall be able
to embark first of all on some modest experl-
ment in order to determine the right types
and the right crosses for various areas of
the State. New Zealand built herself te
greatness by voung lamb production, and
T believe that Queensland can make an equal
contribution if we can prosecute research
along the right lines. I agree very earnestly
with the Leader of the Opposition that it 1s
necessary to do something in this directiow
in order to determine the right cross.

The hon. member for Murilla made some
strictures on certain officcrs of my depart-
ment, but on reflection T think he will feel
that he did not quite mean all he said. e
spoke about officers of my department comning
along one after the other harassing him.
and particularly stated that one man, appar-
ently a cotton man, did not know very much
about cotton. .

Mr. Conrrey Moraax: It was during the
cotton boomn twelve years ago.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
As the hon. member would not give his
name, I instructed mv cotton expert to vy
to trace this man. Woe turned up the cards
to sec what cotton the hon. member delivered
in order to see in what years he would be
visited by our cxports. I am rather izclined
to think that the hon. meinber was carried
away by his own imagination in that connec-
tion, If there wss an officer such as< the hon.
member suggests during the years that he
was growing cotton I take this opportunity
of assuring himn that if he was referring te
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a man assoclated with cotton culture he is
definitely not referring to an officer of my
department. I want to make that point
quite clear, because In the years that the
hon. member grew cotton or delivered cotton
to the Cotton Beard the British-Australasian
Cotton Association was employing its own
officers. 1t was an officer of that association
that visited the hon. member during that
period.

Mr. Govrery Moreax: They were coming
from the Department of Agriculture.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
Whether they were coming from the Depart-
ment of Agriculture or not does not materi
ally ajter the issue. The hon. member said
that he had dozens and dorens of officers
from the Departinent of Agviculture, hut
when he is pinned down to facts we find that
he is vacuely referring to one officer who
was not an officer of the Departinent of
Agriculture but was an officer of the British-
Australasian Cotton Association,

Mr. Goprrey Monreay : There were several
officers,

The SECRETARY FOR ACRICULTURE:
They wero not officers of the Depariment of
Agriculture. T have a very keen recollecti
of ths hon. member having had a disous-
sion with a certain geutieman who gave him
very good advice about eotton culturs and
the hen. member was mcst interested i
advice that was given him, and he cxpr
very great appreciation of the services of
that officer, for the time being at least.

I

I want to conclude by saying that I am
gratifizd to know that the work of the officors
of my depariment is appreciated, It desorves
to be appreciated. T believe that we have
in the Department of Agrienlture very leyal
officers who have a keen understanding’
the w:ricultural problems of Queensland, and
they apply thewselves very zealowly to the
solution of the many and diverse Droblems
that confront them.

Mr. SIZER (Sundgate) [8.28 p.m.]: I want
to take up the flour argwnent where the
Minister left off. I make no apology for
the action of the late Government, and the
present Government should make no apology
for centinuing the same policy. Hon. mem-
bers opposite, particularly those representing
induzirial contres, bave, for political reasons,
hidden the fact that on the verv day that
they entered into an agreement to pay the
wheatgrowers a price in excess of the eco-
nomic value of wheat—which meant that the
consumers bhad to pay more for their flour
and bread—a tax on flour and bread was
agread to. I must confess that it would be
@ very serious thing if the wheatgrowers of
Australia were placed in a perilous position.
Any action taken from an Australian point
of wview must receive very serious thought
in view of the great importance of the indus-
try to Australia. It is a very short-sighted
policy for a Minister of the present Govern-
ment to attempt to score politically off
another Government by holding his hands
up in horror and saying, “ We shall not have
a flour tax because we are not an exporting
State,” and then proceed to argue that the
Quecrsland  consumer may pay something
towards that pool. The hon. gentleman opens
up a very scrious argument. Supposing the
people in the wheatgrowing States say ©“ We
are tired of paying a tax to the people of
Queensland for their sugar,”” where would
we be?  Would they not be justified in

ot
ng o1
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furthering that argument if we became ada-
mant and said that Queensland would not
co-operate in giving any assistance to the
wheatgrowers because we are in an isolated
position through having no wheat to export?
Where would this State and Government get
to if that question were raised? The Minister
should consider the question before raising
the argument he has done. It is purely poli-
tical propaganda for the purposes of placat-
ing the industrial members of his party, but
the effect may be much more serious to those
members than any other hon. member in
this Parliament.

Mr. Moore: We are sending cheese and
othier primary produce to New South Wales.

Mr. SIZER: We, as a State, have more
to lese by raising the question of imports
and exports as botween States.

The SecreTary ror AcricvnTure: Why did
vour Government acquire all flour in Quoens-
land under the Sugar Acquisition Act?

Air, 81Z1R: The Government of whom I
was proud to be a member did their utmost
to protect the wheatgrowers when they took
that action.

The SECRETARY FOR I°TBLIC WORKS:
did exactly what we did.

You

Alr. SIZER : I am not attempting to deny
it. 1t was quite a good policy. A policy
uniform throughout the whole of Australia is
now being adopted by the Federal Govern-
ment along those lines, but the Secretary for
Acriculture wants to stand back and say,
* No, we will not be a party to that arrange-
ment,”’ simply because the national Govern-
ment are going to make what was a State
scheme a national one. The hon. gentleman
said that his Government do not stand for
a tax on flour, but the moment the price of
wheat is raised above its economic value the
consumer has to pay a tax, call it what you
like. The same position obtains with regard
to the sngar industry. Some day the laws
of this country will Le tested, and the courts
will put a puncture right into the laws that
Liave this principle as their object. When
wa called the Sugar Acquisition Act to our
#id in regard to flour I never had any illu-
sions as to what would happen if our decision
were questioned in a court of law. None
of us did. We all knew that we would not
have a leg to stand on, and we were able to
carry the scheme only through the good
graces of the people co-operating with us,
as they realised that the wheatgrowers and
associated industries would otherwise go outb
of existence. The time has come, and it it
urgent, when all Governments in Australia
should come down to facts and stop this
continual snide method of breaking the Con-
stitution in all sorts of ways. We are nob
the only State doing it. The Victorian
Government have also done it. The Commis-
¢ioner of Railways in Victoria has issued
an edict that Queensland meat cannot be
purchased by the State Commissioner for
Railways. That is contrary to the Common-
wealth Constitution. At other times we have
said that no peanuts shall be sent out of
the State except under certain conditions.
We are only building up an edifice on a
foundation of quicksand, and the moment
it is attacked it must collapse. We all know
that to be a fact. If the Minister and his
(overnment presist in their attitude they
may raise a very big constitutional question
prematurely, I think it ought to be raised
and argued, and settled, but if it is raised

My, Sizer.]
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prematurely we might see some things tum-
bling down on his head so rapidly that one
would not know how to collect them together
agaln. It ill becomes the Minister to raise
the point at this stage. From the political
viewpoint we ought all to be candid; if it
is a good policy to assist the wheatgrowers
in their time of distress then all Govern-
ments should do so.

Mr. Braxn: Just the same as with sugar.

Mr. SIZER: Yes. On the other hand, if
it is not a good policy, let us alter it
Having accepted the policy, why should the
Government run away from it so shame-
fully? Why do that when the atiewapt is
being made to secure a universal price—by
which I mean an all-Australian price—that
will be Queensland’s security? If a general
price were fixed we could then meet the
competition of other States: hut with vary-
ing prices in  different  States it simply
means that the State with the highest price-
level will be saddled with the cheap
material from the other States. We have
evelythmg to gain from a general price,
and it is a shortsighted policy for the Lvlmlc-
ter to say that he will not have a flour
tax. Supposing the other Statcs said that
they would not have a sugar tax, cotton tax,
or any other tax. we would be in a very
foolish position indeed.

I have spoken te-night to point out to
the Minister the awkwardness of raising
this question, and to make my own position

perfectly clear. For a long time I have
felt that we have built up an unsound
cdifice, and that sooner or later we shall

have to recomstruct. That can be done
more easily now than later.

Mr. Goprrey Moreax: Then we will put
a tax on everything.

Mr. SIZER: We arc getting fo the point
when  every activity will want the same
thing, simply because we are trying to main-
tain a price-level that is above the economic
level. We may call it stahilisation or some-
thing else. We raise the price of butter
and make our own people pay more for
butter than is paid overseas, but all that
is gained is paid away.

The SEcrRETaRY ¥OoR Pusric Works: The
basic wage is fixed on the cost of living.

Mr. SIZFR: Yes; and the cost of living
is influenced by the basic wage. Imme-
diately you increase the basic wage the cost
of living goes up, because the price of

butter and other commodities increase.
Then, with an incicase in the index figure,
another application is made for increased
wages.  Thus the vicious civele! The
worker may think that he is getting more
wages, but he is ouly doing so nommmly
We arve placing ourselves in the position
that we cannot compete with other coun-
tries. I would not mind raising prices

internally so that we eould live in a para-
dise, provided we could discharge our obli-
gations overseas and persuade the people
overseas to pay us what we think our goods
are worth; but when we can do thas we
shall have reached the millennium. In the

attempt, however, there will be many heart-
burnings, and most of us will be aged
persons before it arrives. The w holn

trouble that I sce is our neglect to get down
to first principles, to clear off a lot of the
statutes and administrative Acts that are
tacitly or otherwise breuking the Constitu-

{Hr. Sizer.
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tion. Until we have a definite clear line as
to whether Australia is to be a federation of
States, a unified Commonwealth, or a series
of independent States, we shall not know
where we are. Althoucrh the Labour Party
claims to he umﬁ(‘ahomst the present Go-
vernment Party adopt an argument of a
most parochial nature.

Mr. W. T. King: That is not correct.

Mr. SIZER: The hon. member has not
even rcad the policy of the Labour Party.

Mr. W. T. Kina: I have read it.
Mr, SIZER: He signed it, he has swal-
lowed i, he preaches it, but he does not

know what is in it.

Mr. W T Kixg: T know it mcan: low
wages from vyour point of view, I can
undm\t(md you not wanting it.

Mr. SIZER: The petty, pamchial"akti»

tude we have seen adopted by a Minister of
this Government who claims to belicve in
unification is most remarkable. I do mnot
know how the Minister reconciles his paro-
chial attitude. which may be very damaging
to Queensland, with his party principles,

The  SECRETARY FOB  PusLic  WORKS
interjected.

Mr. SIZER: The Sceretary for Public
Works will go for the rest of his days
blaming the Lyons Government. I give
him ecredit for paying a lot of attention te
his worl, but the more he keeps blaming
the Lyons Government the less officient he
is becoming. The Lyons Covernment are
becoming a nightmare to him. He knows
that his Government are finding the Lyons
Government the most convenient excuse for
their own mistakes. The present Govern-
ment ought to go down on their knees every
night and thank heaven that there is a Lyons
Government which they can blame for every-
thing, beccause they could never bear the
1oapon<1b1htv of all the sins that could be
heaped upon their own heads. It is very
unfortunate for the hon. gentleman that the
Lyons Government are domg such excellent
things in Australia. Although the plesent
Government arc getting a share of the loam
money available, they still blame the Lyons
Government all they possibly can. The
Lyons Government are taking a wide view
of things. including flour and wheat, and that
is very disconcerting to the Sacre stary for
Public Works.

As one with a full sense of responsibility,
T think it will be a bad mistake for Qucens-
land to agree to unification., 1 think we
made a bad mistake when we weut so far as
to go even for financial wunification, and

that i a very big step towards complete
unification.
The CHATRMAN: Order! 1 must ask

the hon, member to confine himself to the
cuestion before the Committee,

Mr. SIZER: I am coming to the matter
of the flour tax, and to both those points I
have meuntioned which I think are vital,
We as members of the federation derive
many berefits from it. I think the Secretary
for Agriculture is doing Qucensland bad
cervice. fle is ralsing a dangerous point
from a Queensland aspect when he =ays that
the Government on behalf of Quecnsland
i1l not be associated with the flour tax.
wv that he is '1dm1m~torur a flour tax
‘ d‘x\ His administration from a farming

1t of view I endorse so far as wheat is
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concerned; but it does raise the price of
flour and bread, and I think it is justified.

1 am surprised at the Minister running away
from his own actions.

Mr. LARCOMBIE (Rocthampton) [8.48
p.m.l: The ex-Secretary for Labour and
I"iOmStl"y, the hon. member for Sandgate—

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

Item (Chief Office) agreed to.

CHEMICAL LABORALORY.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. ¥. W. Bulcock, Barcoo) {848 pm.}: I
mwove—

¢ That £5,343 be granted for ¢ Chemi-
cal Laboratory.””

This vote shows an increase of £206 com-
pared with the appropriation for 1932-33.
The whole of the increase is covered bv
salary increments. The ‘‘Contingency’’

vote remans the same. One officer has been
increased in salary and one new appoini-
ment made.

Item agreed to.

COTTON INDUSTRY.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Flon. ¥. W. Bulecock, Barcoo) [8.50 pm.}: I
move—

“ That

£8,323 be granted for ¢ Cotton
Industry.” ”

This vote is a decrease of £240 on the
appropriation for last year. The ° Con-
tingency ' vote shows a decrease of £80 in
comparison with last year, whilst the
salaries are £160 less.

Item agreed to.

DATRY PRODUCE ACT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
{(Hon. F. W. Bulcock, Parcoo) [8.51 p.m.]: I
move—

“That £16,406 be granted for
Produce Act.””’

This amount shows an increase of £29 on
the appropriation for last year, which is
made up by sa]my classifications.  The
actual Conﬁnvency expenditure for last
year was £57195

¢ Dairy

Ttem agreed to.

SLAUGHTERING ACT.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. F. W. Buleock, Barcoo) [8.52 pm.]: 1
move—

“That £11,781  be
¢ Slaughtering Act.””’

granted  for

The amount asked for is £232 in excess of
the appropriation for last year. The
salaries show a decrease of £228, whilst the

¢ Contingency "’ vote is increased by £470.
Provision is made for twenty-seven mtpec‘
tors as against twenty- nine last year. Pro-

vision has been made for the appointment
of two additional inspectors, but they have
not been appointed, and they are omitted
from the Estimates for this year. That is
consequent upon the Federal agreement
whereby certain State officers have been per-

forming duties for the Commonwealth
Government.
19332 w
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My, GODFREY MORGAN (Murilla) [8.55
pm.]: I would like to say a few words in
connection with this item. The abattoir
has been in operation for some fime now
and much slaughtering of stock has been
done. I think we fully recognise the benefits
which have accrued fo the people of the
city as a vesult of the establishment of the
abattoir. One result has been that all meat
consumed in the ecity has been free from
disease, and the city has benefited consider-
ably bv the old system having been super-
seded. Members of the (xoven)mﬁnt when
in opposition were opposed to the purchase
of the abattoir, and made all sorts of accusa-
tions againts the Moore Government. I
think they must now have come to the con-
clusion that it was one of the best things
that the Moore Government did during their
three years in office. I do not think mem-
bhers on the Government benches would care
to go back to the sad old conditions that
were operating prior to the establishment
of the abattoir. They recognise from ex-
perience the great benefit that has accrued
to the city of Brisbane by the purchase of
the abattoir by the Moore Government. I
do not think that the stockowners have
1eaped any great advantage from the pur-
chase of the abattoir. I am satisfied that
the prices ruling for stock to-day would
have been unchanged had no abattoir been
established.

Last year I advocated the establishment of
a weighbridge at the abattoir so that cattle
owners could sell their cattle on a weight
basis. Weighbridges are in operation in
many of the large saleyards in other parts of
the world—in America, Canada, and Argen-
tina. Ten, twelve, or fifteen head of cattle
are weighed at one time and sold on the live
weight, which is announced by the auc-
tioneer. When cattle are brought to the
Royal National Agricultural and Industrial
Association, in Brisbane, for exhﬂmtloﬂ pur-
poses they are weighed, and when they are
sold thev are sold on the live weight
announced by the auctioneer. This gives the
owner of the cattle some idea of the amount
that he will receive because it is well known
that the live weight of prime cattle gives
some indieation of the dead Weigh The
matter was brought up for consideration by
me last session, and the Brishane Fat Stock
and Produce Brokers’ Association was asked
for an expression of opinion. This is the
reply :—

“WrieusrRInDGE AT Canvon  HinL.

“ Further to my letter of 9th instant, T
now desire to inform you that the sub-
committee referred to therein reported
to this . association in the above regard
at a récent meeting, such report being
adopted.

“ The proposal to iustall a weighbridge
at Cannon Hill was fully investigated by
the sub-committee, and the following
decisions reached only after mature con-
sideration t—

. It would not be possible to weigh

d,H thﬂ cattle in the time available;

2. If the cattle were weighed it would
rosult in considerable increase in bruis-
ing;

3. The percentages of wastage would
vary so much owing to the different pas-

tures on which cattle are fattened, and
ic the length of time taken in transit

Mr. Morgan.]
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to the saleyards, that such weights
would be of very little use to buyers;

4. That the extra cost of handling
the cattle passing through the weigh-
bridge would not be justified, as same
would be a {further penalty on the
growers.”

“Yours faithfully,
“ M. G. Hooper, Secretary.”

1 propose to deal with the objections seria-
tim. First of all, all the owners who con-
sign stock to Cannon Hill would not require
them to be weighed. They are all weighed
after they are killed. It is unfortunate that
at Cannon Iill store cattle and fat cattle are
sold on the one day, but the Government
would be well advised to induce the Meat
Industry Board to stipulate that store cattle
shall not be sold on the same day as fat
gattle. The Royal National Association will
not permit the exhibition of cattle that are
not really fat, and s stockowner should not
be permitted to sell his cattle on the fat
stock day if they are not fat beasts. The
Government would be well advised to
approach the board with a view to preventing
people from sending store cattle for sale on
Mondays and Thursdays, but the auctioneers
should be at liberty to sell store cattle on
other days. It would be necessary o weigh
the live stock only if the owners desired. The
association points out that a system of weigh-
ing would result in a considerable amount
of bruising. I do not think that there would
be increased bruising if the yards were
properly constructed. The cattle are weighed
in other parts of the world without bruising.
‘They are weighed at the grounds of the Royal
National Association without bruising, and
I can see no reason why they cannot be
weighed at Cannon Hill without bruising.
“The association also points out that the per-
centage of waste would vary and that the
system of weighing would be of litile use to
the buyers. hey evidently do not under-
gtand the position. When the cattle come
down they could be immediately run cover
the weighbridge instead of into pens, as is
done now. There would be no wastage at
all.  The cattle would be sold within an
hour or so of being weighed. If they were
weighed at 10 o’clock in the morning and
sold at 11 or 12 o’clock there would be little
or no wastage.

As to the fourth objection, as a stock-
owner forwarding cattle to the abattoir sale-
yards for sale I am prepared to pay, say
3d. per head in order that my cattle may
be sold on a live weight, and not a dead
weight basis. This charge will not come out
of the pockets of the selling agents; it will
.come out of the cattleowners’ pockets. The
institution of a weighbridge would be justified
and self-supporting. The saleyards are the
most up-to-date yards in Australia, but they
lack weighbridge facilities. Such a facility
would permit cattlegrowers to know exactly
what they were getting for their cattle. We
have no method now of determining whether
the published quotations in connection with
the fat stock sales are right or wrong. The
selling agents desire to attract all cattle to
Brisbane for sale. I do not blame them for
that. When they send out circulars to the
cattleowners they state, as an inducement,
that cattle are bringing so much per 100 lb.
They are inclined to exaggervate the price
to attract all cattle to the Brisbane yards.
‘We know when the quotations in the market
are, say, 28s. per 100 1b. for beef cattle that
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we can always deduct about 3s. per head,
because the market is that amount lower
than the amcunt quoted by the selling agents
and butcher. The reports for the press are
furnished by a committee consisting of two
butchers and one member of the selling
agents’ committee. After a sale they fur-
nish the press with a statement that cattle
brought cortain values. That report may
state that prime ocattle brought 21s. per
100 1b., good cattle 19s., and inferior catile
18s. That is our only guide as to prices.
The cattleowners are prepared to pay for
the weighbridge, so the abattoir will not
incur any Uability. Tt will permit us to
check the selling agents, and the Commis-
sioner of Prices will have a check on the
price of meat. THverything then will be
satisfactory from our point of view. The
Brisbane Fat Stcck Brokers’ Association
should not be allowed to rule the roost.
They are only selling the cattle for a com-
paratively brief period, yet they receive
profits aggregating npearly as much as the
grower receives after he had kept the cattle
two, three, or four years and {fatiened them.

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: Is not
that the general story?

Mr. GODFREY MORGAN: Why should
these people whom we keep in a livelibood
rule the roost? The Cattle Owners’ Associa-
tion have passed a resolution that they desirs
a weighbridge, but notice is taken only of
the agents who are living on them. They
seem to have the power to prevent a woigh-
bridge being erected when the pecple who
keep the yards and abattoir going cannot have
their desires given effect to. That should
not be. I am not asking for something
which is not in operation in other parts of
the world. The system of weighing fat stock
also operates at the annual show of the
Royal National, Agricultural, and Industrial
Asgsociation. We arc all discontented with
what iz happening in the matter and I ask
the Minister to go into the matter and see
if the request cannot be given effect to. To
fit up a welghbridge would not cost more
than £200. That is a mere bagatelle to the
Government, but is something of great
importance to stockowners—and something
that the selling agents and butchers do nol
want stockowners to have. These people
want to keep in obscurity the prices received;
they want fo mislead us into thinking that
we are gethting a greater price than we really
are, with the idea of telling us that they
are not making big profits out of the sale
of our meat when, unfortunately, they are.
For fourteen years the beef industry has been
down and out. The wool people and the
wheatgrowers have received good prices ab
various times, but the cattle industry, which
at one time was worth from £4,000,000 to
£5,000,000 and is now only worth a few
hundred thousand pounds, has bad no con-
sideration probably because it has very little
weight  politically. Anything that the
Minister can do fo assist this industry will
help not only those engaged in the industry
but also the general development of the
State.

My, EDWARDS (Nanango) [8.10 pm.]:
The establishment of the abattoir has proved
to be a great success, and I believe that, as
time goes on, it will prove to be of still
greater Dbenefit to the beef industry of
Queensland., In the face of severe criticism
the Moore Covernment established that abat-
toir; but I believe a general recognition
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of the good work of the abattoir has effec-
tively disarmed all criticism.

1 desire to refer to the small calf trade
which is being fostered in this State at the
present time. Mr. Sunners, the chairman
of the Meat Industry Board, informed me
on one occasion that the small calf trade
was worth £1,000,000 per annum to New
Zealand. Queensland  stockowners are
encountering some trouble in regard to
permits for the marketing of calves. The
chief inspector of stock, to whom I spoke
on the matter, told me the difficulty could
be overcome by giving a general permit for
the number of calves that were likely to
travel to a particular centre on any date.
That might be unduly streiching the con-
ditions under which the Act is operated;
nevertheless it would be a great advantage
to the people who market calves, and who
have to fravel the stock 10 or 20 miles.
They may not know within a day or two
that they are being brought. They have fo
obtain a permit for each occasion. There
may be from 50 to 100 coming from different
towns in one day. That would make a
lot of work in the stock inspector’s office.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I assume that
the hon. member’s remarks are leading up to
the matter of inspections, with which this
vote deals.

Mr.. EDWARDS: Yes. How can they
inspect those calves if the latter do not go
down there to be slaughtered? I want the
Minister to take that into consideration.

I want to ask the Minister enother ques-
tion. The senior inspector is paid £320 a
year, the same as an ordinary imspector.
As a matter of fact, the other inspectors
are paid more than the senior inspector,
and I would like to know the reason for
that., While the Minister was speaking #o-
night one would think that nothing further
had been done, and we were just in the
same position as before so far as the
employment of inspectors in looking after
disease is concerned—that we have not got
any distance forward, and the people should
agree to have imposed upon them any taxa-
tion that the Government may wish to
impose. The Minister emphasised the con-
tention that people in any industry should
not quibble about any taxation or impost
that may be put upon them for the carrying
out of their industry. It must be admitted
that the taxation with regard to inspection
is a pretty heavy burden on the people. 1
am not suggesting that these inspectors are
not wanted, but I would point out that
there is a senior inspector, £320; inspectors
—twenty at £360, one at £340, one at £320,
one at £300, and three at £260 That works
out at practically £165 a week, and there are
travelling and other expenses. It is absurd
not to look after the slaughtering side of
the industry, but the cost can become too
heavy for the cattle producers to carry.

The SuocrETARY POR  AGRICULTURE: Al
these salaries are paid from revenue.

Mr. EDWARDS: Who finds the revenue?

The SECRETARY FOR AQRICULTURE: You are
raising the question of taxation. These are
not paid out of any special fund, but from
general revenue.

Mr. EDWARDS: From the way the
Minister spoke it looks as if the owners
will be further tfaxed before they move
much further. This industry has a fairly
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heavy burden to carry at the present time.
Although the inspectors’ salaries are paid
out of revenue, the people who provide the
pigs and cattle at the abattoir go a long
way to make up that revenue. I suggest that
every assistance should be given to the cattle
people.

Mr. NIMMO (Ozley) [9.18 p.m.]: While:
we recognise that the abattoir 1s functioning
satisfactorily, mnaturally some things could
be altered for the benefit of the community.
Dairymen in the Brisbane area who have
calves should be allowed to slaughter them
on their farms. It seems to be a serious
economic loss that hundreds of small
farmers round about Brisbane are knocking
their calves on the head and burying them
on their farms.

The SECRETsRY FOR AGRICLULTURE: [ think
you are exaggerating.
Mr., NIMMO: I am not exaggerabing.

There are a number of dairymen in my own
area who are not able to send single calves
to the abattoir. Tf they had truck loads they
would do so.

The SeCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : A truck
goes through your locality once a week; there
would not be any difficulty.

Mr. NIMMO: I am pointing out that
this is an Injustice to these men, and I hope
the Minister will he able to see his way
to have it remedied.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. ¥. W. Bulcock, Barcoo) [9.20 pm.]:
The question raised by the hon. member for
Murilla is rather appropriate. e has made
certain suggestions, but I would like to point
out that when the Bill for the establishment
of the abattoir was passed very wide powers
werve vested in the abattoir authorities, and
neither this Assembly nor I have any power
under that Act to vary those conditions.

An OrposiTioN MzumBER: If you ask the
board it will do it.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUREr
I will place before the board the representa-
tion that has been made by the hon. member
for Murilla, but I have no power to compel
the board to do anything outside the Act.
The hon. member for Nanango has raised the
question of the senior inspector’s salary.
The senior inspector is on a salary of £320,
whilst three other inspectors are receiving:
£360 per annum each. The explanation is
a simple one. The senior inspector has
reached the age limit, and according to the
usual practice in the department, when an
officer reaches the retiring age he is placed
on the minimum salary. Mr. Cheesman has.
reached the retiring age, consequently he is
now receiving the minimum salary. 1 am
afraid that he will be leaving us. 1 shall
be sorry. He is a valuable officer.

The hon. member for Oxley has raised a
question of material importance, but I am
afraid I cannot see oye to eye with him. He-
has asked that farmers be allowed to
slaughter their calves on their farms. While
I was definitely opposed in this Chamber to
the financial methods adopted for the pur-
chase of the abattoir 1 agree that the prin-
cipal of centralised killing is a good one.
I have always believed in that system because
I know it is the only way whereby the people
of the city can be supplied with pure and
sweet meat. If the suggestion made by the
hon. member for Oxley were accepted it

Hon. I'. W. Bulcock.]
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would mean that a considerable number of
stock would be slaughtered in the metro-
politan and other areas—because it could
not be confined to the metropolitan area
alone—and stock so slaughtered would not
‘be subject to the mnecessary inspection.
My experience is that it is absolutely neces-
sary to have central killing, and I think
it would be departing from that principle if
I agreed to the suggestion of the hon. mem-
ber for Oxley. He has now discharged his
duty in this regard., I might say that I
reside in the same locality as the hon. mem-
ber for Oxley, and there is no difficulty in
despatching mdividual calves to the abat-
‘toir, since vehicles pass through the area at
intervals and will pick up calves for people
who desire to dispose of them. I cannot
‘accede to his request because I believe the
;abattoir has vindicated the principle of cen-
tralised killing with the result that the people
are supplied with purer and better meat
than ever before. I have mnever denied the
merits or the virtue of centralised killing.
It will be remembered that while I attacked
the prineiple of the State becoming involved
in the purchase of the abattoir I maintained
and relterated on every occasion in the
Chamber and outside the advantages of cen-
tralised killing, and that is the justification
of the establishment of the abattoir. I
‘believe in municipal activities in relation to
health and food of the citizens. That is the
wight angle from which to view it, and it
is the angle from which most countries
-approach it. I am sorry I cannot entertain
the proposal made by the hon. member for
Oxley.

Mr. MOORE (dubigny) 19.24 p.m.]: The
Minister was quite right when he said that
the quality of the meat supply in Brisbane
‘had been improved. It must not be forgotten
‘that experiments are being carried out in
-gonnection withy the export trade of chilled
‘beef to England, and that seems to present
the only salvation for the beef industry.
‘The experiments have been successful, and
it is now only a question of securing trans-
port within the requisite number of days and
~properly refrigerated chambers to hold the
-cargo. The market awaits us. There is con-
siderable amount of propaganda to the effect
‘that by the establishment of the abattoir
competition in the salesyards has been
destroyed, but that is absolutely incorrect.
There are now more operators than before,
and it should be noted that there is a grow-
‘ing practice of selling meat as meat and
not on the hoof. Meat is now being pur-
«chased in the meat hall after inspection,
and the butchers are able to obtain car-
-casses or portion of carcasses according to
‘their requirements. This method of selling
will develop a desire to sell according to
grade. It will improve the grade of cattle,
and must materially improve our export
trade.  As a rule, cattle sold in the yards
are sold on weight and not on quality, bub
the board and the State #s a whole has
been aiming for better quality. If meat
can be sold in the meat hall on a quality
basis the growers will be encouraged to
provide gquality beef. There are now five
operators killing and supplying beef to New
South Wales, including practically the whole
of the Northern Rivers area. I hesitate to
think what would have happened to the
beef market had these onerators not been
there to purchase the requirements for New
‘South Wales, They are now purchasing
«double the guantity of meat that was pre-
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viously purchased. The inspection of the
carcasses, particularly of pigs, is very care-
fully carried out, and brings home to one
the risks that were run by the people wof
Brisbane when stock was slaughtered in the
isolated slaughter-yards. There are com-
paratively few condemmations in comparison
with the number of stock slapghtered, and
the inspections are carried out so carefully
that it is absolutely certain that the con-
demned portions do not go in consumption.
The whole system makes for an infinitely
better meat supply, which is undoubtedly to
the advantage of the people of Brisbane.
I am hopeful that another meatworks will
be established on similar lines later on fur-
ther up the coast. The industry has been
improved beyond all knowledge in compari-
son with conditions which operated in days
gone by. It is only a question now of
obtaining a better price according to quality.
The centralised system of killing has been
justified.  Of course, it must be recognised
that in the control of a huge undertaking
like this a tremendous amount of responsi-
bility devolves upon the management, and
we should be thankful that we have secured
the most capable management in Australia.
Success or failure depends on that fact.
The success of the abattoir depended to a
great extent on the efficient management,
and entire separation of all departments in
order that it could be established what the
cost of each department was, and that
it could be seen at a glance where any
discrepancy might creep in. The results
obtained show what efficient management
can do. The operations are so remarkable
that the profit in each section can be deter-
mined to a decimal point. Success has been
attained at the abattoir, and it is only a
matter of a continuation of the present care-
ful management to make it a greater success.

Item (Slaughtering Act) agreed to.

STATE FARMS AND GARDENS,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. F. W. Bulcock, Barcoo) [9.31 pm.]: I
move—

“ That £7,244 be granted for ° State
Farms and Gardens.” ”

This vote is £1,088 less than the appropria-
tion last year. The appropriation for
salaries show a reduction of £281, while
“ Contingencies ”’ disclose a decrease of £807.
Salary classification increases amount to
£109.

Item agreed to.

MISCELLANEQUS SERVICES.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. F. W. Buleock, Barcoo) [9.32 pm.]: 1

move

“That  £6,000 be
¢ Miscellaneous Services.’

granted  for

3

.The amount provided under this heading is

£2,250 in excess of the appropriation last
vear. This increased provision has been
made more particularly in relation to its
experimental work. It is hoped that we will
be able to embark on a much larger volume
of experimental work this year than was the
case last year.

Mr. WALKER (Cooroore) [9.33 pm.]: 1
was wondering whether that portion of this
vote dealing with the dairying industry and
scientific investigations should not truly come
under the Dairy Cattle Improvement Act
vote from Trust and Special Funds, and
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whether this is not a question of the Govern-
ment again evading a promise that was
made last year. The explanation given by
the Minister tonight was not very satis-
factory.

We were particularly pleased at the infor-
mation we got from the Minister. The
“ Agricultural Journal ” has been kept up
to a high standard of cfficiency. It gives
full pubhmtv to the various e\pu1n1ents con-
ducted from time to time, and items of
intercst in connection with research work,
also the work of our technologists. This is
of great help to the farmer. The great
weakness of the journal is it does not reach
the home of cvery producer. 1 suggest
to the Minister—I tried to do it muyself,
but, unfortunaicly, the moncy was not avail-
able—that this Joumal be issued in a more
practical form, aund that it give greater
information than at present.

The SeCRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This
wvote has nothing to do with the journal.

Mr, WAILKER: That might be done by

securing more adve ertisements, In order that

the journal might reach the farmers, I sug-
gest that the butter factories forward that

portion of the journal affecting the dairying
industry to the dairymen with “their monthly
returns. That would cost little or no money
at all.

During this session an attempt has been
made on private members’ day to indict the
Federal Government on a charge of injuring
our primary industries, such as the tobacco,
banana, and cotton. I refrained from deal-
ing with that subject on the vote for the
Chief Office because I considered it was not
a fair thing to take up the time of this
‘Committee on the subject, but as four or
five hon. members opposite have dealt
exhaustively with that question, it is incum-
bent that I should explain what the Moore
Government did for these industries in con-
junction with the Federal Government.
When the Moore Government were elected
to office certain investigations into the
tobacco industry were car ried out in conjunc-
tion with the Commonwealth Government
and the British-Australian Tobacco Company.
The Quecnsland Government also carried
out certain cxperiments. During the first
term of our office it was suggested that some-
thing should be done. The experiments
carried out by the Queensland Government
compared morc than favourably with the
other experiments, and it was decided to
inaugurate a schcme of tobacco settlement.
We considered it wise not to rush into the
tobaceo industry—the present CGovernment
rushed into the Beerburrum scheme. We
selected certain areas for tobacco farms at
Mareeba, and then selected twenty-seven men
possessing not loss than £300 capital each
for those areas in order that they
would not be a burden on the Government.
‘We extended very generous treatment to
these tobacco-growers. The land was cleared
by the Crown and the men wore placed on
specially prepared land, which was made
available to them at 2s. 6d. per acre, payable
over a number of years. Due to the watch-
fulness of the department in sending three

experts to the district—two of them were
paid by the State and the third by the

‘Commonwealth and the State in equal pro-
portions—excellent  tobacco was produced,
and the experiment was successful, Sur-
vevors were then sent to the district by the
Government, negotiations proceeded between
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the Department of Public Lands and the
Department of Mines in regard to areas
under the mining homestmd system, and
the scheme was extended. Tobacco-growing
requires great care and an ever-watchful eye
for diseases, including blue mould. At all
stages of production particular attention
has to be paid to plucking, curing, ete.;
and one point which I noticed particularly
when I visited the district was the success
of those growers who had closely followed
the expert advice. Some of these men, by
efficient methods, made from £400 to £500
a year.

So far as the excise duty is concerned,
we know therc is another phase to consider—
the question of the cost to the consumer.
Can_anyone rightly contend that we are
getting cheap tcbacco in Australia?  We
have a duty to look at that aspeet of the
matter. It is not a question of the tariff
which is affecting the price, but a question
of quality, due, amongst other things, to
seasonal conditions and disease. An excise
duty of 3s. a lb. may appear small—

The CHAIRMAN: Order! At the com-
mencement of the debate on these Estimates
hon. members entered into a contract with
the Chair to have a general discussion on
the Chief Office vote, and to confine them-
sclves thereafter strictly to the vote under
consideration. I would ask hon. members to
keep that contract with the Chair.

Mr. WALKER: I recognise that the whole
of the discussion 1s completely out of
order; but the point is that statements have
been made by the Secrctary for Public
Works and other hon. members, and I want
to emphasisec the unfairness of the whole
busincss., ITowever, Mr, Hanson, if you
rule me out of order I shall bow to your
rulitg; but although the 3s. excise duty
may '1pp(nu small, we have also to consider
freight, harbour and other charges before
the tobacco rcaches the consumer.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I cannot allow
a repetition of the debate which took place
on the ‘* Chief Office” vote. 1 want hon.
members to be fair, and to honour the con-
tract made with the Chair. We are now
discussing ‘“ Miscellaneous Services.”

BMr. WALKER: And that provides for
the “ Development of agricultural, horti-
cultural, and dairying industries and scien-
tific investigations.” Of course, if I am out
of order I shall not continue to offend.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hen.
member will have an opportunity to deal
with the matter on the resolutions reported
from the Committee.

Mr. WALKER: I mercly wanted to
cmphasise that the Moore Government did
everything possible fo foster the tobacco
industry. The duty question was certainly
a big one, because we had not only to con-
sider the daty, but the carriage over here,
and other sundries too numerous to mention.

We are inclined to be disappointed on
account of the cnormous quantity of tobacco
which is coming to Australia from other
countries. It is only a few years ago that
we started the industry. Af first tobacco
was only grown in the Texas district. We
have at present 936 growers, cultivating an
area of 6,178 acres, with a ploductlon of
1.360.390 1b. of tobacco. That is a wonderful
record. The Minister ought to be con-
gratulated on his share of the achievement.

Mr. Walker.]
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We have to cope with blue mould and other
pests in connection with the growth of
tobacco from its infant stage; so that I
think we have done remarkably well. We
have a consumption in Australia of 20,000,000

ib. a year. However, if I continue on these
lines I shall infringe your ruling, Mr.
Hanson, and therefore I conclude my

remarks.

Mr. KENNY (Cool) [9.43 p.m.]: 1 want
to deal with the development of agriculture
and scientific investigation, which comes
under this vote. It is a phase of agriculture
which is very important, and we should
discuss the development of the industry and
the effect of Government policy in’ that
regard.

The tobacco industry in North Queensland
has been investigated by a committee ap-
pointed by the Federal Government which
went through the district and has made a
report. I noticed a refercnce in the press
to the report, and the Secrctary for Agricul-
ture commented on the report and said he
was pleased to see that the Federal
authorities were vacating the field of
scientific investigation.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I said I
would be pleased if they did, but there is no
certainty of it,

Mr. KENNY: I hope that if they do the
Minister will carry on and take advantage
of the experience of the officers of the Federal
Government conversant with tobacco culture
in North Queensland.

There appears to be a wrong impression
on the part of hon. members with regard
to the tobacco industry. The Secretary for
Public Works and the hon. member for
Rockhampton took me to task for moving
an amendment to a motion moved by the
kon. member for Rockhampton concerning
the action of the Federal Government with
rezard to the tobacco and other industrics.
I have no intenticn of dealing with that,
because I consider those hon. members were
out of order. Ther blamed me because I
moved an amendment in order to show the
effect of the policy on the development of
the industry. This is an industry that must
be very carefullv handled, and while we are
expecting the Tederal authorities to vacate
the field of scientific investigation the Go-
vernment of Queensland must be prepared
to carry on from where the Federal Govern-
ment leave off. The development of this
industry has been going on for a long period.
It< inception dates back to the time when
Labour was in power in the Federal Parlia-
ment.  Mr. F. M. Forde, then Minister
for Trade and Customs, referred the matter
to the Tariff Board prior to the last Federal
elections. The Tariff Board came to Queens-
land, taking evidence to see what could be
done to develop the industry on a sound
basis, but thev did not go to North Queens-
land to investigate the position there. They
gave the people in North Queensland two
days to come to Brishane to put the case of
the tobacco-growers in the Mareeba district.
After the Tariff Board made its report, it
was adopted by the Federal Government. Tt
was the Labour Government who put the
tariff there and it was the Labour Covern-
ment who would not give the people the
right to put their case.

A Goverxmext MeMBER: What about the
timber industry ?

[Mr. Walker,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Supply.

Mr. KENNY: T am dealing wi*s the
tobacco industry, but I will reply in a few
words to the hon. member.

The CHAIRMAN: Oxder! The hon.
member for Cook will not be in order in
replying to the remarks of a member on
another vote. He must confine himself to
the vote before the House.

Mr. KENNY: I just wish to show that
people in the tobacco areas did not get
reasonable facilities that they should have
got, and that is one of the reasons why
to-day the tobacco industry in the northern
part of the State is in such an unfavourable
position. The Tariff Board took this action
under a Labour Government, and it is that
action which has brought about the neces-
sity for the investigation which has just
talken place. It is too early, however, to
discuss the Committee’s report, but we have
had an inkling of what it will be. In the
course of the development of this industry
it must be recognised that a number of
people did pav high prices for land. While
the Moore Government were in power and
trying to develop the industry on a safe
basis so that people would not go “ broke,”
people with money wanted to get into the
industry and develop it, and the Govern-
ment had to open up land to give them amn
opportunity to do so, or they would have
gone elsewhere with their money. That
land was accepted by these people on a per-
petual leasehold basis. As a result a
number of people at present are on land
which is over-capitalised.

The SecreTsRY ror Pusnic Lanps: Now
you are supporting perpetual leasehold.

Mr. KENNY: The hon. gentleman is
like a gramophone, and is trying to throw
me off the track.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. KENNY: The Leader of the Govern-
ment should set an example to other hon.
members.

This is a matter of holding the tobacco-
growers on the land, and that can be done
only by the Queensland Government, as the
Federal Government are vacating the field.
It has been reported that tobacco cannot be
grown in_ North Queensland under 2s. 2d.
per lb. If that is so, it is going to be a
very serious thing, not only for WNorth
Queensland but for the Government, because
if they cannot produce tobacco under 2s. 2d.
per 1b. they will require to receive 4s. a 1b.
to enable them to remain on the land; con-
sequently there is need for a larger vote im
this department to enable the Government
to carry out scientific development.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You will
agree with that vote?

Mr. KENNY: I would agree with this
vote if it was £10,000 greater than it is
now. Secientific investigation of the indus-
try is necessary, and the vote will have to
be considerably increased if that work is to
be carried out properly. If we are to
believe that the cost of production will be
2s. 2d. per Ib., with a return of 500 1b. of
tobacco leaf to the acre, something will have
to be done to show the people in the locality
that tobacco can be produced at a cheaper
rate. I have pointed out on many occasions
that the Government will have to provide
financial assistance to enable the tobacco-
growers to investigate these matters for
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themselves. The secret of their success lies
in a reduction in the cost of production,
and this can be achieved only by sclentific
investigation on the part of the farmers,
seeing that it is not being done by the
Government. Much has been said by the
present Government about the actlons of
the Tederal Government, and this is a
question to bo considered by the Federal
Government and one over which this Parlia-
ment has no control.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I have already
told the hon. member that he cannot reply
to speeches made on a previous debate. Ho
must confine his remarks to the question
before the Committee.

Mr. KENNY: Many pcople arc under
the impression that the difficulty will be over-
come by an alteration in the Customs duty,
but » greater factor is a reduction in the
cost of production, the elimination of inferior
leaf, and greater production of high-class
leaf per acre, and this can be secured
only by the expenditure of a large
amount of money on scientific investigation.
That money is not being provided in these
Estimates. The work will have to be car-
ried out by the farmer. No alteration of
duty will assist the farmer to obtain a pro-
fitable pricc unless he is able to place an
aceeptable leaf on the market. North
Queensland can grow good tobacco, and I
regret that the Secretary for Public Works
should have said otherwise.

The SECRETARY vor PusLic Works: I did
not say that.

At 9.56 p.m.,

The CI XTR"VIAN Under the provisions
of the Scssional Orders agreed to by the
House on 16th August and 18th Octobe1 last,
I shall now leave the chair, and make my
report to the House.

The Housc resumed.

The CoairMaN reported progress, and asked
jeave to sit again.

Resumption of Committee made an Order
©of the Day for to-morrow.

The House adjourned at 9.56 p.m.

Bill.
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