FERTILISERS BILL 1903
Legislative Council, 6 October 1903. page 183
Second reading

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, in moving the second reading of the Fertilisers Bill, said it was a short Bill designed to make the present Fertilisers Act of 1900 more workable.  Section 3 of that Act defined fertiliser as including “every article for use as a fertiliser of the soil, except farmyard or stable manure, crude nightsoil, crude offal, seaweed, or other crude material.”  It had been found by Professor Perkins, the secretary of the Department of Agriculture, that there was some difficulty in including guano and other fertilisers under the definition as given there, and section 2 of the Bill simply extended the meaning of the word “fertilisers.”  It provided “the definition of ‘fertiliser’ in section 3 of the principal Act is hereby amended by striking out all the words after “seaweed,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘or such other material as the Governor in Council may by proclamation in the Government Gazette except.’ ”  Section 3 amended section 10 of the principal Act by inserting after the words “every dealer who” the words “has in his possession, management, control, or direction, or who.”  It had been found almost impossible to get a conviction under the principal Act unless they found a man actually selling fertilisers below the certified quality.  It was proposed, therefore, to add the words contained in section 3, so as to make it an offence, not only for a person to sell, but to have fertilisers under grade in his possession.  That was a little bit drastic, but was intended to meet a serious difficulty.  Farmers, who gave high prices for fertilisers, had a right to every protection.  It was not necessary for a dealer to have under-grade fertilisers on his premises.  They were not a bed of roses which he would have on his premises for choice, and if there, the assumption was that he intended to sell them.  Section 4 of the Bill read:—“When the manufacturer or importer of any brand of fertiliser shall, pursuant to the provisions of section 5 of the Principal Act, have delivered a certificate and paid a license fee in respect of any fertiliser, it shall not be lawful for any other dealer to sell such brand of fertiliser unless in the invoice or description of the article sold by him he shall set forth therein the exact percentages of the constituent parts of such fertiliser as appear in the certificate delivered by the manufacturer or importer.”  That clause was a little difficult to understand.  He might illustrate it in this way.  A sold to B (the middleman) five tons of a particular kind of phosphate, delivered over the certificate that it contained 25 per cent, of fertilising material.  The dealer on receiving the stuff picked a little bit out of the bag, and finding that it went 40 per cent, at once raised the certificate. The original certificate
gave the percentage of the whole, and that was what it should be sold at, because the second person did not make the percentage any higher.  It had been found that if a small portion went higher than the percentage of fertilising material contained in the original certificate the whole was sold as being of the higher grade.  That was the reason for the provision.  The sale of fertilisers had increased enormously, and so much depended upon their being of the certified grade that it was absolutely necessary that those who bought manures and had no possibility of checking their value should be protected.  No farmer short of a chemical analyst could tell what the value of the fertiliser was, and therefore there should be a guarantee that it was in accordance with the certificate issued by those who had examined it.  Apart altogether from its money value, the very future of the farmer often depended on the fertiliser he bought being of the grade certified, and it was well that the Legislature should protect him in every possible way in so important a matter.
Carried.
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