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Questions

{2) From what position, after what
length of service and for what reason was
the one employee dismissed?

Answers—

When the dieselisation programme began
to affect the Rockhampton district, his
Worship the Mayor of Rockhampton,
Alderman R. B. J. Pilbeam, made strong
representations to me requesting that every
effort be made to retain the services of
permanent railway staff. In keeping with
the Railway Department’s policy, action
has been taken to provide employment for
all permanent employees.

(1) “The number of employees con-
cerned in each grade and the positions
which have been offered to them are as
follows ;-

Number of .
Employees Grade Position offered
i Fifth Grade Sub- Will be retained as a
Foreman surplus Fifth Grade
Sub-Foreman in his
present position of
Fitter in Charge,
Gladstone
1 Leading Hand Turner
Turner
8 Turners .. Porter
4 Blacksmiths One (1) offered position
as Blacksmith,
Maintenance
Branch, Rock-
hampton
One (1) offered position
as Blacksmith,
Cairns
Two (@3] offered
positions as
A Porters
Coppersmiths Porter .
Toolmaker Toolmaker, Ipswich
Blacksmiths’ Fettler
Strikers
Driller Fettler

Crane Slingsman  Fettler

Tube Turner Fettler

Power Hacksaw Fettler
Operator

Bosh Hand .. Fettler

Boiler Attendant  Fettler
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Length of service varies from one year
ten months to thirty-one years six
months,”

(2) “The employee concerned has been
offered a position as porter. His length
of service is one year ten months.”

OVERSEAS ORDERS FOR RAILWAY
ROLLING-STOCK

Myr. Thackeray, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Transport,—

(1) How many orders for rolling-stock
have been placed with overseas companies
by the Railway Department during the last
three years, naming separately the
companies, types of orders placed, delivery
times and accepted prices?

(2) Has there been any discrepancy in
prices and extended delivery times? If so,
what are the companies involved?
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Answer—

(1 and 2) “The only rolling-stock con-
tract let to an overseas company by the
Railway Department during the last three
years was to Nippon Sharyo Seizo Kaisha
Limited, Japan, for the supply of 200
VO’ wagons. The total cost including
landing and import charges was
$2,196,611.94. Deliveries were made on
schedule and there was no discrepancy in
prices and no extended delivery time.”

FINANCIAL AFFAIRS, NORTH QUEENSLAND
Locar  GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION AND
ProPLE THE NORTH COMMITTEE

Mr. Aikens, pursuant to notice, asked The

Minister for Local Government,—

(1) Is the North Queensland Local
Government Association composed entirely
of certain Local Authorities in North
Queensland, each of which functions in
accordance with the provisions of the
Local Government Act?

(2) Was the People the North Com-
mittee formed by and does it operate under
the complete control of the North Queens-
land Local Government Association?

(3) Are the books, documents and all
other matters relating to the operations of
(a) the North Queensland Local Govern-
ment Association and (b) the People the
North Committee subject to audit as pro-
vided by the Local Government Act? Has
the Auditor-General made such an audit?
If so, where does the report appear
and when was it made available to
Parliament?

(4) If the Auditor-General has no
statutory authority to make such an audit,
will he request the North Queensland Local
Government Association to produce a
detailed balance sheet of its own and the
People the North Committee’s financial
affairs from the date the People the North
Committee was formed to the latest date
for which figures are readily available, and
will he make such balance sheet available
to this Parliament?

Answer:—

(1 to 4) “The North Queensland Local
Government Association and the People
the North Committee are not constituted
under “The Local Government Acts, 1936
to 1965,” and accordingly I am not aware
of their constitutions.”

BOAT-LAUNCHING RAMPS AND NEW
PusLic JETTY, CAIRNS

Mr. R. Jones, pursuant to notice, asked

The Treasurer,—

(1) Has any consideration or decision
been given on site plans and construction
detail for additional boat-launching ramps
and a new public jetty at Cairns?
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(2) If so, what are the locations and
estimated costs, when is it anticipated
tenders will be called and when will the
work commence?

Answer—

(1 and 2) “Site plans for a new public
jetty near the Esplanade in Cairns are
being prepared and are expected to be
available for approval before the end of
this month. The estimated cost will not
be known until the plans are available.
The Department of Harbours and Marine
has approved of the engagement by the
Mulgrave Shire Council of consultants to
make a general review of the need for boat-
launching ramps in the Cairns area.
Action is proceeding in this direction.”

ELECTRICITY RETICULATION FOR DANBULLA
FORESTRY RESERVE

Myr. Wallis-Smith, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Local Government,—

In view of the permanent work force
engaged at Danbulla Forestry Reserve and
the fact that barracks and other accommo-
dation are provided for these men, will he
consider the installation of electric light
and power for all buildings at this camp?

Answer—

“] will secure a report and give the
matter full consideration in the light of
the circumstances of the case.”

HarvesTING ofF Tosacco CRrop,
MAREEBA-DIMBULAH DISTRICT

Mr., Wallis-Smith, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Primary Industries,—

(1) Is he aware that an acute shortage
of labour exists for the harvesting of this
year’s tobacco crop in the Mareeba-
Dimbulah district?

(2) Has he taken any steps to overcome
this serious problem? If not, will he take
urgent action to provide sufficient labour
to harvest the full crop?

Answers:——

(1) “I am advised that there is no
acute shortage of labour for the harvest-
ing of this year’s tobacco crop in the
Mareeba-Dimbulah district. I understand
there is at present some shortage of skilled
labour but otherwise there is adequate
labour offering.”

(2) “It is not the function of the Govern-
ment to direct labour. The Common-
wealth Department of Labour and
National Service does assist in the move-
ment of labour to various sources as
required and no doubt that Department
could assist should growers experience
difficulty in obtaining labour. The
Honourable Member will naturally be
aware that an officer of that Department
is located at Atherton.”
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Death of Mr. R. J. Gardner

RAILWAY REFRESHMENT ROOM CHARGES
Mr. Wallis-Smith, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Transport,—

(1) What is the reason for increased
prices at Railway refreshment rooms in the
last two months?

(2) Why are sandwiches of the same
type two cents dearer on Saturday than
on Monday?

(3) Will he have all prices exhibited in
a prominent place in each refreshment
room?

Answers—

(1) “The increases in charges for meals
and light refreshments at railway refresh-
ment rooms operated from and including
November 1, 1966. This is the first
increase in such charges since 1960 and
has been necessary because of increases in
wages and costs of provisions.”

(2) “A surcharge of 2¢ per customer
for light refreshments applies on Satur-
days, on Sundays and public holidays. A
check of all railway refreshment rooms
conducted on railway property will be
made to ensure that no charge beyond
that authorised is being made.”

(3) “Yes.”

MAINTENANCE WORK, MAREEBA STATE
SCHOOL

Myr. Adair, pursuant to notice, asked The

Minister for Education,—

Owing to the dilapidated appearance of
the Mareeba State primary school and the
urgent need for repairs to the buildings,
will he have a responsible officer of his
Department inspect the school with the view
to having it repainted externally and inter-
nally and necessary repair work carried out
to bring the buildings into line with other
schools throughout the -State?

Answer;—

“No recent correspondence has been
received from any local interested party
indicating that repairs to and repainting
of the Mareeba State School building is
necessary. Arrangements will be made,
however, for an officer of the Department
of Works to inspect the building in question
and furnish a report and estimate of
cost of any improvements considered
necessary.”

DEATH OF MR. R, J. GARDNER
MotioN OF CONDOLENCE
Hon. G. F. R. NICKLIN (Landsborough—

Premier) (11.15 a.m.), by leave, without
notice: I move—

“1. That this House desires to place
on record its appreciation of the services
rendered to this State by the late Robert
James Gardner, Esquire, a former member
of the Parliament of Queensland.
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the Minister to confer with other primary-
industry Ministers in Australia with the
object of establishing a national standard.
It is particularly urgent for us to progress
more rapidly in this field.

I can remember a personal experience
when, over 26 years ago, I was quite ill. I
went to a specialist and was given a course
of injections. To my astonishment I picked
up a medical journal a few years ago which
claimed that the course of injections I had
received could be destructive to the kidney
system and, in some cases, fatal. I mentioned
the other day that this is the age of calculated
risk. If we set a high standard in this
regard, whether on a State or national level,
we will not have an age of miscalculated
risk. Perhaps I may have been a loss to the
community had I died; I do not know.
History will assess that. It is important
indeed that national standards be adopted,
and that an organisation be set up to deter-
mine what is for the benefit of the com-
munity, particularly in the field of chemicals.

Research is extremely important, and it
has been very interesting to hear it mentioned
here. Again I must repeat something that
I said the other day. In this vast continent,
with only a small population, every endeavour
must be made to avoid duplication of research
work. We have not so many specialists that
we can afford to waste their talents. That
is why I said the other day that if the best
services were obtained from the Common-
wealth Scientific and Industrial Research
Organisation, which is financed by the Com-
monwealth Government, and there were
co-ordination and co-operation between the
State departments dealing with primary
industry, some duplication might be avoided.
This would allow specialists in their fields to
give greater service to primary industry, not
only in this country. It must be remembered

that in this matter we also have obligations
overseas.

Research is of the utmost importance, but
it must be planned research. From the point
of view of the State, the most economic
system would be to have the Commonwealth
Government financing research through the
CS.IR.O., and State officers providing
specialised services to those in need of them.

Mr. Lickiss: Research has to be balanced
with adequate extension service.

Mr. O’DONNELL: That is correct; I shall
deal with extension work soon. I feel that
standards and research are very important.

I now wish to deal with the extension
services. Nobody in this age fails to appreci-
ate the benefits of education, and the Depart-
ment of Primary Industries is the education
department of primary industry. It is import-
ant indeed that there be made available
throughout the length and breadth of the
State extension services to people who are
sadly in need of advice on farm and station
management. The department deserves
credit for its endeavour to do something in
this field, but there is, of course, a shortage
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of men who are qualified to carry it out.
As a consequence, it is not possible to give
the best service needed today.

It has to be remembered that people
on the land, are, in the main, highly educated.
About 50 or 60 years ago, although they
may have been highly intelligent, they were
not highly educated. Today the position is
quite d.fferent. I could take hon. members
to some rural centres where the standard of
education of primary producers is particularly
high. Sometimes I pity the young teachers
who are sent to teach there in one-
teacher schools. On one of the pro-
perties will be found a former officer of
the C.S.L.LR.O. who is a Master of Science.
Up the road a little is a Bachelor of Arts,
and a little farther along the road is a young
lady with a degree in veterinary science. In
my day, when a teacher went to a rural
community he was superior in knowledge,
and probably in intellect, to most of the com-
munity, whereas today a young teacher can
be at a decided disadvantage.

The services that the Department of
Primary Industries has to bring to people in
rural centres today have to be of a very
high standard indeed. There are, of course,
people with varying abilities to absorb the
lessons taught, but there are many Wwho
welcome this type of education and are able
to absorb and apply it.

Mr. Sullivam: I think you will find that the
people of whom you are speaking are very
co-operative with departmental officers and
pass some of their knowledge on to them.

Mr. O’'DONNELL: I agree with the hon.
member.

I was interested to read in the report of
the Department of Primary Industries that in
North Queensland there is the Far North
Queensland Extension Committee, composed
of officers of various branches. This is a
new essay into extension. A somewhat similar
approach has been made in the Maranoa.
Therefore, the question that I ask now is an
obvious one: why is there not a Central
Queensland Extension Committee? I think
that is important.

I realise, as do many other people, that
primary producers in Central ngensland are
engaged in a variety of activities. In ghe
Central Highlands, of course, there is a high
percentage of new settlers, and they are the
people who need extension services. If
facilities were not provided in the area, they
probably would feel too neglected to try to
make the personal contact that is necessary.
I remind the Committee of the closer settle-
ment that has taken place in the Peak Downs
district. One can go back in the history of
Peak Downs to the Queensland-British Food
Corporation project, the subdivision of the
area by a Labour Government, and the
consequent development after it had been
proved as a grain sorghum area. Since then,
various other experiments have been reason-
ably successful—it has been proved that
wheat can be grown there at times, and
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money. Omne man went to Gladstone, and
for the entire eight weeks he was there the
workers were on strike, so he came back.

These men have to get work elsewhere. I
know that some new farmers were out
scratching for tin at the mines, and others
were working at other jobs. An ordinary
job on the basic wage is no good to them,
because by the time they pay for their
accommodation and meet their other expenses
they are unable to save anything to enable
them to carry on through the year. I know
dozens of them who owe money to grocers
for food bills. Even though they have cut
up to 1,000 tons of cane this year, they will
still be indebted to grocers and other business
people.

I believe that the only way in which they
can be assisted is for the Agricultural Bank
to advance them extra money. It is no use
telling me that there is no security for the
Agricultural Bank. Anybody who knows any-
thing about the sugar industry knows that
there are many people who would buy those
properties for much more than the Agricul-
tural Bank’s equity in them. The security is
there. These farmers have cleared the land
and grown a crop, and put in two years of
hard work on their farms, so that the Agricul-
tural Bank has nothing to lose. I cannot see
why it is holding back and refusing to make
further advances to men who have worked
hard and are doing everything possible to
make a success of their farms. They have
put into them up to £4,000 and £5,000 of
their own money, so they can be expected to
do everything possible to carry on. I believe
that the Agricultural Bank should assist them
to stay on their properties, as they have every
chance of being successful if the bank will
come to their assistance. I appeal to the
Minister to think this matter over and do
what he can to have the Agricultural Bank
assist these growers wherever possible.

There has been some talk about a banana
industry in the North. I know that some
banana-growers have had to leave the Coff’s
Harbour area because the soil has been
worked out and, unlike the soil used for the
growing of cane, it cannot be restored by the
use of fertiliser. These farmers have been
looking round the Innisfail, Silkwood, and
Tully areas for land suitable for banana-
growing. The area is excellent for this pur-
pose, and farmers there are being offered up
to £20 an acre a year for a lease of land for
the growing of bananas. That indicates how
anxious those banana-growers are to move
into this area, which is good country for
bananas. In the Daintree and Bailey’s Creek
areas there are hundreds of acres of the
richest soil one could find anywhere in
Queensland, and it has proved over the years
to be excellent for growing bananas.

A company is now investigating the pur-
chase of large areas of land there for the
growing of bananas. I am sure it will find
this an excellent area for that purpose. Mason
Brothers have grown bananas at Tribulation
and at Bailey’s Creek, the quality of which
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has not been equalled anywhere in Australia.
Many years ago they sent bananas from
those areas to southern markets and had no
trouble in disposing of them. The bananas
now being grown are of the Mons Mari and
improved Cavendish varieties and are of a
very high quality.

It seems that the banana-growing industry
has a future in the area, but the officers of
the department will have to ensure, as they
have in the past, that the correct varieties
are grown and that bunchy top and other
diseases do not spread through the area. As
I travel along the roads in my electorate,
occasionally I see bananas affected with
bunchy top and other diseases, but I know
that the officers of the Department of
Primary Industries take a keen interest in
their work and will make sure that such
diseases are kept in check.

In conclusion, I ask the Minister to con-
sider matters that I have raised.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Aspley) (3.27 p.m.): The
ramifications of the Department of Primary
Industries are wider than those of any other
Government department, and it is to the
credit of the Minister that he has been able
to make himself familiar with virtually all
phases of the department’s work. As you
know, Mr. Rae, the work of the officers of
the Department of Primary Industries is very
important to Queensland and those officers are
efficient, capable, and conscientious.

One of the services provided by the depart-
ment is in the field of marketing, and it 1s
to this subject that I shall direct the major
portion of my remarks in this debate. For
over 40 years many of Queensland’s primary
products have been disposed of by the
system known as orderly marketing, a system
based on the pooling of a particular com-
modity and the equalising of returns from
various sources to give a common, payable
return to each producer. The system involves
varying degrees of control of the product,
from outright acquisition, as in the case of
sugar, to industry control through a market-
ing board, as in the case of most other
industries.

Although the system is obnoxious to many
people because it denies the individual pro-
ducer the freedom to dispose of his product
as he sees fit, nevertheless it is superior to
the methods employed overseas—in the
United States of America, for example, there
is a system of price support, and in Great
Britain farm products carry a heavy Govern-
ment subsidy—and it has served Australia
well and provided a degree of stability to
primary producers that was lacking hitherto.
Its main drawback, if it can be said to have
any drawbacks, is the compulsory element
in the legislation governing orderly marketing.

Mr. Davies: The Labour Party deserves
great credit for having introduced it.

Mr. CAMPBELL: The Labour Party can-
not take any credit for that.
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Commonwealth Government to assist the
poultry industry I state clearly and
emphatically that that fund was established
by Commonwealth legislation and is con-
tributed to by every egg producer in Australia
at the rate of approximately 6c per hen.
It is an integral part of the present stabilis-
ation of the egg market. It is a satisfactory
means by which every commercial egg pro-
ducer in Awustralia contributes his fair share
to the stabilisation of the egg industry. For
many years the industry has been seeking the
implementation of this scheme, believing in
the essential fairness of it. It is heartening
to know that a scheme which is considered
by many to be a hazardous experiment is
operating to the full satisfaction of the
industry, although some producers in certain
areas consider it is a hardship.

Producers in North Queensland, for
instance, think it is a hardship. They should
not overlook the fact that it is through
the stabilisation scheme that prices are main-
tained. It also removes the ever-present
threat of the import of eggs from Southern
Queensland and New South Wales to the
fairly lucrative market in the North. If it
were not for the stabilisation in the marketing
of eggs provided by the Egg Marketing
Board, the producers in North Queensland,
who believe that they are suffering some hard-
ship, would be obliged to receive much less
for their product.

I now wish to deal briefly with the
Minister’s reference to the outbreak of New-
castle disease. The poultry industry of
Australia was indeed fortunate that only a
mild type of virus was detected in this
country. So mild was it that it had only
a depressing effect on the birds and did not
cause the grievous losses that have resulted
from it in other parts of the world. New-
castle disease has been the scourge of the
poultry industry in the United States and
England, and the only way of combating it
in those countries, and other parts of the
world, has been the slaughter of entire
flocks.

(Time expired.)

Mr. COBURN (Burdekin) (3.52 p.m.):
Before proceeding to submit the two cases that
I wish to present this afternoon, I offer my
congratulations to the Minister on his efficient
administration of this department, and for his
kind and courteous manner when dealing
with me on all occasions on which I have
made representations to him. I realise that
he is keen to have a good team behind him
and to see that it is an efficient one, and he
has, in large measure, succeeded.

The district that I represent, with its
wonderful soil and water supply, which makes
it essentially an agricultural area, has very
close contact with the Department of Primary
Industries. I think an analysis of what has
been done in the Burdekin electorate will
lead one to conclude that we have been
rather generously treated by the department.
We have a well-equipped and well-staffed
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experiment station at Millaroo, which has
been instrumental in carrying out much work
of a very valuable nature. Nearby we
have the “Swan’s Lagoon” Cattle Field
Research Station, from which results have not
yet been obtained because it is more or less
in its infancy.

Very valuable experimental work in con-
nection with cattle production will be carried
out on that station, and in a few years we will
be reaping the benefit of the experts’ findings.
There is also the Ayr Experiment Station at
Clare Road, which at present is concerned
mainly with experiments in connection with
dairy cattle, mainly Sahiwal and Jersey
strains. That is another experiment that takes
about seven years to complete, and till then
the full benefit of the work carried out
will not be derived. The results will be
known in the future, and I think that
they will be very valuable.

In addition, there is the sugar experiment
station near the Pioneer Sugar Mill at
Brandon, and the interest that the farmers
have in that station is displayed when field
days are held. ‘Hundreds of them turn up
to see the work that is being carried out
by members of the staff and to listen to
addresses given by members of the Bureau
of Sugar Experiment Stations to acquaint
them with the work that is being done and a
number of matters closely related to the work
of the department.

As all hon. members know, the sugar
industry is suffering what might be regarded
as a minor recession, due entirely to the low
price being received for export sugar. Because
of that, most farmers are looking for ways
of reducing costs. Most of those with whom
I have discussed this aspect of the industry
are of the opinion that one of the best ways
of reducing costs is to introduce mechanical
harvesting of cane. The type of machine
most favoured is the cutter-harvester type,
which cuts the cane into lengths of about
10 or 12 inches.

Before becoming involved in a discussion
on mechanical harvesting, I should like to tell
hon. members that experiments have been
carried out at the Millaroo Experiment
Station relative to the production of rice.
On 23 August, I asked the Minister a series
of questions about those experiments, and he
gave me a very long and comprehensive reply,
going into detail on the results that have
been achieved. Summed up, they are: that
the experiments had been carried out on from
5 to 6 acres; that the production of rice
approximated 3 tons to the acre.

The experiments have been carried out
over a period of 10 years, and some of the
farmers in the area who have been in close
touch with the Millaroo Experiment Station
are now anxious to grow rice on a commercial
basis. One man made a proposal to me that
I submitted to the Minister for Lands. He
said that if he can obtain a lease of 1,000
acres of Crown land that is available in the
area, he will grow 100 acres of rice in rota-
tion with cattle pastures, growing the rice one
year in six on the same land. He also
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three years, and as the bins remained the
property of the mill, the mill should be
recouped sufficiently for its expenditure.

The Minister assured us that the Bill of
which he gave notice this morning would
deal with bins and would cover every aspect
of the case. We hope that under the Bill the
Central Sugar Cane Prices Board will have
power to order a mill to supply the required
number of bins to farmers who want to
have their cane harvested by chopper-
harvesters and transported to the mill in
bins. I cannot guess just what the Bill will
contain. Whether it will provide, as was
suggested by the chairman of the Central
Board, that it is reasonable and fair that the
rental should be charged and that the mill
should be forced to supply the bins required,
I shall discover when I see the Bill. I can
assure the Minister that it is of great import-
ance to the Lower Burdekin district, as no
doubt it is in every other sugar district.

Mr. Houston: What do the growers want?

Mr. COBURN: Most of them want to use
the chopper-harvester.

(Time expired.)

Mr. MELLOY (Nudgee) 4.17 p.m.):
Firstly I shall say a few nice things about
the Minister. I suppose it will be claimed
that I am out of form, but that does
not matter. I congratulate the Minister
because he is different from the usual run of
ministers. Although he 1is restricted or
hemmed in to a great extent by Government
policy, he is a practical man who knows his
job. Three or four weeks after he assumed
his portfolio I asked him how things were
going and he more or less said that he did
not know whether he was Arthur or
Martha. I think he was referring not to
his ability to do the job but to the task of
relating his practical knowledge to the job
and the problems of administration. He has
gone ahead, but it is still quite refreshing to
see humility in a minister rather than the
brash arrogance evident in some of them.

I was rather surprised at the Premier’s
reply this morning to the question of the
Leader of the Opposition about what steps
he could take to overcome the diversion of
our wool clip to New South Wales. The
Premier said that owing to section 92 of
the Commonwealth Constitution any steps to
restrict compulsorily the movement of wool
to interstate wool-selling centres would be
abortive. He did not say whether the Gov-
ernment could do anything to bring the wool
back to Queensland. He said that the Gov-
ernment has done, and will continue to do,
everything in its power to protect the
interests of Queensland industry from any
such threats.

I do not think the Premier is doing all that
he could do in this matter. The president
of the Western Queensland Road Hauliers’
Association said that hauliers were forced
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to divert the wool to Sydney because of

the increased road taxes announced by the
Treasurer in his Budget.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I remind the
hon. member that we are not discussing
the Estimates of the Transport Department.

Mr. MELLOY: No, we are discussing the
Department of Primary Industries, and:

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I remind the
hon. member that we are not discussing
transport.

~ Mr. MELLOY: I am discussing the market-
ing of wool and whether it is to be sold
in New South Wales or Queensland. If
it is not going to be sold in Queensland, I
want to discuss why that should be so. We
want the Premier to do something about
bringing this wool back to Queensland. He
has said that, because of section 92 of the
Commonwealth Constitution, he can do noth-
ing about it. As the Government has
done something that has forced the diversion
of wool to New South Wales, it can likewise
do something that will bring it back to
Queensland.  This can be achieved by
making it more attractive financially to send
the wool to Brisbane than to Sydney.
Growers who want to send their wool
to Brisbane for sale now find that road
haulage fees are 30 per cent. more
than rail freight, and they can send
it to Sydney at the same price that it
would cost

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is completely out of order in discussing
transport matters. References to the sale
of wool are permissible under these

Estimates, but transport matters may not
be discussed.
Mr. MELLOY: I am speaking on the

cost of marketing wool, which I think is
pertinent to this debate.

Mr. Houston: It is no good growing it if
you can’t sell it.

Mr. MELLOY: Absolutely. In all other
matters, the discussion of costs is of para-
=mount importance. In the interests not only
of the producers but of Queensland as a
whole, facilities have to be provided for
the carriage of wool to Brisbane. I under-
stand that this latest development, if allowed
to continue, will mean six fewer wool sales
in Queensland. The Premier has it within
his power to do something about it, and I
certainly hope that he will take some action.
It is no good saying that he has not the
power, and must allow the wool to go to
New South Wales to be sold. Brisbane
has facilities for its sale, and the Premier
has the power to take steps that will facilitate
its carriage to Brisbane. That is_all I
propose to say on the matter, as I thmk
I have made my point. The Premier’s
reply this morning to the Leader of the
Opposition shows that he has failed in his
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Previous Labour Premiers, including the late
Mr. Forgan Smith, and particularly the late
Mr. E. M. Hanlon, did a great deal for water
development but could not persuade the
Federal anti-Labour Government to provide
them with funds for the Lower Burdekin
scheme and other water-conservation works.

Mr. Ramsden: That would be your explana-
tion for its not being done by your party in
the last 40 or 50 years?

Mr. BENNETT: That interjection is as
relevant as the observation of the hon. mem-
ber for Gregory that a bull that jumped a
fence and molested a young heifer should
have been sent to the abattoirs.

Water distribution could mean new life for
a large acreage of what is known as the
mulga lands in Queensland. That particular
rain-belt receives only 14 inches a year. We
who live on the coast are not fully conscious
of the paucity of the rainfall in other parts
of the State. If we could harness our waters
for use in those parts of the State that are
lacking rainfall, our development would be
much greater.

(Time expired.}

Mr. SULLIVAN (Condamine) (5.17 p.m.):
It would be easy to devote the full 25
minutes allowed in this debate to criticism
of the contribution that has just been made,
but I am confident that the Minister will
answer all of the charges levelled at his
department by the hon. member for South
Brisbane. By jumping from one primary
industry to another, he indicated that he is
possibly one of the most diversified farmers
in this Chamber. I was unable to hear him
and am not sure whether he claimed to be
speaking from experience or inexperience,
but, as he displayed complete ignorance of
all of the primary industries with which he
dealt, I am sure he was speaking from
inexperience. I came here at the same time
as he did, and I cannot remember, in that six
years, seeing a leader or deputy leader of
the Opposition so embarrassed. By facial
grimaces and in other ways the Deputy
Leader showed his disgust for certain state-
ments and accusations made by the hon.
member for South Brisbane, and the
inexperience of the hon. member,

Mr. TUCKER: 1 rise to a point of order.
If in fact I was looking grave, I was ponder-
ing the dearth of intellect of the hon. member
for Condamine.

Mr. SULLIVAN: T am glad the Deputy
Leader agrees with me. I suggest he was
pondering the dearth of intellect of the hon.
member for South Brisbane.

The hon. member for South Brisbane went
out of his way to refer on many occasions to
the inefficiency of the dairy industry. In
defence of the dairymen of Queensland, and
not because I am one of them myself, T must
reply to those assertions. It is true that
people have left the industry and the number
of those engaged in it has decreased. I shall
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let members representing other electorates
speak for themselves. In my electorate, how-
ever, I feel no concern for those who have
left the industry, because their going is the
result of a shortage of labour brought about
by the industrial development of this State,
for which I commend the Government.
People have left the dairy industry because
their land is suitable for agriculture, and
markets are available for grain and beef as
a result of negotiations by the Federal leader
of the Country Party, Mr. McEwen, who will
go down in history as one of the greatest
trade negotiators of all time. Because of
economic stability in other industries,
people have left dairying, and that does not
concern me a bit.

Strangely enough, figures produced by the
Dairy Produce Board show that, despite the
decrease in the number of dairy farmers,
production figures have remained approxi-
mately constant. That is an indication of
efficiency, and 1 am sure that dairymen
throughout Queensland will not thank the
hon. member for South Brisbane for the
criticism levelled at them by one who does
not know the first thing about the industry.
If he criticises some of the laws of the
State, because of his legal knowledge I may
respect him, but I would have thought he
had sufficient common sense to leave
criticism of a branch of primary industry to
someone who knows something about it, if
there is such a person on the other side of
the Chamber.

He also criticised people in primary industry
for the conditions under which their
employees work. I have lived in a rural area
all my life, and have never heard this
criticism. I believe that the conditions given
by dairy farmers, wheat-growers, and all
others engaged in primary industry, to rural
workers are, in the main, better than those
given to workers in industry in the cities.
Having pointed out those few things, I shall
leave any further reply to the Minister. T am
very confident that he will be quite capable
of dealing with such criticism, although he
will probably not spend much time on it.

As one representing an agricultural, cattle-
fattening, and dairying area, I commend and
congratulate the Minister and his departmental
officers on what I, and all people engaged
in primary industry, consider to be a very
fine job being done to assist men on the land.
Primary Industries is, 1 suppose, one of the
most extensive departments. It has many
branches, each calling for highly qualified
personnel, and the advice given to those in
various forms of primary industry is indicative
of the fine types of officers in the department.

What is probably a record wheat and
barley harvest is now in progress. To some
extent it is the result of seasonal conditions.
My memory extends back almost to the
development of the wheat industry in Queens-
land, and I cannot remember any better
seasonal conditions for wheat and barley-
growing in my lifetime. However, I do not
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believe that is the only reason for it. Twenty
years ago, if a farmer was able to get 10
bags of wheat to the acre, he regarded that
as a record crop; but today it is fairly com-
mon-place for farmers on the Darling Downs
to get 20 bags of wheat to the acre—in some
instances 25-—and up to 35 bags of barley
to the acre. Research and the introduction
of new varieties have played a very big
part in increased yields, and work done at
Hermitage Research Station at Warwick in
breeding new varieties, together with the work
done by the Wheat Research Institute and
by private individuals, has contributed greatly
to the development of the wheat industry
and its present buoyant economy.

In recent years wheat has been grown in
some of the marginal areas. As hon. members
know, the State has been ravaged by a very
severe drought——the worst drought in my
memory—and stock losses have made it
necessary for graziers to turn to farming
activities. Replacement stock are not avail-
able to them, and it takes some years to
build ‘up cattle numbers. Because of the
severe financial loss many graziers have
sustained, it is beyond the capacity of many
of them to purchase the stock that are
available. Whether a man wishes to become
a farmer and grow grain of whether he
wishes to remain a wool-grower, a beef-
producer, or a fat-lamb grower, it is very
good for him to have experience as a farmer.
If he decides to remain in the grazing industry,
he will become much more efficient as his
knowledge of farming increases. and if
‘he is on country where the rainfall makes it
possible for him to grow wheat or barley,
no doubt he will produce better beef, better
wool, or better fat lambs.

By holding field days in the marginal areas
to which I have referred, officers of the
Department of Primary Industries have
given much good advice to graziers
who are endavouring to Dbecome far-
mers.  When the hon. member for
Barcoo was speaking, I think I mentioned by
interjection that men holding a degree in
agricultural science, or something of that
sort, who have chosen to settle on the land—
and I have some of them in my electorate—
have been very helpful to young departmental
officers who have come into the area.
am not being derogatory of the knowledge
of departmental officers, but I remind the
Committee of the old saying that there is
no substitute for experience. It is good to
see the co-operation that exists between the
officers of the Department and these older
men who have qualifications and who have
gained practical experience on the land in
a particular area. I believe that it is playing
a big part in the development of the industry.

It is pleasing to me—and I am sure it is
equally pleasing to other members of the
Government, and possibly to many members
of the Opposition—to see how the advice of
extension officers has been accepted by far-
mers in recent years. I think it is true to
say that some years ago farmers were a
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little bit loath to accept advice from depart-
mental officers; but realising that farming is
becoming much more scientific and that it
is essential to take notice of scientific advice
if they want to advance, they now accept, I
believe, all advice that can be given to them
by these departmental officers. After all,
they are providing money by way of certain
levies and so on to pay for this advice.

Quite a lot has been said about the need
for the use of fertilisers and various other
methods of retaining and building up our
soil. I have said in this Chamber on other
occasions that it is responsibility of the
farmer, in his lifetime, to ensure that the
condition of his land when it is handed to
his children is at least as good as when he
took it over, if not better. I believe this is
possible.

The hon. member for South Brisbane said
by way of criticism that we are not efficient
and it was interesting to hear the Minister
for Education point out by interjection that
only in recent years have we developed
tropical legumes.

Mr, Pizzey: And subtropical legumes.

Mr, SULLIVAN: That is so, and I believe
these legumes will play a very important part
in the scheme the Government has introduced
to assist the dairy industry. Being one mem-
ber of the Government who sat in discussions
with departmental officers and leaders in the
dairying industry, in more or less formulating
this scheme, I again commend the depart-
mental officers and the Minister for their
assistance. 1 also commend members of the
State council of the dairy industry organisa-
tion for their very practical and co-operative
approach.

I believe that, with the development and
application of fertilisers, the use of legumes,
and better water comservation and soil con-
servation methods, the dairy industry in the
localities where seasonal conditions are suit-
able, the coastal belts, will achieve produc-
tion per cow equal to Victoria. Country Party
members representing electorates situated in
those areas will no doubt have something
to say about this matter. The area I represent
is not blessed with such good rainfall but its
soil is possibly richer, and I believe that
dairymen in my locality can benefit greatly
from this scheme.

Lucerne is one of the legumes that has
been proved in my area and farmers are
availing themselves of the scheme to establish
such pastures. The advice readily available
from departmental officers is going to be of
great assistance to them.

I am on record in other places, and. I go
on record here, as saying that I have com-
plete confidence in the dairy industry. I have
had a lifetime of experience in it.

Mr. Bennett: Can you explain why it has
drifted downhill in the last decade?

Mr. SULLIVAN: The fact that I milk 40
fewer cows now than I used to milk and
produce just as much as I produced
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Mr. HANSON: In 1955, 1956 and 1957,
the suppliers numbered respectively 2,695,
2,709, and 2,603. In 1963, 1964, and 1965,
the number decreased from 1,934 to 1,768,
and then to 1,549. In 1965 there were
approximately 1,000 fewer suppliers than
when this Government assumed office. If we
on this side of the Chamber are responsible
for everything except the Gatton murder,
surely the Government should be respon-
sible for the decrease in the number of
suppliers and the alarming decrease in the
quantity of butter manufactured.

A short while ago we heard words to the
effect that in spite of the fact that there
are fewer suppliers, an equal quantity of
dairy produce was being manufactured. That
is not so. The figures are in the balance
sheet; they are audited. I will allow the
hon. member to look at them later if he
wishes to do so.

Exports are the very basis of the nation’s
economy, and the cattle industry is one of
the industries in which exports could be
increased. In my electorate, experiments
have been carried out for many years at
Rodds Bay Station, where Townsville lucerne,
a tropical legume, has been introduced and
planted with the help of superphosphate and
molybdenum in typical speargrass country.
The carrying capacity of Rodds Bay was very
poor in comparison with that of stations in
lush areas of the State, and 16 or 17 years ago
the C.S.L.LR.O. began an experiment that has
since proved very heartening. It is a sort of
pilot experiment, and when field days are
held scientists and hundreds of other people
interested in the cattle industry go to the
station to see the work that has been carried
out.

According to the C.S.ILR.O., there are
about 75,000,000 acres of spear-grass country
that could be suitable for tropical pastures,
and it has now been shown what can be
done in the wallum country, which surrounds
the area of the electorate of the hon. member
for Maryborough and extends up into my
electorate and down to the New South Wales
border. I thank the officers of the Depart-
ment of Primary Industries who, on
occasions, have invited me to the Coolum
Research Station.

Mr. Row: I sent you a personal invitation.

Mr. HANSON: Yes, and I was very grate-
ful for it.

In the tea-tree country in the Gulf, tropical
pastures have been introduced on a small
scale and have shown that the carrying
capacity of the country can be increased.

Townsville lucerne seems to be the most
popular legume at the moment, the one that
seems to have the best future. However, in
addition to legumes, a certain amount of
fertiliser and judicious clearing of the timber
are needed. The hon. member for Conda-
mine referred to strip planting. Cutting
timber and strip planting are very expensive.
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However, the fact that considerable com-
petition from native grasses could destroy
the effect of the Townsville lucerne makes
strip planting worth considering.

When I speak to primary producers in
parts of my electorate and in other parts of
the State, 1 am alarmed by the discrimination
against them in rail freight on fertilisers.
They badly need fertilisers on their properties,
and I believe that there should be some
standardisation of charges for getting them
to their properties. If a person living in an
isolated area wishes to use fertiliser, he
should be able to get it to his property at
a price comparable with that charged in
areas closer to the point of supply and with
a greater population.

[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.15 p.m.]

Mr. HANSON: Before the dinmer recess
I was making certain submissions relative
to the cattle industry. Following up
those submissions, I am somewhat alarmed
at the shortage of funds at the disposal
of this department to enable it to do some-
thing concrete and sound about one of the
greatest menaces ravishing this industry,
namely, the cattle tick. This scourge is
responsible for serious setbacks to growth
in cattle, it causes excessive mustering for
dipping purposes, market values are affected
when cattle become tick-infested, expense
could be incurred in taking them to tick-free
areas, considerable loss results from tick
fever, and there could be damage to hides.
In the aggregate, the losses suffered by cattle-
owners in this State as a result of the ravishes
of cattle tick would be colossal. It has been
estimated at perhaps many millions of pounds
per annum.

Certain types of tick at the present time
have developed an immunity or resistance to
standard organic-phosphate mixtures, and it
is held by many in the cattle industry that
if we do not watch the position closely the
cattle industry could become one of relative
unimportance. This would be very much
to be regretted.

I am sure all hon. members are conscious
of the fact that there is in the Brisbane
Valley a type of cattle tick that has definitely
developed this resistance. The department
is maintaining a deep silence on the matter.
I know certain things are being done by
officers in working out just what type of
planning or organisation should be adopted
to combat this menance, but, as I said
initially in my speech, not enocugh is being
done because this department is suffering
from a severe drought in the allocation of
funds. If the officers of the department had
been given the authority and had been
organised and given a flood of funds, I
am sure they would have been able to
come up with a solution. However, when
one looks at these matters it is noticeable
that only in exceptional circumstances are
stock-owners in this State compelled to dip
their cattle, irrespective of how badly tick-
infested they may be, and, in addition, it
is not compulsory for the owners of dips
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to-have them regularly tested. 1 am aware
that the testing of dips is done as a free
service, but very few dip-owners avail them-
selves of the service. I was shocked to hear
this assertion from various cattle men to
whom I was speaking.

I do not pose as an authority on cattle
husbandry, but I have lived in an area
that was for many years dependent upon the
meat industry.

Mr. Smith: Your predecessor was a big
cattleman.

Mr. HANSON: As one who was naturally
interested in what occurred in my locality——
a trait that possibly the hon. member for
Windsor does not possess—I naturally formed
many {riendships with cattlemen, and in
talking to them about their problems I have
found that they are very appreciative of
the fact that in my present position I am
able to see that many of their little worries
are aired in this Chamber. 1 have taken
a great interest in their affairs over the years.

Funds will be necessary for this work, but
apparently they are not available through
the usual chanpels of Government finance,
Levies subsidised by the Commonwealth
Government, similar in operation to the
voluntary levy to promote wool sales, would
be something of a comstructive nature to
assist with this problem.

The area I represent produces large
numbers of cattle, I have spoken to
many very intelligent cattlemen who have
informed me that wunless revolutionary
steps are taken, the industry could well

be on the brink of disaster. Although
hon. members opposite might pooh-poch
my submissions, I make them in all

sincerity. There are a considerable number
of responsible people in the grazing industry
who would share those views. 1 have seen
cattle in my area dipped fortnightly in
mixtures 20 per cent. stronger than the
recommended mixture, yet after dipping they
have still shown considerable tick infestation.
It is no use saying that the dip-resistant tick
is confined to the area of the Brisbane
Valley. 1 maintain there are dip-resistant
ticks far beyond the boundaries of that area.

(Time expired.)

Mr. MURRAY (Clayfield) (7.22 pm.): I
wish to refer to those sections of the Estimates
dealing with the poultry industry. The
Committee will recall that last year Com-
monwealth legislation was introduced to
put into operation the C.E.M.A. plan for
the control of production and marketing
within the poultry industry. It was a very
controversial measure agreed to by our
Minister at the Council of Agriculture with-
out any reference to this Parliament or, for
that matter, members of the Government.
Queensland was committed blindly to this
plan, except for those within the industry
who desired it. Of course, we must assume
that the Minister and his departmental
advisers were reasonably happy with it,
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because successive Governments in Queens-
land have worshipped at the altar of pro-
ducer controls and boards for the marketing
of primary products. Queensland has built
up considerable status in this regard. Other
States have played around with boards—
establishing some and abandoning others—
in a rather amateurish way. We, on the other
hand, are seasoned professionals with all
the streamlined techniques, efficient built-in
machinery and the know-how

Mr, O’Donnell: Who are “we”?

Mr. MURRAY: We, in this State. We have
the know-how and the other things I have
mentioned for the establishment of “instant”
boards. You name it, we've got it; or,
once having named it, if we haven’t already
got it you can be sure we will soon have it.

I am not quite so silly as to suggest that
we should not have some controls—that we
should abolish very necessary and excellent
controls. Nor would I suggest for a moment
that we should not have some boards. I
firmly believe, as my party believes, in the
general principle of orderly marketing. The
hon. member for Aspley posed a question
on that point this afternoon. I believe
in orderly marketing, but I detest monopolies
and I will not agree to them unless I can be
satisfied that there is no alternative in the
public interest. I would even encourage a
Government to subsidise an alternative enter-
prises—a  non-Government  enterprise—to
break up a monoply in the public interest.

Boards can become a kind of cancer in
our primary producers’ bodies. There is
definite evidence of this. They commence as
a healthy, useful and very orderly process,
but sometimes they develop all the frightening
characteristics of what we may refer to as
cancer cells among normal body cells. In
some respects boards become quite mad after
a while; they grow at a fantastic pace,
gobbling up what they are supposed to help,
and eventually succeed in destroying the
body that houses them. I think it is a great
pity that primary producers cannot be
inoculated against “board-itis” or whatever
we might like to term it.

T refer specifically to the almost inevitable
monopolistic growth that takes place in some
boards and the controls and restrictions that
concern them. I believe they should never
be agreed to in the name of primary-producer
protection unless they can satisfy a very
rigid test for their justification in the inter-
ests of the State and the people.

No-one could possibly object—I am sure
none of us here would—to groups of primary
producers banding together, in the common
interest, in co-operative activity. That is
healthy and natural and has been accepted
throughout the progress of our commercial
history. It is healthy, it is accepted, and it is
good. But the point and moment that protec-
tion is sought by legislative action, or by
regulation under existing Acts, for the special
needs or desires of any section or group
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Chamber, because he has received from
poultry farmers’ organisations many letters
asking for assistance by reduced freights.
The poultry industry is important in the
North because it is one of the main con-
sumers of maize and supplies the local
market. This is the type of linking-up
that is needed in rural industry. There is
no point in sending primary produce to all
parts of the country if it can be used locally,
and much of the maize crop can be used
by the poultry industry.

The important thing, however, is that
it can be used only if the poultry industry
continues. Whilst the C.E.M.A. plan was
quite an obstacle to be overcome, I think
poultry farmers in this area have done the
right thing. I know that they have abided
by the instructions issued to them, and,
as far as I know, there have been only
isolated cases of resentment at having
flocks counted. All that these producers
want is some measure of relief from the
burden of freight charges that have to be
paid on grain obtained from such areas
as Dalby and Toowoomba. I ask the
Premier to try to come to some arrangement
by which they can obtain relief from
excessive freight burdens and so reduce the
cost of production.

The final matter I wish to deal with
concerns the production of seeds. This
matter has come to the fore lately. I asked
a question last year concerning the establish-
ment of a seed-testing branch in North
Queensland. I heard the Minister comment
on the way in which seed-testing activities
have increased, and the Annual Report of
the department has on the front page a
photograph of part of the seed-testing
station in Brisbane. I feel that one of the
most important suppliers of seed is going
to be North Queensland. I have been out
watching seed being harvested, and people

are now making their living from
the harvesting and collecting of seed.
This indicates the extent to which the

industry has grown. I can remember asking
the Minister if there was any chance of an
export market for seed and being told that
in Venezuela, as near as could be ascertained,
there was one small testing plot 3% yards
square. That was in 1964, yet today we
cannot get enough seed for our own require-
ments. The seed is being sown in Cape
York Peninsula, and many farmers are using
it to improve their pastures. I understand
how difficult it is to wuse it successfully
when the nature of the land changes so
rapidly. In only 200 or 300 yards in that
volcanic country, one finds soil that is very
fertile and will grow anything and also soil
that is sour and will grow only bracken
and rubbish. That makes it very difficult
for the farmers, but I am sure our Primary
Industries officers will overcome this problem.

(Time expired.)
Mr. McKECHNIE (Carnarvon) (8.11
p.m.): I shall take the opportunity afforded

by these Estimates to speak on two subjects:
firstly, the desirability of having more
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Queensland apples exported through the port
of Brisbane, instead of through the port of
Sydney; secondly, pasture research in the
traprock country.

Before dealing with those subjects, how-
ever, I express my appreciation to the
Minister and the officers of the Department
of Primary Industries for the great assistance
and consideration I have received from them
during the past 12 months. The horticultural
station at Applethorpe, on the Granite Belt,
has worked very satisfactorily. It has a very
good staff and has achieved some mnotable
successes with rootstock of apples. It has
had success, too, with tomato-breeding, and
tomatoes bred at the station have been used
in the Granite Belt and also extensively in
the Bowen area.

1 express appreciation that the tobacco
experiment station at Whetstone, near Ingle-
wood, remains there. At one stage the
tobacco authorities intended to shift it to
Ashford, in New South Wales, but it is now
to remain at Whetstone at least until the
waters of Coolmunda Dam enable it to be
used for experiments related to tobacco
and associated crops.

Similarly, 1 express my appreciation to the
officers of the department for their work in
the extension of irrigation on the Granite
Belt, and for their investigations into the
possibility of establishing a cannery there.
The final recommendation was that it was
not advisable to establish a cannery on the
Granite Belt at this stage; but the ground-
work has been done, and it will be the basis
for the establishment of a cannery when pro-
duction has increased sufficiently. It is
increasing, In the current year it is likely
to be about 1,500,000 bushels; a few years
hence it will be 3,000,000 bushels.

The efforts of the Standards Branch, com-
bined with more irrigation and greater cold-
storage space, have produced quality apples
this season that are the envy of the rest of
Australia. Hon. members opposite know of
the problems that have arisen in the United
Kingdom relative to Australian apples. I am
happy to say that Queensland apples have not
caused those problems. The high quality
of apples from the Granite Belt is well
known in the trade throughout the world.

Mr. Dewar: Can people afford to buy
apples in England now, under a Labour
Government?

Mr. McKECHNIE: Possibly they could,
because the price of apples in England has
fallen below the cost of production. In the
past few years Stanthorpe apples, through the
efforts of the growers, together with more
irrigation and cold stores and the work of
officers of the department, have established
a reputation for quality in Australia, and
that is paying off in both the export and the
local markets. The best apples that one can
buy in Brisbane are not apples from inter-
state, as they used to be, but those from the
Granite Belt. Even in southern New South
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Wales Stanthorpe fruit has been recognised
as being above average by Australian
standards.

I fully appreciate the rather difficult task
of the Standards Branch in the guaranteeing
of this quality. These people have had to do
certain things that naturally are not welcomed
by growers who may be breaking some of the
standards regulations. But the Standards
Branch has informed me that 85 per cent. of
growers in that area have an exemplary
record.

Mr. Davies: 15 per cent. is a high propor-
tion.

Mr., McKECHNIE: We have established
quality, and that has been done as a result
of the work of all concerned.

1 should also like to express appreciation
of the work the department has done in
research into the destruction of lime bush. It
has not been outstandingly successful but
it has produced some solutions. Unfortunately
—or perhaps fortunately— the main solution
to the lime-bush menace is still to plough it
out. Although it is not desirable in all
cases, it has had some very interesting side
effects.

Twelve years ago in the Goondiwindi
district there were only 1,000 acres cultivated
under wheat., This current year there are
64,000 acres and it looks as if it will produce
at least 1,000,000, or perhaps 1,500,000,
bushels of wheat. Next year it looks as if
the area under cultivation will extend to
100,000 acres.

For some iime we had in the district an
agronomist officer who was a combined
specialist on grasses and crops. This position
is now vacant and I trust that the Minister
will be able to find somebody to fill it. I
realise it is difficult to get these men, but in
this district, which is expanding at such a
rapid rate, the need for this man is urgent.

Victoria seems to be able to
Where does

Mr., Davies:
get plenty of extension officers.
your Government fail?

Mr. McKECHNIE: We have more exten-
sion officers than the hon. member’s Govern-
ment ever had. We are progressive; we want
to do things and to progress. We are not
satisfied to remain stationary; consequently,
we have a greater need for more officers.

As 1 say, there is a need for such an
officer in this rapidly expanding area. I
appreciate the Minister’s position; I know
it is difficult to get these officers.

I have another problem in respect of
which I seek the consideration of the depart-
ment. It is associated with the local stock
inspector, who has gome on holidays. In
border areas the position is complicated by
the fact that one has to obtain a health
certificate to move stock from Queensland
to New South Wales and vice versa. There
is a girl in the office who can issue stock
permits, but it is essential that a stock
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inspector be available to issue a health certifi-
cate. The officer at Goondiwindi, Mr.
Walters, gives very good service. He goes
out of his way to give service outside of
working hours—we appreciate that—but
when he is on holidays a problem does arise.

Here again I understand that there is a
shortage of officers and that no relief officer
can be provided to take this man’s place.
The department has gone to considerable
trouble in making sure that a part-time officer
is there. It is sending relieving officers from
St.  George, Warwick, Stanthorpe and
Toowoomba to fill the gap on certain days
of the week and, although it is not 100
per cent. satisfactory, the department is doing
its best. It is costing more, I should say, to
do this as a stop-gap method than to have
a full-time officer there while the local man
is on holidays.

Safflower has been mentioned quite recently,
and as I have been connected with the matter
I should like to give hon. members a little
information on it. This year 85 per cent.
of Queensland’s safflower crop is being grown
under contract to Pacific Safflower, so there
is an assured market for 85 per cent. at a
guaranteed price of $95 a ton Sydney, plus
the certainty of a premium to follow, with
a good chance that the premium, which was
$3 a ton last year, will be exceeded.

Mr. O’Donnell: We are quite happy.

Mr. McKECHNIE: Good. This is quite
a good situation, not under a commodity
board, but under a marketing system, that
this year, at least, has worked well. We are
not a bit worried about margarine because,
in spite of what has been said, we know
there is a market for safflower.

I turn now to stabilisation. The wheat
industry stabilisation scheme has worked
wonderfuly well, and is appreciated through-
out the wheat areas. 1 appreciate the
Minister’s interest in this matter and the fact
that he brought down complementary legis-
lation in this Chamber about two years ago.
It was originally Commonwealth legislation
but it was re-ratified here about two years
ago.

I am pleased that the hon. member for
Tablelands is happy with the stabilisation
of the tobacco industry as far as prices are
concerned. The growers in my area are
happy. I think a total of 14,500,000 Ib.
was sold this year in Queensland above the
average price. As the hon. member said,
there will be a period of three years during
which stabilisation will more or less only
maintain the status quo. Do not forget that
we had a carryover of approximately
14,000,000 1b. when the scheme commenced.
We have to absorb those 14,000,000 excess
pounds. That will be taken up in the next
couple of years, which will give us a year’s
breathing space.

I agree that from then on there must
be a progressive increase in the percentage.
It could be 3 per cent.,, but I should like
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to see a 5 per cent. increase. If that
increase were maintained over eight years—
three years plus eight years—in 11 years we
would have 90 per cent. Australian tobacco
content in cigarettes manufactured in Aus-
tralia. It would be a little hard to go
beyond that, because it is possibly desirable
to include some imported tobacco for blend-
ing purposes. If we can reach a 90 per cent.
Australian content in the next 11 years we will
be very happy. It certainly would allow

I am very happy that many growers in my
area are in the position where they can
expand up to their quota. They did not reach
their quota during the current year. With
Coolmunda water coming in, and with more
likely to be available from other sources, they
will be in a position to expand to some extent.
I express my appreciation to the Minister,
to Mr. McLlachlan and Mr. Agostinelli, and
to departmental officers for what they have
done, and I refer particularly to the Honour-
able C. F. Adermann, who has had frequent
discussions with leaders of the industry and
members of the Queensland Parliament on
this matter. 1 appreciate the quota system
and look forward to its further implementa-
tion in the next 11 years.

I express appreciation for all the matters
I have dealt with so far. They are
matters that have been resolved very satis-
factorily either wholly or partially, and
I thank the department for its continuing
co-operation.

As 1 said earlier, I should like to see all
the apples that are grown in Queensland
exported through Brisbane. At the moment
90 per cent. of the apples grown in the
Granite Belt are exported through Brisbane.
There is no reason why the other 10 per
cent. cannot be. Quite a large percentage of
our present exports goes to Europe but I
expect that with the increasing quantities of
fruit available for export we will be exporting
more and more fruit to the East and I want
it to go through Brisbane rather than
Sydney; first, because we want commerce to
go through our own port and, secondly, by
going through Brisbane it will be a better
product when it reaches the markets in the
East. At present, fruit is transported to
Sydney and is then brought back by ship to
Brisbane, where the Queensland consignment
is picked up and it all then proceeds north.
Consequently a lot of unnecessary distance is
covered. For those reasons, I should like to
see all Queensland apples exported through
Brisbane.

Another problem occurs in the export
business in that the trade is conducted under
a quota system by people who have held
quotas for a long time. It is therefore virtu-
ally impossible for a new exporter to break
in. There is room for exporters, whether
in Brisbane or on the Granite Belt, to engage
in the export market so that they may export
direct instead of having to bear the added
expense of exporting through a man with a
quota. That is partly the reason for some
apples going to Sydney, as the quotas ex
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Brisbane are not as big as those ex Sydney.
Consequently, some growers and packing-
houses on the Granite Belt find that by send-
ing fruit to Sydney they can export on
another exporter’s quota. I should like to
see opportunities provided for new people
to enter the apple-export trade.

The quality of Granite Belt apples has
been so high in the past few years that we
want to export them as a Queensland product
to improve our image on the Eastern markets.
Also, our Standards Branch set an acknow-
ledged high standard. In the current year we
expect that 1,500,000 bushels will be pro-
duced on the Granite Belt. Within the life
of the young trees coming on we could reach
a target of 3,000,000 bushels within 10 years.
We will not be able to eat them all here, and
we will certainly have to look for exports on
what is a highly competitive world market.
To illustrate the point, in the year before last
just under 100,000 bushels of Granite Belt
apples were exported from a crop of
1,000,000 bushels, whereas in the year just
finished we exported approximately 250,000
bushels, or 2% times as much. We are hoping
to export to markets in Japan, Hong Kong,
Singapore and the Near North.

Mr. Tucker: What was the reason for the
marked rise in one year?

Mr., McKECHNIE: Improved quality. A
very high standard is set for export fruit. The
previous season was dry, followed by heavy
rainfall in the harvest period, which caused
a certain amount of break-down. Although
the last year was somewhat dry, it was a per-
fect year for apples. Much of the improve-
ment in quality can be attributed to increases
in technology and growers’ knowledge; it is
due partly to the growers’ own efforts and
partly to those of the officers of the depart-
ment. We also have a very good horticultural
station which has been established for 18
months. It has helped to improve the quality
of the fruit and has increased the growers’
knowledge so that they can control their
problems. Much of the loss in quality is due
to various pests and diseases. I therefore
expect to see in the future a greater pro-
portion of fruit of export quality. With a
rapidly increasing yield, as young trees come
to fruition, there will be a need to export
more to maintain a reasonable price.

The department has been doing a certain
amount of pasture research on traprock
country. Officers from the Warwick branch
have been operating on Mr. Ian Murray’s
property “Kelso”, in the Texas district. A
considerable number of trials have been
carried out, mainly with the co-operation of
the landholder. They could not be called
full-scale trials, but they are feelers. Some
trials have been carried out in the Inglewood
district, particularly with grazing legumes.
They are what we want.

The traprock country is on the western
slopes of the Great Divide in the southern
portion of Queensland, west of Stanthorpe
and Warwick. It is quite hilly, hard-timbered
country with eucalypts, box, gums, apple
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trees, stringby bark and so forth, which are
hard to kill. It is hard country. It is hard
in the winter with heavy frosts and essen-
tially grows grass only, not legumes. We
have good summer feed, as long as the
grass does not get too big, followed by winter
drought. It is not drought through lack of
food but through lack of nutrition. Con-
sequently we must find some way in this
relatively good winter rainfall area to provide
better feed. The average rainfall in June is 2
inches, which is pretty good by Queensland
standards. Consequently there is good mois-
ture content that can be used if we can
find a way of introducing a suitable legume
into the traprock pasture. 1 acknowledge
that the department is looking at it from
both directions, namely, from Texas and
Inglewood, and also from Warwick.

The department is working on the problem
of timber regrowth in conjunction with Mr.
W. A. Raff of Karara, because, as most hon.
members know, in this hard type of country
with eucalypts there is a regrowth problem.

This is essentially grazing country. It is
too rocky and steep for agriculture, except
in a few pockets, flats, and so forth. Some
landholders are doing a good job by growing
lucerne on slopes. That presents problems,
too, because they are risking erosion. We
need a winter legume that can be grown
without disturbing the soil too much. We
must observe soil conservation principles on
the steep slopes, which are only light soil
with rocks through it. It is quite a problem.

Mr. Tucker: Where would you get a
legume to stand up to frost?

Mr. McKECHNIE: All the clovers thrive
on it. In the Dirranbandi-St. George-
Goondiwindi area clover grows a foot high
in the heaviest winter. It is white with frost
in the morning but still retains its lush green
appearance. That is the beauty of winter
legumes. Lucerne will grow, but it is much
more susceptible to frost. Most hon.
members would have seen lucerne that has
been bitten by frost and is whitened for a
considerable distance down from the top.
Although we are obtaining some success
with lucerne on the slopes, we want some-
thing that is a little more tolerant to the
frosts that extend for quite a long period
of the year in that particular area. I hope
the Minister can avail more in that direction.
I appreciate the work that has been done.
It has been considerable in small, non-
continuous efforts.

On 3 November, 1966, the Minister for
Primary Industries issued a Press statement
on grazing in the Inglewood area, reading as
follows:—

“Legume grazing demonstrations in the
Inglewood district last season showed that
irrigation and fertiliser gave an economic
increase in the yield of grazing legumes.”

This was essentially in the Macintyre Brook

area, where irrigation has been intr_oduced
within the last 12 months. Under irrigation,
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it is much easier to establish these legumes.
I appreciate that work, but we have to get
back to the hard hills and do something
there. I realise that ascertaining the correct
fertiliser requirements is one of the problems,
and trials have to be carried out on the use
not only of fertiliser but alse of trace
elements.

Mr. Davies: Do you think the price of
fertiliser is unnecessarily high?

Mr. McKECHNIE: I think it is as cheap
as it can be under a Government that is
sympathetic towards primary industry. The
subsidy allowed is of great assistance and is
much appreciated within the industry.

Mr. Davies: I think you are being fleeced
right and left.

Mr. McKECHNIE: Naturally, we would
appreciate it if we could get it cheaper. We
are hoping that the discovery of phosphate
rock will assist primary producers. A.C.F.
& Shirleys Fertilizers Ltd. have a lime kiln
in my area, and there would be the cheapest
place in Queensland to buy lime. I am
not altogther sure that lime is needed; it
would be in some spots. However, powdered
lime, slaked or unslaked, can be bought
there, I think in the vicinity of $11.40 a ton
cheaper than it can be obtained in Brisbane,
so that at least we have that fertiliser
available.

I look forward to further development in
this area, and I appreciate the work being
done by the Minister.

(Time expired.)

Mr. THACKERAY (Rockhampton North)
(8.37 pm.): I wish to deal briefly with the
first annual report of the Queensland Meat
Industry Authority, and to refer to the opera-
tions of public and private abattoirs in
Queensland. 1 notice in the report that
Queensland has one metropolitan abattoir,
five district abattoirs and 24 private abattoirs.

Mr. Sullivan: Speak up; we can’t hear you.

Mr. THACKERAY: For the benefit of
hon. members who are now taking the cotton-
wool out of their ears, I repeat that Queens-
Jand has one metropolitan abattoir, five
district abattoirs, and 24 private abattoirs
operating. If the cow-cockies on the Govern-
ment side have read this report, they will
have noticed that of the five public abattoirs,
four, as appears at page 195 of the Annual
Report of the Auditor-General, showed profits
for the financial year ended 30 June, 1965.

Mr. Chinchen interjected.

Mr. THACKERAY: I am not going to
be interrupted by the “ginger group” on
the back-benches of the other side of the
Chamber. After all, they are merely the
“ockleberries” repeating what comes from
the “cackleberries” at Liberal Party head-
quarters. Those fellows are merely carrying
a brief for this New Australian from Western
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Australia who is up at Liberal Party
headquarters. I am addressing my remarks
to you, Mr. Hooper, not the “ginger group”.

The fact that four of those district abattoirs
have shown profits indicates that public
abattoirs can compete with private abattoirs.
Rockhampton is the centre of the largest
beef-producing area in Queensland. It pro-
duces two-fifths of the beef production of
the entire State, and it has no public abattoir.
I remember the hon. member for Townsville
South criticising the hon. member for Towns-
ville North when he spoke of the abattoir
at Townsville showing a profit, which it is
now doing. The Auditor-General’s report
shows ~at page 195 that the Townsville
Abattoir showed a profit for the last financial
year.

I have been advocating a public abattoir
for Central Queensland ever since I entered
Parliament in 1957. Only one member on
the Government side has agreed with me—
the hon. member for Mackenzie, Mr. Hewitt.

Mr. Davies: What about the hon. member
for Rockhampton South?

Mr. THACKERAY: I am coming to him
now. He said there is no room for a public
abattoir in Rockhampton. He is the gentle-
man who, with the support of his vested-
interest friends in Rockhampton and members
of the Liberal Party, has prevented the
construction of a public abattoir in Rock-
hampton. As I have said, proof of the
success of public abattoirs is contained in
the Auditor-General’s report.

Mr. Chinchen: Show us the proof.

Mr. THACKERAY: It is in the Auditor-
General’s report.

The hon. member for Rockhampton South
rises to his feet in this Chamber time after
time, year after year, and says that there
is room for another four meatworks in
Central Queensland but no room for a district
abattoir. He is the political stooge of vested
interests.

Mr. Pilbeam: Who takes up to 20 per
cent. of the local trade?

Mr. THACKERAY: Page 3 of the report
of the Queensland Meat Industry Authority
refers to export consumption, not to local
consumption. You may know a lot about
wheat; you do not know anything about
meat.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber for Rockhampton North will address his
remarks to the Chair. He is not com-
pelled to take notice of interjections from
the other side of the Chamber.

Mr. THACKERAY: I am trying to
enlighten hon. members opposite. I crave
your indulgence, Mr. Hooper, If they get a
bit noisy, do not worry about them; they
do not understand.

The hon. member for Rochampton South
has openly opposed the construction of
public abattoirs in Central Queensland, and
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has done so over a period, because of his
connection with vested interests. The proof
of the success of public abattoirs is given in
the Auditor-General’s report and in the report
of the Queensland Meat Industry Authority.
However, hon. members opposite, who
probably have shares in the organisa-
tions now controlling the meatworks, do not
want to see public abattoirs built in Central
Queensland. That area produces two-fifths
of the beef in Queensland but is not bein
given a fair go.

Mr. Tucker: They are greedy for profit.

Mr. THACKERAY: That is correct. One
would only have to look at their taxation
returns to see that.

Mr. Houghton:
your horse?

Mr. THACKERAY: Fancy the old crab-
derby expert asking me where I tied up my
horse! He cannot even tie up a crab.

One hon member opposite referred to the
Mackay abattoir. That was a political sop
to prevent the erection of a public abattoir in
Rockhampton, and it has been sabotaged
right from its inception. Figures will
prove that. The Mackay abattoir cost about
$1,896,000 and in the last financial year
showed a loss of about $260,000. Only
about 20,000 cattle were killed in the whole
year. In other words, if they killed at
normal capacity, so far as Fields are con-
cerned about 500 head a day would com-
plete their kill for the whole year in
40 days. I should like to know who are
the people on the board who have killed
the abattoirs at Mackay because, at page
197 of the Auditor-General’s report he says—

“The Board’s operations have been
adversely affected by an inconsistent level
of throughput from export operators,
shortage of certain skilled labour and sus-
pension of its export licence from
1st January, 1966, to 22nd March, 1966.”

In other words, buyers have gone out of
their way to bypass this works, knowing full
well that they have been given the green
light by this Government to sabotage the
works, which will be put up for sale or lease.

Mr. Tucker: They would not even build
a road from Nebo into Mackay.

Mr. THACKERAY: As the hon. member
for Townsville North says, they would not
build a road from Nebo into Mackay. The
Minister for Mines and Main Roads refused
to put a road into Mackay under the beef
roads scheme to assist this abattoir. The
hon. member for Rockhampton South has
been talking about certain roads, but the
former Minister, Ernie Evans—God bless
his soul; he was a white man and a true
Australian—told the hon. member for Rock-
hampton South, “You will only get 5 per
cent of 5,000 cattle a year from that area;
why should we spend all this money?” I wish
there were more Ernie Evanses in this

Where did you tie wup
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Chamber. If we had Ernie Evans in Rock-
hampton we would have had this abattoir
today, but we have been sold down the
drain. Now the abattoir in Mackay, which
I have inspected, will be either sold or leased
by this Government to Amagraze, the Vestey
empire, or William Angliss.

Mr. Hamsom: At sewing-machine rates.

‘Mr. THACKERAY: That is right. They
will be treated like the other Yankee firms,
who have been given land for 5s. an acre.

Mr. Fucker: They took their bat home
when Patterson won Dawson.

. Mr. THACKERAY: That is so. Fordyce
is finished so far as the Mackay people are
concerned because he would not help this
abattoir in Mackay.

Mr. Ramsden: Would
that again in English?

Mr. THACKERAY: May 1 say through
you, Mr. Hooper, to the hon. member for
Merthyr, that I don’t talk in triangles.

you mind saying

_ Getting back to the state of the cattle
industry in Central Queensland and Mackay,
this Government should do something for
Rockhampton. For nine or ten years there
was no abattoir in Central Queensland till
the Government built one at Mackay for
$1,900,000. It will be given away or sold,
as my colleague from Port Curtis says,
at sewing-machine rates, and again we will
not have an abattoir in Central Queens-
land although we produce in that area two-
fifths of the cattle produced in Queensland.
The cattle industry in this area is com-
pletely tied up between the Vestey empire
and the Fltzrqy River abattoirs in Rock-
hampton.  Killing facilities are available
f_or export operators. The terms and condi-
tions under which operators may avail them-
selves of 20 per cent. of the killing facilities
are not specifically laid down. Nowhere can
anyone show me the terms laid down.

The Minister is reported to have made
4 very 1mportant statement at Surfers
Pare{dlse on Monday, 10 October last, con-
cerning dip-resistant ticks. I only hope he
Is successful in obtaining a dip’ to which
gcks tartc? not hresistant, because I realise the
evastation the cattle ti i i i
fovastatior tick is causing in

Mr. Pizzey: His was no idle promise.

Mr. ’[‘HACKERAY: Sometimes the idol’s
face sm11e§ and answers! I leave that one
for the Minister to work out.

. 1 think the Minister for Primary Industries
1s an attentive man. I know he will not
be influenced by the “ginger group” of the
Liberal Party. I know that in time to
come, if he is still the Minister during
the next two years, he will do something
about implementing abattoirs in Central
Queensland. I leave that matter in his
capable and good hands.
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Mr. W. D, HEWITT (Chatsworth)
(8.52 p.m.): I suspect that after the last
speaker I will provide the same anticlimax
I provided the other day when 1 followed
the hon. member for Townsviile South.
1 trust that what I lack in fire I might
be able to make up in terms of common
sense. I hope that my observations will
be of some use to the Committee and to
the Minister.

Although the development of industry and
the exploitation of mineral rescurces are
having a great impact on the changing
pattern of our ecomomy, it is mnevertheless
an indisputable fact that Queensland is still
essentially a primary-production State. The
vastness of our geography, the nature of
our climate and the dictates of continuing
policies over many vyears, all mould this
pattern. Notwithstanding the fact that there
has been a greater emphasis in recent years
upon industrial development, there is no
reason to suggest that in the foreseeable
future Queensiand will be other than a
primary-production State. Tonight we are
considering the administration of a depart-
ment that has very wide ramifications, a
department that influences greatly the way
of life of many thousands of citizens, and
influences the economy in a way dispro-
portionate to the number of people it
influences. Although it was said yesterday
that the aggregation of population in Queens-
land is in the south-east cormer, it is
undoubtedly true that the livelihood of many
of those thousands of people is dependent
directly or indirectly upon primary produc-
tion. No one could dispute that because
the primary producer suffered badly from
the drought we in the city also suffered.
When there is talk about the fall in retail
trade, when there is talk about some increase
in unemployment and when there is talk
about loss of spending power, it is not
unreasonable to attribute many of these
things to the impact of drought upon primary
production.

To develop my argument I refer to a
document tabled in the Federal Parliament
a few years ago, a document which repre-
sents the most comprehensive economic
survey of the Australian situation ever
presented to an Australian Parliament,
namely, the Vernon Report. There are
those who will say that the Vernon
Report was rejected. True, it was
rejected in terms of being implemented as
a continuing pattern. The grounds upon
which the Prime Minister rejected the report
are grounds with which I substantially, but
not entirely, agree. Among his arguments
against the Vernon Report was with respect
to the contention that there should be a type
of economic advisory council. This, of
course, is foreign to our brand of politics
for a great number of reasons.

While the Vernon Report was rejected in
those terms it was nevertheless laid down as
a broad economic survey and, in those terms,
it was a document that was then valuable,
that remains valuable, and which will be a
work that will be referred to for many years
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to come. - There will be few things referred
to in this Parliament that would not have
some significance and some relevance in the
Vernon Report.

It is to this document that I turn to con-
sider primary production in this country.
One should say that the comments dealt
with in the Vernon Report related to the
over-all Australian scene, and not only to
Queensland. But what relates to the
Australian scene also has significance and is
pertinent to the Queensland situation. The
Vernon Report in dealing with the rural
economy made some broad observations. It
dealt with the historical background and it
projected thinking and tried to establish what
the future of the rural economy would be. It
used the term “Agriculture” in a broad sense;
it used it to signify the full range of rural
economy. So, when the word “Agriculture”
is used in the many passages that I intend to
read I hope that hon. members will accept
it in its broadest text. In the introductory
stages the report spoke about agriculture and
said—

“... agriculture’s role in the future growth
of the economy, of which the most import-
ant aspect is to contribute to export earn-
ings, is dependent on two things—capacity
to expand the supply of rural produce, and
ability to sell it on satisfactory terms in
relation to production costs.”

If one could permeate one’s own thinking
into this one would expect, as the first
message there, that there must always be a
containment of cost in the rural sector, as
there must be in other sectors of the
economy. The report continues—

“If an unduly cautious view is taken of
the marketing outlook, willingness to
expand supply may be impaired, private
and public investment in rural industry may
be restricted and the contribution to growth
made by rural industries as export earners
could be needlessly checked. Such a
pessimistic view could also be taken to
imply doubt about the wisdom of con-
tinuing research and extension efforts
which, by raising productivity standards,
almost always lead to increases in total
production.”

Mr. O’Donmell: There has always to be an
element of risk in whatever you do. You
have to keep the risk to the minimum,
though.

Mr. W. D. HEWITT: We could well
appoint the hon. member as the spokesman
for the Liberal Party because we do not
believe in eliminating the element of risk.
When we do so we eliminate some of the
fine things in human character.

Having made those observations in terms
of containment of cost and also the ability
to take risks, the report dealt with the
historical background of the rural industry
and eventually came to the period immedi-
ately after the second world war. It was
significant to read that recovery in the
immediate post-war period was slow. In the

{17 NovVEMBER]

Supply 1757

1950-51 period production was only 9 per
cent. above the pre-war level although popu-
lation was up by 21 per cent. In all fairness,
the report recognised the fact that recovery
was slow because of the 1945 drought,
because of a shortage of equipment and
materials attributable to the war, and because
of restrictions on home-consumption prices,
but the Government made a reappraisal of
the rural sector and a very significant Govern-
ment pronouncement was made in the early
part of 1952. This is interesting to read
because it highlights the increased emphasis
that the Commonwealth attached to rural
production from that point of time. The
statement which was made by the Minister
for Commerce and Agriculture of the day
said—

“The Commonwealth Government has,
therefore, decided to adopt as its policy
objective a Commonwealth-wide pro-
gramme of agricultural expansion, not only
to meet direct defence requirements, but
also to provide food for the growing popu-
lation, to maintain our capacity to import,
and to make our proper contribution to
relieving the dollar problem.

“Out of consideration of all these cir-
cumstances the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has decided that activities directly
concerned with the production of essential
items of food and agricultural products
in this country shall be classified in import-
ance with defence and coal production.”

That highlights the emphasis that the Com-
monwealth Government then attached to
rural production and in point of time the
highlight that has since been attached to
rural production. It has associated it in
importance with defence and coal production.

Flowing from that major decision we find
then that the Commonwealth has—

“. . . participated increasingly in policy
measures designed to meet the special pro-
blems of the rural industries. These
measures have consisted mostly of price-
stabilisation schemes for certain pro-
ducts, the expansion of research pro-
grammes, new credit facilities, financial aid
for the development of undeveloped areas,
special income-tax provisions, including
investment allowances for primary pro-
ducers, different forms of protection for
some infant rural industries and, more
recently, the renewal of the superphosphate
subsidy.

The special agencies that have been created.
of course, include the Australian Agricultural
Council, the Water Resources Council and the
Australian Forestry Council, and, while it is
not mentioned here, we all know that the
C.S.1R.0. has also played a significant part.

So the point that the report establishes,
and the point I feel that is useful to bring
forward is the fact that rural production in
this country rates very high in terms of
Commonwealth policy and in terms of State
Government policy. The report, which is
very copious on this particular matter, and
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one which all of us could read with great
advantage, makes assumptions as to the
future of the rural industry. It points out that
at recent levels—

“. . . there would seem to be scope for
further agricultural expansion, assuming
expanding market opportunities and pro-
vided that cost increases in Australia can
be kept under restraint, at least compared
with movements of prices in Australia’s
markets or in the costs of competitors.”

They touch upon an optimistic note. Again,
in another section, talking about the prospects
for crop production the report said—

“The willingness and ability of farmers
and graziers to apply the results of research
have been vital. So, too, have been the
complex of Federal and State policies
which, after a rather bad start in the early
post-war years, encouraged and facilitated
the advances in production in the rural
sector. The Committee stresses this inter-
relationship between research, extension,
positive governmental policies and an able
and willing argicultural community. The
Committee rests most of its confidence on
future expansion of this partnership.”

While this partnership is recognised, and I do
not think anyone argues its existence, it does
no harm at all to mention and emphasise
the desirability of this very happy marriage
between research extensiom, positive Govern-
ment policy, and an able and willing
agricultural community. They are inter-
dependent and inter-related, and one ventures
to say that primary production these days
will not go far without support from those
other sectors.

The report in its closing phrases then points
out—

“We are satisfied that there are no
insuperable limiting factors in the way of
steady expansion of agricultural supplies for
domestic use and for export, but there is
need for continuing policies of encourage-
ment which also recognise the vulner-
ability of the rural sector to certain types
of economic stress originating both exter-
nally and within the economy.”

That viewpoint of the Australian economy
which is in the Vernon Report, with which
I have dealt briefly, deals at great length
with the rural industry. While it makes
certain recommendations it contains certain
tables and drawings relative to the Australian
rural economy.

It is useful to note that even in the brief
space of time since this report was printed,
some of the projections have already been
proved quite inaccurate. There is, for
example, a table projecting wheat production
to the year 1980. A discussion that I had
with one of my friends of the Country Party
this afternoon suggests that already the figure
projected for 1980 is being realised. In
another part of the report a projection of
population is made, and this projection was
out of date as recently as the time when the
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Prime Minister, in his introductory com-
ments, tabled the report. Whilst this cannot
be considered an infallible document, it is
nevertheless valuable, and I commend par-
ticularly to the Minister and his officers the
section of it dealing with rural industry.

Some reference has been made in the
course of this debate to the tick menace. I
want to make some further reference to it
tonight.

Mr. O’Donnell: It costs $25,000,000 a vyear.

Mr. W, D. HEWITT: I think the
member for Barcoo may be rather con-
servative in his estimate. Even if we once
again find ourselves in agreement (this seems
to be the pattern tonight), $25,000,000 per
annum is a remarkably high figure and one
that demands some attempt to reduce it.
Hon. members will be interested in the
history of tick infestation. Far from being
a recent menace, it was in fact recognised
back in 1894. In a document entitled “The
Economic Importance of Cattle Tick in
Australia”, one reads in the section relating
to Queensland—

“The first attempt at control of the cattle
tick in Australia was made in Queensland
in 1894, when the whole of the Guilf
country and part of the Cape York
Peninsula west of the 144th meridian and
north of the 21st parallel of south latitude
were placed in quarantine. This step was
taken when the seriousness of red water
fever and its association with the cattle
tick were recognized. Further quarantine
arcas were declared as the pest spread;
eventually the State was divided into seven
zones, and various conditions for the move-
ment of stock into or out of each zone
were imposed. At the end of 1917 a tick
board was appointed to deal with all
matters pertaining to the control of the pest
in Queensland.

“Since 1952 the Queensland Govern-
ment, through the Division of Animal
Husbandry of the Department of Agricul-
ture and Stock, has spent more than
£750,000 on efforts to control cattle tick
infestation and to reduce the incidence of
tick fever. Special attention has been paid
to immunization against tick fever, making
it possible to introduce stud stock from
tick-free areas for the improvement of
herd standards in tick-infested areas. Con-
tinuous research is maintained on dipping
problems and to establish the most
effective types of acaricides.”

hon.

One establishes from that document that we
are wrestling with a problem that is nearly
as old as the State itself.

The hon. member for Barcoo tried to
project a figure for the cost of ticks to the
State. A document I have here places the
economic toll at at least £10,000,000 per
annum, and that is besides such things as
dipping costs, loss of beef, loss of milk pro-
duction, deaths from red water fever, dam-
age to hides, and quarantine restrictions.
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No-one would deny that tick eradication is
a monumental problem. There are, of
course, many city-dwellers who see no prob-
lems beyond the periphery of the city. It must
be realised that if millions and millions of
dollars are spent on this work, at the end
of the programme there will be no grandiose
highways or wonderful bridges spanning
rivers for the great population aggregation in
the city to see. To them, there will be little
tangible evidence of what has been done. But
the evidence of such expenditure will be
seen in better herds, increased production,
and big savings in costs.

Mr. O’Bonnell: They will get cheaper meat
as a consequence.

Mr. W. D. HEWITT: The hon. member
for Toowong says he hopes we will also get
better meat.

As one who represents a city electorate
and does not have the first-hand knowledge
of some of these matters that members
representing rural electorates have, but who,

nevertheless, recognises the problem and
wants to make some comments, some
observations, and some recommendations

that may be useful-—might I also add a rider
to that and say that in fact it is possible,
or probable, that most of these things are
being implemented already—I express my
thoughts because I want to associate myself
with those who recognise the danger of tick
infestation. These are the suggestions that
I make to the Minister:

(1) That the Government should give
proper emphasis to the problem as one of
great magnitude;

(2) That it should encourage the building
up of herds with strains resistant to tick
fever and to the tick itself;

(3) That it should implement an enlarged
and continuing educational programme on
tick eradication;

(4) That it should thoroughly investigate
the feasibility of declaring areas in which
cattle movement would be entirely pro-
hibited for a period long enough to
eradicate tick from the area; and

(5) That it should invite Commonwealth
participation in an enlarged war upon
this pestilence.

I point out that a grand programme of
tick eradication was in force in New South
Wales from 1930, and there was a con-
tinual Commonwealth participation in that
programme. On that occasion the Com-
monwealth obviously recognised the ramifi-
cations of the programme and, to use the
vernacular, “came to the party.” The impact
of the tick upon Queensland herds is ever
so much more real, and it is not unreason-
able to invite Commonwealth participation
to try to solve, or at least to mitigate, a
problem of this consequence.

Finally, again to try to establish the cost
of the tick, I refer to another document
that I have here. It was presented and
prepared by the C.SIR.O. and relates to
an experiment that was conducted at the
Katherine  Research  Station, Northern
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Territory. It shows that a group of undipped,
tick-infested cattle gained only 42 Ib. a
head over a period of six months; by contrast,
a group of similar cattle on identical pasture
but which were dipped reguiarly gained
132 1b. a head in the same period. There
was a weight difference of 90 Ib. a head
for a period of six months. So if it is
reasonable to suggest that in 12 months
there would be a variation of 180 Ib. a head,
in the carcass weight of the killed beast,
there would be a gain of about 100 lb. If
one takes a conservative figure of $20 for
such a carcass and assumes that the cattle
population of Queensland is about 4,000,000
at the moment, one can assume that there
is a beef wastage on the hoof amounting
to about $80,000,000 because of tick. That
is a projected figure—I recognise that the
herd 1s not killed in its entirety in one
year—but in terms of wastage on the hoof,
I put it to you, Mr. Hooper, that that
is another method of assessing cost.

Whatever their approach to the problem
is, I think hon. members are unanimous
in recognising the extent of this menace,
and whatever the Minister does in his
endeavours to wrestle with and contain the
problem will meet with their vigorous
support.

I conclude by saying to the Minister that
hon. members on this side of the Chamber
recognise the widespread ramifications of his
administration. He is charged with heavy
responsibilities, and he is assured of their
good will and continuing support.

Mr. SHERRINGTON (Salisbury) (9.15
p.m.): The Estimates of the Department of
Primary Industries are well down on the
list for debate, but I do not think that
is a very true indication of the importance
of primary industries to this State. Over the
past five years Queensland has consistently
been the largest export-revenue-producing
State in the Commonwealth and to me it
is cause for some speculation why the
Government appears to place primary
industries well down on the seniority list
of portfolios.

For the last six or seven years frequent
references have been made in Budget
speeches to the severe effects that drought
has had on our economy and it would seem that
the whole basic effect on our State finances as
a result of drought conditions it to be found
in our primary industries. Because of this,
I was somewhat amazed on reading the
report of the Commissioner of Irrigation
and Water Supply, the summary of which
Says—

“Total area under irrigation in Queens-
land as at March 1965, was 281,173 acres
(an increase of 29,091 acres for the year),
equivalent to 0.06 per cent. of the total
State area.”

In a State that has been the subject of
periodically recurring droughts, it is rather
alarming to see that only -06 per cent of our
total area is under irrigation. I think that
highlights several factors. First of all, I think,
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it highlights the need for a rearrangement of
portfolios to incorporate water conservation
in the primary industries section. The com-
plete success of our primary industries,
particularly those in the field for which this
Minister is responsible, depends on an
adequate water supply. It highlights also the
shocking disregard of water conservation
shown by the present Federal Government.
I think it could fairly be said that all water
conservation in this State has been arranged
and performed with State finance; not one
penny has been spent on a national basis on
water conservation in this State.

When one realises that the irrigated pro-
duction of the State for the year ended
31 March, 1965, was valued at $69,736,000,
equivalent to 11-1 per cent. of the State’s
total rural production, one must also realise
just how important water is and how closely
it is linked with primary industry. I can
see the Minister nodding in agreement. So,
as I said earlier, it is passing strange that
water conservation has not been included
among the responsibilities of the Depart-
ment of Primary Industries. Instead, we have
two separate Ministers controlling two
vitally important features of our economy
that are very closely interlinked—water con-
servation and primary industries. On the
matter of water conservation, the report of
the Department of Primary Industries shows
very clearly the dependence of primary
industries on water.

The very first comment under the heading
of “Director-General’s Views and Comments”
is “. . . And still more drought”. He went
on to point out that the drought experienced
in Queensland in 1965 was one of the most
severe, widespread and devastating ever
recorded. He described how almost the
whole of the State—pastoral areas and
agricultural areas alike--had suffered because
of the drought. His report highlights the
need for the spending of money on water
conservation to support the State’s primary
industries.

Over the years we have seen the construc-
tion of beef roads, the development of the
brigalow scheme and other projects which
have attracted Commonwealth assistance.
Unfortunately this cannot be said about water
conservation schemes to boost primary pro-
duction within the State. The fact that the
-06 per cent. of the total State area under
irrigation produced 11-1 per cent. of the
State’s total rural production proves what a
great asset water conservation is.

I wish to deal now with a matter I have
raised previously this session, namely, the
need to preserve scientific areas, particularly
in the brigalow country. The Minister men-
tioned earler that although the brigalow area
includes some of our most valuable crop-
producing land, there is an element of risk
about its management. I think that every
C.S.LR.O. scientist who has been interested
in the development of pastoral and agricul-
tural land has referred at some time or
another to the great need for care in the
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management of brigalow land. One depart-
mental scientist described it as a prima donna
that was very good but very difficult to
handle. I think it is recognised that although
this land basically is some of our finest, there
is great need to take care with it to ensure
that through mismanagement we do not
destroy the purpose for which we are trying
to develop it. I think that is recognised by
all soil authorities.

I have had i i on this
matter  with  knowledgable people in
C.S.IR.O. who point out that one of the
inherent dangers in developing brigalow land
is the fact that unless sufficient of it is
preserved in its virgin state it would be very
difficult for any scientist to make an assess-
ment if something went wrong with the soil
structure without virgin land on which to
experiment. My attention was drawn to the
fact that this applies also to other types of
land. It was pointed out that there is a great
need to preserve various types of land as
scientific areas. 1 was told that in some
instances in the development of tropical land
scientists had had to obtain permission to
enter national parks to carry out certain
experiments.

Naturally, nobody wishes to see our
national parks disturbed. We all accept the
fact that when a national park is created it
is inviolable. I was told that that was one
of the problems and it will be a problem
in the brigalow country unless we set aside
areas in their virgin state in which scientific
investigations can be carried out into atmo-
sphere, soil structure, the nature of trees, and
SO on.

At this stage, 1 should like to sound a note
of warning about brigalow development. No-
one would seriously oppose developing these
lands, nor would anyone wish to preserve
them merely for the sake of having brigalow
land. Not even the National Parks people
would adopt such an attitude, but ¥ think it
is important to have sufficient typical briga-
low country set aside so that our scientists
may continually conduct research into the
matters [ have referred to.

That brings me to the preservation of wild
life. The Minister knows that I have shown
more than a passing interest in this matter.
In the brigalow land there are indigenous
birds, animals and insects. I stress the impor-
tance of having a sufficient area of this type
of land set aside to preserve wild life. Over
the years, in our haste to develop and put
our lands into production, we seem to have
forgotten the important part that indigenous
birds and animals play in pest control. Any-
one who saw the recent documentary film
on Channel O titled “We, the Destroyers”,
produced by Alan Morehead, could not but
be disturbed by the gradual extinction of
much of our valuable and historic animal
and bird life. I enjoyed the show so much
that 1 sat through it twice. This subject is
very important. One of the greatest tragedies
referred to in the film was the fact that the
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number of Cape Barron geese has been
reduced to about 2,000 pairs, yet the auth-
orities allowed an open season of 48 hours.

We cannot allow such stupid actions in
Queensland. I am aware of the valuable
work done by Mr. Roff as the Fauna Pro-
tection Officer in Queensland, but we are not
doing enough to stimulate the interest of
young people in the need to preserve wildlife
as part of our national heritage.

I know that in many cases comparisons
are odious, but the Fauna Protection Panel
in New South Wales is setting the lead for
the various States in the work it is doing to
create an interest on the part of young people
in the unique wild life of New South Wales.
1 correspond regularly with that body, and

only recently I received from it a well-
illustrated brochure on Australian wild
life.  This type of publicity is common

throughout New South Wales.

Marsupials and protected birds are illus-
trated in these brochures, which are pro-
duced periodically by the New South Wales
Fauna Protection Panel. Most of them are
made available in New South Wales schools,
the very places where they should be put. I
make an earnest plea to the Minister tonight
—I am not crawling to him—that serious con-
sideration be given, through the Fauna
Protection Officer in Queensland, to adopting
a similar practice of displaying our wild life
in a brochure similar to the one that is
produced in New South Wales.

Mr., Wallis-Smith: I am sure he will do
that.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: I hope he does. I
shall be disappointed if he does not. I hope
he has clear in his mind what I mean by
“wild life.” A number of young children
today in the metropolitan area and in
the large provincial cities are forgetting
the birds and animals we have in this State.
Unfortunately, the need for education on this
important matter has been overlooked.

Mr. Richter: Have you seen the Queens-
Jand publication on wild life?

Mr. SHERRINGTON: I am a regular
subscriber to it. But it is not produced by
the Government. I was speaking of brochures
that are made available in New South Wales.

Mr. Richter: This is done by the Govern-
ment. My department prepares it.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: What I am referring
to is a brochure 3 feet by 2 feet. The last
one I received illustrated every type of duck
indigenous to Australia.

Mr. WallisSmith: And every school in
the Tablelands area has one.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: Because of the
good work of the hon. member for Table-
lands. But nothing like that is available for
use in Queensland schools to arouse in our
children an awareness of the need to conserve
our tauna. I referred to the film “We, the
Destroyers”.
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Mr. W. D, Hewiit:
attitude to kangaroos?

Mr. SHERRINGTON: A sensible one, and
one that is being overlooked at present when
we are permitting the wholesale slaughter
of this national animal. The producers’ idea
was to farm these animals so that they would
not be eliminated by reckless shooting, fol-
lowed by a severe drought which could
well wipe out the species. The idea was to
farm these animals.

Mr. W. D. Hewitt: There would have to
be controlled killing.

Mr., SHERRINGTOMN: That is true. It
has been said that if we are not careful the
only kangaroos we will see are those on our
coins. I should hate to think that future
generations would be denied the pleasure of
seeing the animals that now dwell in this
State. I am serious about this, and I think
most thinking people are.

A Bill has been introduced to control the
use of pesticides. I shall have a lot more
to say about that at a later stage. I take
this opportunity to reinforce what the
Minister said this morning about the need
for research into the effects that pesticides
have on many of our birds and animals.
Only recently I read a rather good article
by Mr. Ian Gall, who is a very keen naturalist,
in which he pointed out the effects of D.D.T.
on flocks of straw-necked ibises. These birds
have been of invaluable service in controlling
pests. I think a post-mortem examination at
one stage disclosed that in one day a straw-
necked ibis is capable of destroying approxi-
mately 2,000 grasshoppers. Unfortunately
the unrestricted use of chemicals in pest
control is having a significant effect on the
natural predators of pests.

I think there is a great need for research
by officers of the Department of Primary
Industries into the effect of pesticides on soil
bacteria because at present there does not
appear to be any going on in Australia.

Mr. Nicklin: There is a tremendous amount
of research going on.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: It is being carried
out only by chemical companies, not at
Government level. If any young scientist was
looking for research opportunities, he could
well open up wonderful fields by devoting
himself to investigation of the influence of
pesticides on soil bacteria.

Mr. Nicklin: They test them chemically
before they put them on the market.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: I do not want to go
too far into this subject as I propose to deal
with it at the second-reading stage of the
Agricultural Chemicals Distribution Control
Bill. However, almost no research is being
carried out on the effect of pesticide residues
on the human body. It is recognised that
the body is capable of storing the residues
in body fats, but that is where the research
ends. The same thing happens with soil
bacteria.

What was the film’s
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Myr. Davies: Much the same result as with
the fluoridation of water.

Mr. SHERRINGTON: I am not coming
into that! Without any doubt, insufficient
research is being done on soil bacteria. This
is most important, because if anything is
done to upset the balance of soil bacteria, all
agricultural land could be affected in years
to come. I strongly recommend that this
research be not left to chemical companies.
Scientists of the Department of Primary
Industries should be keeping a constant watch
on these things.

I now wish to deal with the question of
control of nursery practices. Over the years
I have heard complaints from people who
have purchased plants and have then been
able to propagate only a small percentage
of them. I think that this is another field
that could be investigated by departmental
officers. I know that in the busy commercial
world many good practices in nurseries have
been forgotten. They have been discontinued
for cheaper and quicker methods of market-
ing plants for sale.

(Time expired.)
Progress reported.

PAPER

The following paper was laid on the
table:—
Proposal to Revoke the Setting Apart and
Declaration asi—

(1) A State Forest of:—

(a) The whole of State Forest 446, parish
of Stapylton containing an area of about
1,365 acres—and,

(b} So much of State Forest 451, parishes
of Coolocla and Womalah, as is com-
prised in all that piece or part thereof
described as portion 11, parish of Cooloola
and a road, as shown on plan FTY 151
deposited in the Survey Office and con-
taining an area of about 5,365 acres—and,

(c) () So much of State Forest 135,
parishes of Brooloo and Cambroon, as is
comprised in all that piece or part thereof
described as portion 1638, parish of
Brooloo and a road, as shown on plan
FTY 149 deposited in the Survey Office
and containing an area of about 515 acres.

(ii) So much of State Forest 467, parish
of Yabba, as is comprised in all that piece
or part thereof described as portion 84,
parish of Yabba and a road, as shown on
plan FTY 150 deposited in the Survey
Office and containing an area of about
1,175 acres—and,

(2) A scenic Area of so much of Scenic
Area 781, parishes of Clumber and Fassifern
as is comprised in all that piece or part
thereof described as portion 224, parish of
Clumber, as shown on plan Cc1859 deposited
in the Survey Office and containing an area
of about 23 acres.

The House adjourned at 9.40 p.m.

Questions





