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3rd December, 1951

AEMORANDUX for: -

The Director,
Marketing Department,
FELLINGTON.

I wish to advise that Cabinet has considered the
recommendations of the Cabinet Petitions Committee in respect of
the petitions of the 1950 Session of Parliament which were
referred to the Government, and has decided as follows with
respect to the petition concerning your Department:-

*
W.B. Bray & 3/ %o sotion. The proceeds of this levy
Others are applied on the advice of a comaittee
composed of three producers and two
Government nominees, to those purposes
believed to be of benefit to the industry
generllly./

Will you please arrange for the petitionemto be informed
of this decision as soon as possible. Your file which was
submitted in connection with this petition is returned herewith.




OFFICE OF MINISTER OF MARKETING,

WELLINGTON, N.Z.,

= 2 MAY 1951

MEMORANDUM for:-

Hom. W.A. Bodkin,
Minister of Internal Affairs,

IAMENTARY PETITION 0, NO.
.B. BRAY AND OTHERS

I have examined the Department's file dealing with
this petition and after considering the case I am of the

~ opinion the petition should be deeclined.

Vi

ifiister of Marketi




to Government:  That the Report of the
., Committee on the Petition of W.B.Bray end
Government for eoneideration.

s anomalies in voting richts have heen ecorrected by
‘seals buyers equal voting rights with suppliers to the

execention of those in Canterbury (where the petitioner
1 ied his business) beekeepers in New Zesland support the
'»yi‘ of a compulsory seals levy.

proceeds of thie levy are anplied on the advice of &
" eommittee composed of three producers and two Government
to those purposes believed to be of benefit to the
generally.
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T have examined the Department's file dealing with

thie petition und after considering the case I am of the
opinion the petition should be declined.

Einister of Markeilng
{ W A6 )e ~_ 2
= Paper made from New Zealand grown Pinus Radiata.
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K.J. Holyoske,
of Marketing. s

7 g It was decided lasst year by Cabinet that the Cabinet
éﬂnittee on Parliasmentary Petitions C.M. (50) 19, should invite
the Ministers concerned to examine personally the papers dealing
with those Petitions which were the immediate responsibility o
their Department.

It is intended to adhere to this practice, and accord-
ingly I attach hereto for your personal consideration the file
relating to the Petition of the following:

o W.Bs. Bray and others - Praying for repeal of the Horiey
E o Maerketing Regulations, 1938, or other relief.

I shell be plessed if you will kindly return the
file, together with your comments before the 30th April,as a

B meeting of the Csbinet Sub-Committee has been convened for that
date for the purpose of making & report on Petitions to Cabinet.

)~ o

Paper made from New Zealand grown Pinus Radiata..



24th January,1954,

MEHORANDUM for:-

The Secretary of Internal Affairs,
Internal Affaire Department,
WELLINGTON

PARLIAMENTARY PETITION

I have to acknowledge your cireular of the
18th Jenuary, 1951, regarding the petition, in which
this Department was interested, and which was presented
to Parliament last year.

As requested, I attach the relevant Departmental
L d file and completed covering sheet.

Please return our file 13/1/9/2 when action is
/| eompleted.
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.ion No: ("”. No.18. '.";4 vt

S

.me_and AdATeEN of PetitionerW,B, Bray and 11 others of Canterbury and

other parts of New Zealand.

Subject af Petition: for repeal of the Honey Mark.
Jlsgt_.__m y Marketing Regulations

other relief.

Nature of Order of Homse referrinz to

overnment: That the

= e

Report of the

:g:t.o_\iiml and Pastoral Committee on the Petition of W.B.Bray and

be referred to the Government for consideration.

Precis of Department's Comment:

(1) Previous anomalies in voting rights have been corrected

(2)

(3)

giving seals buyers equal voting rights with suppliers t:, the

With the exception of those in Canterbury (where the petitioner
conducted his business) beekeepers in New Zealand support the
prineiple of a compulsory seals levy.

The proceeds of this levy are applied on the advice of a
commi composed of three producers and two Government
nominees, to those purposes believed to be of benefit to the
industry generally.
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18th Jenuary, 1951

MEMORANDUK fors-

The Director,
Marketing Department,
WELLINGTON,

PARLIAMENTARY PETITIONS REFERRED TO GOVERNMENT

The Cabinet Petitions Committee, which was appointed to huml
into and report to Cabinet on all petitions referred to the Gover, s
will consider the petitions of the 1950 Session of Parliament wh:;hbg
have not already been dealt with, NNt
In accordance with the usual practice, this Department will e
the agency through which reports on the petitions will be f\
the Committee, I shall accordingly be pleased if you will forwa, X +
this Department, as soon as possible, your relevant Departmental ™ tg
Each file should be forwarded under a duly completed covering 'hez‘;he,..
a supply of which is attached, Tl

According to my records your Department was concerned with
petition last Session, e

W ; /
A Aoting Assigtant Scoretoryfor Internal Affay
M\/ A / .

S e /
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EXTRACT FROM THE JOURNALS OF THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTAT IVES, THURSDAY
30TH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1950.

ORDERED:

That the Report of the Agricultural end Pastoral
Committee on the Petition of W.B., Bray and others be

referred to the Government for consideration.

On motion of Mr. Gillespie

A TRUE EXTRACT.

(Sgd.) H. Dollimore

Clerk 1e_House of Representatives.

The Director,
Marketing Department.

REFERRED.
G.L. 0'Halloran
Acting Secretary for Internal Affairs.
1/12/50.



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Petition No. 18.
W.B. BRAY & 11 OTHERS

PRAYING for repeal of the Honey Marketing Regulations 1938
or other relief.

I HAVE THE HONOUR TO REPORT that the Committee has carefully
considered the Petition and recommends that it be referred
to the Government for consideration.

The Committee also recommends thet the National Beekeepers
Association, together with the Marketing Department, give
considerstion to an smendment to the present Honey Regulations
concerning voting rights es they affect the honey producers within
their own association by making provision that seals purchesed

by merchents be credited to the individual hone; producer for

voting purposes.

(Sgd. ) W.H. Gillespie
CHAIRMAN.

30th November 1950



THE PETITION of WILLIAK BAYLEY BRAY AND OTHERS
APIARISTS,
of CANTERBURY AND OTHER PARTS OF NEW ZEALAND.

1.

3.

L.

5.

7.

THAT WHEREAS THE PETITIONER AND OTHER BEEKEEPERS ASSEMBLED

IN CONFERENCE AT TIMARU IN 1938 DID AGREE TO A PROPOSAL BY THE
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE INTERNAL MARKETING DIVISION THAT A LEVY
OF ONE HALFPHNNY PER POUND SHOULD BE MADE ON ALL HONEY SOLD
RETAIL FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONTRIBUTING 70 ADVERTISING 70 BE
UNDERTAKEN BY THE SAID DIVISION IN ORDER 70 BUILD UP A DEMAND
FOR HONEY

AND WHEREAS THE HONEY MARKETING REGULATIONS, 1938, WERE 1SSUED
ON 9th NOV, 1938 IMPOSING SUCH LEVY, AND WERE CONFIRMED BY THE
AGRICULTURAL EMERGRNCY REGULATIONS CONFIRMATION ACT 1939

AND WHERBAS THE REQULATIONS A8 ISSUED FAILED T STATE TEE
PURPUSE OF THE MRANS BY WHICH THE SUMS RAISED WERE 10 BE HELD
AND DISBURSED

ARD WHEREAS NONE OF THE MONEY S0 RAISED HAS BEEN SPENT ON
ADVERTISING BUT SUCH SUMS AS HAVE BERN DISBURSED HAVE BEEN
APPLIED 70 THE HONEY POOL ACCOUNT OF THE MARKETING DIVISION
AND WHEREAS THIS ACTION HAS RESULTED IN TAKING AWAY MONEY
COMPULSORILY FROM ONE GROUP OF PRODUCERS AND FAYING IT T0
ANOTHER GROUP

AND WHEREAS SUCH ACTION IS A EINDRANCE AND RESTRAINT ON PAIR
TRADING PRACTICES AND REACTS URJUSTLY ON THOSE WHO ARE COMPELLED
BY LAW TO CONTRIBUTE THE MONEY

AND WHEREAS THERE WOULD BE A G0OD DEFENCE IN THE COURTS THAT
THE REGULATIONS EXCEEDED THE POWERS CONFERRED IN THE ERABLING
AGT BUT FOR THE AGRICULTURAL EMERGENCY REGULATIONS CONF IRMATION
ACT 1939 YOUR PETITIONERS THEREFORE HUMALY PRAYS THAT YOUR

mmmnlmnpmmfomn&m 'IONED
PETITIONERS, AS IN DUTY BOUND, WILL EVER PRAY
Sgd. Bray Aplarist
. : '1:}. Penrose M::;i::
E. Smellie Ap! 11
A.R, Gosset Apie

L.T. Mcbwen ApIniay




Henry Geddes Apiarist Box 225, Rotorua
Beeville, Orini, R.D,

lq‘-nd E. Heansen Apiarist
W.W. Betts Apiarist Hororata .
L.A. Hantz Aplarist Lakeside, Leest
[ M.A. Shephera - Aplarist "Shepherd & Hill
Rangiora
R.I. Woods Apiarist ' Rangiora.

A.R. Woods Apiarist Rengiora



DRAFT.  GAB. 13/11/50.

(Marketing Dept. letterheaaq)

ar Mri Gillespie,
PETITION LODGED BY MR. W.B. BRAY AND OTHERS.

The following notes are set out for your information, and are
designed to be of special assistance in finalizing the recommendations

in respect of the above petition:

(1) The seale levy was operative before the Internal Marketing Division
took over; the principal difference betweea the producer organizg-
tions' use of the funds collected and that of the Department was
that the producers used them for equalization of payouts only, while
the Division stated, on assuming control, that the funds were for the
benefit of the industry as a whole plus advertiesing and publicity
where necessary.

(2) There appears to have been in 1938 general industry acceptance of
the seale levy on local market sales, and the differeace of opinion
as represented by the petitioners is perhaps not so much against the
geals levy itself as against the use to which the funds have been
put.

(3) The Netional Beekeepers' Association has always supported the
principle of the seale levy. The only area and brauch that has
voiced disapproval with the seals levy hae been the Canterbury
branch which ies composed largely of the petitioners. The other
South Island brenches have not, im recent years at least, voiced &
contrery opinion on the seals levy question.

(4) The Centerbury producere are also in & gomewhat unigue position for

marketing honey. They are emsll in number and alongside & very large

city which ie capable of ebsorbing not only the whole of the loecal

production, but also considersble quantities of outside honey.
(5) The national homey marketing problems are therefore not so signifi

for Canterbury producers who are not so materially affected by
surplue production in other areas.

(6) Other arese in the South Island, particulsrly Otago, Southland and

the West Coast, this year found it expedient to consiga over m‘
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(8)

of honey to the central marketing organization at Auckland, end th,
'’ e

bulk of this honey was of first quality; and had it been marketed

in the South Island, over-supplied local markets would have resulted.
In our diecussions on Friday, 10th November, the question of voting
rights by persons who packed for the local market was ptaised; and
the following points in this respect are set out in some detail:

(a) The Regulations as amended just prior to the 1950 Honey Committec

election provided for a system of equal votes for suppliers ”\

the Department and for the purchasers of seals. A producer may '

qualify under both; und on this basis, muy exercise & maximum
of LO votes.

(b) At the direct requeet of the National Beekeepers' Aesociation,
it is proposed to amend the Regulations further before the
1951 election by limiting the maximum number of votes that may |
be exercised by any one producer, irrespective of qualificatiom,
to 20 votes.

(e) There appears,on perusal of the list of persons and merchante
who purchased seuls in the year prior to the 1950 election, to
be an anomaly, in that if & producer who merely packe hie
honey on behslf of merchante and does not purchase seals (the
merchant does in these cases) loses his qualification.

(d) It is evident from the records that Canterbury merchante are
fairly large buyers of geals on thie basie, and therefore gome
producers are no doubt being diefranchised in that area as &
result.

(c) In order to allow these producers to qualifry for voting on the
pasie of honey packed for local market merchants, some further
amendment to the Regulations would appear to be desirable.

(£) Producers selling honey on thie basis could mxx achieve
qualification by requesting merchants for whom they pack honey
to purchase seals in their name; OF alternatively, the
merchante being required to name & producer at the time of the
geals purchase. ]

The 1950 Conference of the National Beekeepers' Association also 4

o the simplification of

recommended that consideration be given t
1s, and already some aiscussions have taken

that better methods will be ‘&
: ‘l"-ngéfv‘

system of affixing seé
place in thie respect. It 18 hoped
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EXTRACT FROM THE JOURNALS OF THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES, THURSDAY
30TH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1950.

ORDERED:

That the Report of the Agricultural and P‘lt"\
Committee on the Petition of W.B. Bray and “"ih e

referred to the Government for considerations

On motion of Mr. Gillespie

A TRE BEXTRAR,

(Sgd.) H. Dollimore

Clerk of the House of RepreseBf®y. ..

The Director,
Marketing Department.

REFERRED.
G.L. 0'HEalloran
Acting Secretary for Internal Affairs.
1/12/50.



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AGRICULTURAL AND PASTORAL COMMITTEE
REPORT ON THE PETITION
OF

Petition No. 18.
W.B. BRAY & 11 OTHERS

PRAYING for repeal of the Honey Marketing Regulations 1938

or other relief.

I HAVE THE HONOUR TO REPORT that the Committee has carefully
considered the Petition and recommends that it be referred

to the Government for consideration.

The Committee also recommends that the National Beekeepers
Association, together with the Marketing Department, give
consideration to an amendment to the present Honey Regulations
concerning voting rights as they affect the honey producers within
their own association by meking provision that seals purchased

by merchants be credited to the individual honey producer for

voting purposes.

(sgd.) W.H. Gillespie
CHAIRMAN.

30th November 1950



EEA
70 THE HONOURABLS THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE DOMINION OP
NEW ZEALAND IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED.
THE PETITION of WILLIAM BAYLEY BRAY AND OTHERS
APIARISTS.
of CANTERBURY AND OTHER PARTS OF NBW ZEALAND,

HUMBLY SHOWETH:~-

THAT WHEREAS THE PETITIONER AND OTHER BSEKESPERS ASSEMELED

IN CONPERENCE AT TIMARU IN 1938 DID AGRSS T0 A PROPOSAL EY THE

REPRESENTATIVES OF THE INTERNAL MARKETING DIVISION THAT A LEVY

OF ONE HALFPENNY PER POUND SHOULD BE MADE ON ALL HONEY SOLD

RETAIL POR THE PURPOSE OF CONTRIBUTING TO ADVERTISING T0 BE

UNDERTAKEN BY THE SAID DIVISION IN ORDER 70 BUILD UP A DEMAND

©  POR HONEY

2, AND WHEREAS THE HONEY MARKETING REGULATIONS, 1938, WERE ISSUED
ON 9th NOV, 1938 IMPOSING SUCH LEVY, AND WERE CONFIRMED BY THE
AGRICULTURAL EMERGENCY REGULATIONS CONFIRMATION ACT 1939

1.

3+ AND WHEREAS THE REGULA' AS ISSUED FAILED 70 STATE THE
PURPOSE OR THE MEANS BY CH THE SUMS RAISED WERE 70 BE HELD
AND DISBURSED

4. AND VHEREAS NONE OF THE S0 RAISED HAS BEEN SPENT ON

ADVERTISING BUT SUCH SUMS AS HAVE BEEN DISBURSED HAVE BEEN
APELIED T0 THE HONEY POOL ACCOUNT OF THE MARKETING DIVISION
5¢ AND WHEREAS THIS ACTION HAS RESULTED IN TAKING AWAY NMONEY
:us FROM ONE GROUP OF PRODUCERS AND PAYING IT TO
i
6« AND WHEREAS SUCH ACTION IS A HINDRANCE AND RESTRAINT ON FAIR
TRADING PRACTICES AND REACTS UNJUSTLY ON THOSE WHO ARE COMPELLED
BY LAV T0 CONTRIBUTE THE MONEY
AND VHEREAS THERE WOULD BE A GOOD DEPENCE IN THE COURTS THAT
THE REGULATIONS EXCEEDED THE POWERS CONFERRED IN THE ENABLING
ACT BUT FOR THE AGRICULTURAL EMERGENCY REGULATIONS CONFIRMATION
ACT 1939 YOUR PETITIONERS THERSOREHUMBLY PRAYS THAT YOUR
HONOURABLE HOUSE WILL BE PLEASED 70 REPEAL THE ABOVE MENTIONED
REGULATIONS OR GRANT SUCH RELIEF AS IT THINKS FIT AND YOUR
PETITIONERS, AS IN DUTY BOUND, WILL EVER PRAY

Te

(8gds) WeB, Brey Apiarist Leeston
F.F, Peprose Apisrist Southbridge
B, Smellie Apierist Riccarton
A.R, Gosset Apiarist Leeston
L.T. McEwen Apierist Lakeside, R.M.D.
Henry Geddes Aplerist Box 225, Rotorus

Reymond E. Henmsepn Apierist Beeville, orini, R.D,

W.W, Betts Aplarist Hororate
L.A. Hents Apiarist Lakeside, Leeston

M, herd iarist “She rd & HAL1®
A, Shepl Apiaris W...‘... »
R.I. Woods Apiarist Rengiora
A.R, Woods Apierist Rengiora
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15th November, 1950.

Mr.W.H, Gillespie, M.P
House of Ropre.eninuv'o;, 3

Dear kr. Gillespie,

EETITION LODGED BY MR. W.B, BRAY
ALD OTHERS

The following notes are s
ation following our discussions o:‘s‘:?:..tyofa{:“ -

(1) A system of seals levy was i
n operat.

voluntary basis before the Intcf-n-l :::x:l:i;g
Division acquired any responsibility for honey.
The prineipal'ditrormoe between the producer '
organisations' use of the funds collected and
that of the Department was that the producers
used them for equalisation of payouts only,
while the Division stated, on assuming control
that the funds were for the benefit of the
industry as a whole, including advertising and
publiecity where necessary.

(2) In 1938, there appears to have been general
industry acceptance of the seals levy oa local
market sales, and the difference of opinion a
represented by the petitioners is perhaps not so
much against the seals levy itself as against
the use to which the funds have been put. The
National Beekeepers' Association has always
supported the principle of the seals levy. The

area and branch that has voiced disapproval
of the seals levy has been the Canterbury Branch
which is composed largely of the petitioners.
The other South Island branches have not, in
recent years at least, opposed the seals levy.

The Canterbury producers are also in a special
(3) position for marketing honey. They are small in
number and near to a eity which is capable of
absorbing the whole of the local production, and
also considerable quantities of outside honey. e
The national honey marketing problems are tho;:
not so significant for Canterbury produoor; :non
are not materially affected by surplus produ

in other areas.

in the South Island,
" g:\’;::l:::.:nd the West Coast, this y;a; o::;m
expedient to consign over 400 tons o e A
central marketing organisation at A;gw l'i-
B o ate h“.{h'.;ogihri:;:ng‘,uonr:luppnu
peen marketed in .h-ve L

local markets would
/ . ember
/ (5) In our discussions 10th Nov &

the
on Friday,

/question



Regulations g
1950 Honey Committee eiaseian®t 2TioF to tne i

ing the maximum number of vote
8 that
:::{o&;:.dtllw 80y one producer, lrrolp::{lb.
on, to 20 votes. e

(e) There appears rsons
» On perusal of the list
;:go?:h:::.1;§8 il{rc?&ned seals in Lo.: ?:.x-
ection, to be anoma
in that a sroducer who men"ly pnk:nhn hon]i; on
I(;:hnlf of merchants and does not urchase seals
he merchant does in these qausi loses his
gualification. It is evident from the records
that Canterbury merchants are fairly large buyers
::::1::1. o: tl:}ll: basis, and therefore some
ers in t area ar X
- rrda e no doubt being dis-

(d) In order to sllow these producers to 14
voting on the basis of honey packed fg:.mglr”
merchants, some further amendment to the
Regulations would be necessary. Producers
selling honey on this basis could achieve
qualification by requesting merchants for whom
they pack honey to purchase seals in their name;
or alternatively, the merchants might be required
to name a producer at the time of the seals
purchase.

~

However, it is well established practice that
amendments to the regulations are made at the
request of the beekeepers’ own organisation,
or only after full consultation with them.
Should this matter be raised at the next
Conference and be agreed to there, an amendment
to the regulations could be prepared without
any difficulty. z

Conference of the National Beekeepers'

€ E::oﬁzgion also recoumended thet concideration be
given to the eimplification of the system of arilﬁu
seals, and already there have been some diecus:lg -
about this. It is h:lpled tha:“:e:;xnm:hhﬁn‘: =

near future, »

:]i::do:n il:?:h the industry will have to gxpron
an opinion at its next Conference.

ZIo sum up:
anomalies in voting rights have been
“) m‘:l by u.v:u seals buyers equal voting rights ,
witheauppliers to the pool. : i 4
where 3
those in Canterbury
) w“hutho;o:x:mu:rhn pusiness) bnko::;s in
lp'::ihlhnd support the principle of & ¢ sory

seals levy.
(3) The proceeds of this levy are a

(e

pplied on the advice

/of ‘a  committee
¥
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Mr. W.H. Gillespie, M,P,,
Parliament Buildings,

WELLINGTON.
Dear Mr, Gillespie,
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aPe/EP u.D. 13/4/9/2

6th October,1950.

Mr. W. Nelsonm,
Otewa Road,
OTOROHANGA

Dear Sir,

ou may be aware that Mr. Wm. Bray ms

p.uua-u Parliament regarding the use of the honey
seals levy. In the last issue of "The Beekeeper” you
replied to the substance of his petition.

I should be glad if you would advise me whether
you would be available to give evidence at the hearing
in Wellington of the petition which will probably take
place towards the end of next week, say about the 12th
October. It is, of course, to be understood that your
expenses would be paid through this Department.

I shall take the opportunity of telegraphing
you as soon as a definite date and time is fixed.

Yours faithfully,

V4
LA s bt

e .C .
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The Clerk,
A to L Public Petitions,
Parliament Buildings,

c

In connection with the above-mentioned a:
ng,

el

3rd October,1950.

DESPATCHED
3-0CT 1950

Lusr,

ppeay

1%t is suggested that if the petitioner is appeari
consideration should be given to calling ir. W. Nelson
Otews Road, Otorchanga, to appear in support of the “;.

- stated by the Department.
It iz assumed that you will take the necessary

action in the matter.
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The Editor,
Dear 8ir,

In of the confusion by a
propagsnda lﬂ-ﬂh and & distortion of that
exists in the of a number ot.lutum- r‘:.“ ing the

levy", kindly allow me space

Past experience of the honey industry has pmod
organisetion ean survive
by quml

that mo producer market
conditions of unrestricted competitive sellil
who contribute nothing to the ﬂutlu that
exists solely for the purpose establishing marketing
and a payable price level to producers.
¥hilst recognising the vital necessi
organised marketing, bulu?m have never been :;l;::hﬂh
any of to lhc whole of their
to the n.-t-nol. nn was very p. demonstrated
of b in !oni.utn t 1932 to
M

at f P
consider .o r ion 't market ing
uun,. of the H.P.A. At this meeting, I
of the $d per l:‘.nnl levy, clu’hu

advanced m
to a to honey which producer
retain and sell through the usual trade channels. fu
necessity for this seal levy fund was clearly understood b,
all . It was to b- used by the Company to uubun
an equalisation fund from which the ny could draw upon
to assist the to suppliers and thus ensure a return to
them that wou fevourably with that of u.-n»l.uu.
This nnqv m:z‘::nu the entire porul of the Company's
e Soul and kegt past o:h:c“uzn“ '
1 au tion was a vi egral pa s
o “ Company, however, had no control over
u- oummwnatomht:nu::ﬁ
ir honey without either a seal levy charge or share cap
ning factor had the obvious weakening
and was one reason for

’
payab’ to producers. try
l::l=1¢ m}:typ, :v‘:! :J ponugi:::l -:::{-u; ::m'c
oney served in an O
“'.Jctom‘.:: pm“-nmtoin-p::{u
the course
under these circumstances es that in
of my nun.rn-:luu-n of the Board to ilu 1938 l-::kmtg'
cmz-utmtm-nmy-oua
advertising”. <
In view of the use ::-nnn the ;;3‘1“. oo
e oaiotonss 2 ogni essity for that
’:u'“‘ :: mum nd poms. 18 'ﬁcﬂn ll'oll n that
®oould po xny ma{m ny words *

advertising” in r "“"' oru-llm
hlh‘..
Muu“ nu-"‘

::'-:aa that
the -ruth‘ ”l““i- sity or an
short supply and /1longer



L
onger existed. The seal u-' 5
2""&0 lt““%‘&“‘-‘o .W‘:"
o
to that “l“ = > S
The alterna She
mo.m-nut' .u&?'.:::..,.aumnm -
rrme never put forward
however, bolieving that

The stry,
such & proposal and we have good ’“'-
neither W
Marketing

honey suppliers of the

Yours faithfully,

WALLACE NELSON.
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e N.Z. Beekeeper
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Whilst recognizing the vital necessity
marketing, beekeepers have never been synpa:he{zéoiosgﬁg?::d
scheme of compulsion to supply the whole of their crop to cnﬂ
orgaenizations This was very plainly demonstrated at the Conference
of beekeepers in Wellington about 1932 to consider the formation ?m
another producer marketing coy. following on the collapse of the
NoPeAs At this meeting I advanced the proposal of the 3d. per 1b
seal levy obligation to apply to all honey which producar'sharehoide
u s _to ;:etain and sell through the usual trade channels, The o
‘nec Ig.to;- this seal levy fund was clearly understood by all
« s It was to be used by the Coy, to establish an

] tion fund from which the Coy, could draw upon to assist

the payout to suppliers and thus ensure a return to them that
gmare”!‘pvouubly with that of non-suppliers. This policy

"8 te uring ‘the entire period of the Coy's four yesrs of
existence. It can be truly said that this seal levy obligation
was 8 vital and integrel part of the Coy's structure, The Coy.
however, had no control over the operations of non-shareholders
who were of course free to sell their honey without either a
seal levy charge or share cepital obligation, This undermining
factor had the obvious weakmening effect on the position of the
Coye and was one reason for the Coy. going into liquidation and
disposing of its assets to the Internal Marketing Division. The
seal levy obligation then became applicable to all nen-suppliers
and the I.M.D, continued the same policy as that practiced by
N.Z. Honey Ltd. as far as the collection and purpose of the seal
levy money was concerned.

In 1938 (shortly after the I.M.D. took over) the market,
both overseas and local was threatened with a glut that would tax
the strength of the organization to dispose of honey at a payable
price to producers, The Industry displayed considerable anxiety
over the position and naturally looked to the Honey Board, which
served in an official advisory capacity to the Government, to
provide en answer to the problems It was under these circumstances
that in the course of my address as Cheirman of the Board to the
1938 beekeepers Conference I said that the seal levy would be
used "mainly for advertising".

In view of the use to which the seal levy fund had been

the producer's own Coy. during its entire peried of
and-the recognized necessity for that policy to continue,
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"
Honey Marketing Regulst ions,1938

These Regulations are introduced
1 as
of a thorough invesylgation into" the marketingu;;!)';z:t;
in this country, which was conducted by the Internal

Marketing Division under the directi i
of Marketing. on of the Hon. Minister

The marketing plan envisaged by the
wes first recommended by the Honey %xpor{ Gnn::o§e§l;|ls:;mns
and at the Annual Conference of the National Beekeepers'
Asscociation at Timaru in June lest, received overwhelming
approval.

When in operation it will meen thet all honey
sold through recognised trade channels but excepting
purely domestic sales and honey in the comb, shall be
required to have the seal affixed to the container on the
basis of +d per nett weight of honey packed.

4 These seals will be issued by and will be available
from the Internal Marketing Division for cash sale and the
resultant revenue will be utilised entirely for the further
development of the industry and in particular to cover the
cost of a National Publicity Campaign within New Zealand

to stimulate the consumption of honey and also to further
develop our growing markets overseas.

However, the actual revenue is not the main con-
sideration, as the real objective of the scheme is to
ensure that 21l producers who must benefit from the
activities of the Internal Marketing Division in securing
more orderly marketing, shall contribute their share towards
the costs of these ac ivities and of a publicity campaign.
by, .3 By 7 & =

R At present time, Internal Marketing Divisiom is
functioning on a purely voluntary basis as far as honey
marketing is concerned, and producers support the Division
only if they wish to do so. =

“ 4 . TUnless a scheme such as this is applied, it will
mean that those producers who sell quite apart from the
Division will secure all the benefits available to producers
supplying the Division, without meking any contribution
whatever. These proposals have the support of the reat
majority of beekeepers in this country, and will ma 0‘ior
a.greater degree of orgenised marketing during the coming
season.

ined

.. . +The authority for these Regulations is conta
in Section 6 of the Primary Products Marketing Amencji.réwnt
A0% o8 1957 but the Solicitor-General advises that it
would be wise to arrange for their validation at thefir
assembly of Parliament. ;
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