NoEs.
Mr, Caverley Mr. Panton
Mr. Cross Mr. Siyvants
Mr, Fox Mr. Trint
Mr. Hawka Mr. Wilteock
Mr. J. Hegney Mr, Withers
Mr. Leshy Mr, Wilson
Mr. Nulsen fTeller.)

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. HUGHES: I move an amendment—

That in lines 6 and 7 of Subelause 3 the
words ‘‘on which the shareholders’ halance
shect is founded’ he struck out,

I have already spoken on this aspect.

Amendment put and passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clauges 139 to 14l—agreed to.

Clause 142—Appointment and yemuner-
ation of anditors:

Hon. N. KEENAXN: The retiring auditor
holds his office subject to challenge at any
annual wmecting. Obe or more persons may
be nominated by any shareholder to be
eleeted to the office ol aunditor. Why
should the vetiring auditor receive notice
that he wiil br opposed by so-and-so?

The Minister for Mines: It is only fair to
give him notice,

Hon. X. KEENAN: Will the Minister
say what this provision is for?

The Minister for Justice: I do not know,

Hon. N. KEEXAN: T do not think any-
body else does.

The Alinister for Justice: IL was taken
from the Sonth Australian Aet.

Mr. Hughbes: It is a case of protection
of vested interests.

Hon. N. KEENAN:
give n veazon?

The Ainister for Justice: No.

The CHATRMAN: Order! I eannot al-
low this eross-examination. The hon. mem-
ber will address the Chair and the Minister
ean reply.

Hon. X. KEENAX: I pass to Subelause
7. All that verbiage means that a proprie-
tarv company is not ohligzed to appoint an
auditor. 1 draw the Minister’s attention to
Clanse 117, which requires a proprietary
eompany to return the name of its anditor
for the time heing.

Mr. Abbott: If it has one.

Hon. X. KEENAN: The obligation im-
posed by Clause 117 is clear ent. Tt means
that a proprietary company must employ
an auditor.

The Minister for Justice: It may do so.

Can the Minister

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. N.
ment—

That Subelause 7 he struck out.

My, ABBOTT: The member for Nedlands
has ecitainly torgotten the reasom for the
provision for proprietary companies. It is
to ennhle a small number of people—not
more tnan 21—to eonduct thenr affairs as
a company. We have many small country
companics.  Are they to he put to the ex-
pense of an auditor, when the majority
of the shareboldera say an anditor is un
necessary?  Are they to he pnt to the ex-
pense of cmploying a registered auditor
who may charge a fee of 10 guineas for his
andit? This clause protects those companies
from having to meet that cost. To impase
the obligation on them of having to employ

KEENAX: I move an amend-

an auditor would be going too far. The
elause shonld remain as it is.
Progress reporied.

Housze adiourned ot 2.37 a.m. (Wednesday).
Aegislative Council.
Wednesday. 3rd December, 1941.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

MOTION—STANDING ORDERS
SUSPENSION.

On motion by the Chief Secretary, re-
solved—

That during the remainder of the session so
much of the Standing Orders be suspended as
is necessary to enable Bills to be passed
through all stages in one sitting, and all mes-
sages from the Legislative Assembly to be
taken into consideration forthwith; and that
Standing Order No, 62 (limit of time for com-
meneing new husiness) be suspended during
the same period,



{3 DecEmBER, 1941.]

BILL—-MAIN ROADS ACT (FUNDS
APPROPRIATION) (No. 2).

Read a third time and passed.

BILL-TACTORIES AND SHOPS
ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading—Defeated.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon. F.
H. Gray—West—in reply) [4.36]: I was
rather surprised at the opposition to the
Bill led, of course, by the Leader of the Op-
position, Mr. Baxter.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: There is no Opposi-
tion leader here.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: This is a noa-party
House!

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr. Bax-
ter, in his usual noisy wmanner, again de-
nounced the Government’s desire to improve
the lot of the worker in industry and invited
those who follow him {o do likewise. Some
members did not need very much encourage-
ment, One hon. member in particular, Mr.
Bolton, excelled all his previous efforts in
dealing with industrial Bills that have been
introedueced this session. I was somewhat sur-
prised at the remarks he made beeause I did
not expect such views from him. All who
know the hon. memher as the head of a
big industrial concern know that he is—T
was going to say & model employer; at any
rate, they know that he is a good employer.
I take it that in opposing this measure he
was not altogether making known his own
ideas but was giving expression to the policy
of his colleagues in industry.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Yon are wrong; I am
in favour of what yon are trying to secure,
but I do not approve of your methods. I
think these matters shonld be dealt with by
the Arbitration Court.

The HONORARY MINISTER:
deal with that later.

T will
The arguments abont

the Arbitration Court have no force in refer- -

ence to this Bill.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Is it not the duty of
employers {o protect their employees against
pernicions legislation?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am en-
deavouring to establish that this s not
pernicious legisiation. Those in opposition
to the Bill have again raised the bhogey of
interference with Arbitration Court awards
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and agreements. If this is not an excunse
designed for the express purpose of defeal-
ing the Bill, then T can only say that it must
arise from a lamentable lack of undersiand-
ing of the provisions of the Factories and
Shops Aet——

Hon. J. Cornell: What ahout Clanse 71

The HONORARY MINISTER: —and of
a Bil] which seeks to insert what the Gov-
ernment considers necessary amendments for
the benefit of a certain section of workers
and the industries in which they are en-
gaged. I desire first of all to deal with
some of the statements made by Mr. Baxter
and one or two other members. Just to
indicate how inconsistent Mr, Baxter was,
I propose fo quote one passage at the be-
ginning of his speech, and another at the
end. He first of all said:

The parent Act is a hotch-poteh and 2 genu-
ing attempt should he made to rectify the
anomalies contained therein,

Compare that quotation with his remarks
towards the onclusion of his speech, when
he said: .

This is one of the best Aects we have on the

statuete book, but it will be gradually whittled
away unless some care 13 taken,

That will indicate the consideration which
the hon. member has given to the subject.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: I referred there to
the Arbitration Act as being ene of the best
on the statute-book.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member was referring to the present Fac-
tories and Shops Act.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: No, to the Industrial
Arbitration Aet.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Honorary Minister is
just pulling out what suits him.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Dealing
with Clause 2 (a), subparagraph (ii), of the
Bill, he stated that the amendment appesred
unuecessary, as the definition of “faectory”
covered the manufacture of paint. He went
on to say:

As to the mixing or spraying of paint, the
proposed words would be wide enough to cover
a private” individual who, being a handy and
versatile person, decided to paint his fence on
a Baturday afterncon. After buying a tin of
paint he may not like the colour of it and
promptly buys another tin of, say, a lighter
colour, and mixes the iwo to obiain an exotic
tone more in harmony with and ecaleulated to
tickle his artistic taste. Tf this amendment is
accepted his home would hecome a faetory be-
cause he mixes paint in it
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Hon. G. W. Miles: Are you reading from
“Hansard

The HONORARY MINISTER: No, I am
quoting Mr. Baxter’s remarks,

Hon. J. Coruell: They did not appear in
the ‘‘West Australian.’’

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr. Bax-
ter then went on to say that if an individual
decided to attach a spray fo a vacuum
cleaner or to use a fly-tox spray to spray the
walls of his bathroom with paint, his bath-
room would become a factory subject to
ingpection by those authorised under the
Act. Mr. Baxter said that such a position
would be absurd. If certainly would be
absurd; it would be more than that—it
would be ridiculous.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Where did you get
all this? Did you memorise Mr. Baxter’s
speech ?

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member must have noticed that I took
copious notes during the time Mr. Baxter
was speaking.

Hon, W. J. Mann: Surely the Honorary
Minister is not going to read all Mr.
Baxter’s speech,

The HONORARY MINISTER: If Mr.
Baxter had taken the trouble fo refer to
the relevant clause in the Bill dealing with
the definition of “factory” he would have
found that a private home is excluded.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: It will become a fac-
tory.

The HONORARY MINISTER: No, it is
excluded nnder the definition.

Hon. C. ¥. Baxter: Pardon me!
are quite wrong.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Dr. His-
lop is also concerned in this connection.
Clause 2 seeks to add a new paragraph {9)
to the definition of ‘‘factory.’”” The pur-
pose of the new paragraph is to bring under
the Aect premises wheve lead processes are
carried on and paint is manufactured, mixed
or applied by spray. If this proposal is
accepted, the premises affected will imme-
diately come under the provisions of the
Factories and Shops Aet and all regula-
tions made under the legislation. Hon.
members will see that the Bill will go a
long way towards achieving what Dr,
Hislop says is necessary. That hon. mem-
ber is quite right in expressing his opinion
and he is quite in order in urging further

You
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steps along the road of progress, but for
the time being the Government cannot
march in front of him.

It must be appreciated that the Act and
the regulations do contain provisions which
are of great benefit to the workers from
the health poini of view. The mere defini-
tion of ‘“paint’’ and the defining of the
place where paint is mixed as a factory
will not of itself give workers protection.
The provisions of the Aet and the regu-
lations, however, will give a great measure
of protection. Undoubtedly Dr. Hislop will
realise that at least the Government is eo-
ing a step in the right direction when it
sceks to bring such establishments under
the Act. It may not result in complete
protection. It may be that something mors
will be necessary. I feel sure that the
House will berefit by Dr. Hislop’s advice
on further improvements, but so far the
Government has not had ithe opportunity
of considering any further ideas,

At present the Bill, in this regard at
any raite, is designed fo improve working
conditions in the painting industry from
the point of view of the worker’s health
and that being the case, I feel sure it will
receive Dr, Hislop’s support, although he
may have ideas whieh will further heoefit
and protect the wurker's health. Speaking
from personal knowledge, I can pay a tri-
bute to the work ot Dr. Hislop with regard
to the painters and the effeet of the in-
dustry unpon them, to which matter be
allnded during his second reading speech.
I appreciate the fact that if effect were
given to his recominendations which were
arrived at as a result of the research work
he and others carried out, a greater advance
would be made thun is indiceted in the
provisions of the Bill.

Hon, fI. Seddon: What {he hon. mem-
her veferred te concerned th.. awending
of the Third Schedule of the Workers”
Compensation Act.

The HONORARY MINISTER: [ am not
dealing with that phase at the moment;
I am merely drawing attention to the faet
that Dr. Hislop’s work has been along right
lines, Most members opposed to this
measure have protested against the clause
dealing with fixing the closing time for
butchers’ shops. In this respect I would
point out that Arbitration Court awards and
agreements cover the working conditions of
employees only. The opening and closing



[3 DecEmBEr, 1941.]

times of shops are governed by the Faectories
and Shops Act, and the hours at which shops
are opened to the publiec have not necessarily
any relation to the hours worked by em-
ployees, who may he, and are, employed in
shops although the premises are not open to
the public. There is absolutely no interfer-
ence proposed with the jurizdietion of the
Arbitration Court as inferred by some mem-
hers,

Hon, J. Cornell : Exactly the same position
arose in connection with the Mines Regula-
tion Act, and the court went out and de
cided the issue.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The par-
ticular amendment has not been included
in the Bill as representing the views of the
Minister or the Government, but at the re-
quest of botlh the employees and the master
butchers.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: You are wrong.

The - HONORARY MINISTER: The
Master Butchers' Association asked for this,

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: Only a very small
seetion of the master butchers.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Did the Honorary
Minister consult the Housewives' Associa-
tion?

The HONORARY MINISTER: 1 can
prove what I have stated. A vote was taken
on the question. I am referring to the
Master Butchers’ Association and not, of
course, to the Housewives' Association. The
proposal for altering the hours of trade
has been included in the Bill at the express
wish of both the butchers and the employees
and has been brought forward as a result
of experience gained in the shops.

Hon. J. Cornell: It is not the first time
there has been a joint effort at the expense
of the consumers.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Can the Honorary
Minister name any ecity butcher who is a
member of the organisafion?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: At any rafe the Bill
does not coincide with the terms of the let-
ter.

The HONORARY MINISTER:
dealing with the clause relating to the open-
ing and closing hours for butehers’ shops.
I have a letter here from Mr, J. F. Graham,
secretary of the Master Buotchers' Associa-
tion, which was sent to the Minister for
Labour. In dealing with the reasons for
suggesting the alteration of the times for

Ia.mr
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opening and eclosing shops, Mr. Graham
wrote:—

It is now some 30-odd years that the spread
of hours for the shops has been between 6 a.m.
and 6 pam. There has been no alteration, no
improvement, improvements have heen obtained
by or given to the employees till today they en-
joy a 44-hour week. Whilst the employer still
enjoys his 68 hours, now to get in his G8 hours
he has to do something like 72 to 75 hours
per week.

Now let us seg how this worka as hetween
the city butcher and the suburban buteher.
And don’t forget that the surburban butcher
is in the vast majority, both as regards tho
amount of business done and the eapital in-
vested.

The city butcher employs a manager who is
not bound by the award, or he employs a shop-
man who can start at 6 a.m. and finish at 4
p.m. So that the city butcher can come in
early and let his shopman late, or reverse. And
the city butcher ean go off through the day
because of his shopman or manager—the
suburban butcher cannot.

The suburban buteher, not being able to
cmploy a manager or perbaps a shopman, and
us he requires his men there when the shop
opens, he has to let them go at 4 p.m, and
catry on himself till 6 p.m., hence he is there
from 6 a.n. til 6 pm. This means vp at
about 5 am. and home at about 7 pan, Nice,
is it not? We are asking for that hour to be
cut off so that a master butcher can have a
shave and get his tea in time to go to the pie-
tures if he so desires.

The biggest butcher In the city closea at
5 pam, and quite a number of suburban
butehers elose at 5 p.m., but it is not law.

Thercfore the trade, by vote and book, has
decided by a 95 per cent. majority in favour
of T s, opening and § p.m. closing, and
3 .2.m. opening on Baturdays and 12 noon
closing.

T consider that letter gives & good explana-
tion of what is happening today and puts
up a good case for the provisions of the
Bill. I hope the House will give considera-
tion to the subject. The request is one
made by the butchers, and the granting of
it will interfere with only a very small pro-
portion of the publie.

Dealing with the main issue of the Bill,
namely, that of the supposed interference
with Avbitration Court awards, the minds
of hon. members should be quite clear on
this one wital point. This point is an
ahsolute essential, and lack of understand-
ing of it may be responsible for misappre.
hension and misstatement. Execept in one
miner particular the prineipal Act does rof,
and eannot possibly, interfere with or over-
ride the Arbitration Court or awards or
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agreements made by the Arbitvation Counrt.
Section 163 of the prinecipal Aet rveads:-—

Nothing in this Act contained shall in any
way affect the jurisdiction conferred on the
Arbitration Court and any provisions in this
Act as to any matters within the jurisdiction
of the Court may be varied, altered, modified
or exeluded by any award now made or here-
after to be made by the Court or by any indus-
trinl agreement now made or hereafter to be
made under the Arbitration Act.

That section has been in the Factories
and Shops Act for many years. The effect
of it is to prevent interference with the
Arbitration Court hy the Factories and
Shops Aet er any of its amendments. Aec-
tually, instead of the Factories and Shops
Act or any amendment overriding the
Arbitration Court, the position is the re-
verse.

On account of the wording of Section 163
of the Factories and Shops Act, the Arbi-
tvation Court can, when delivering an
award or agreement, override the provisions
of that Aet. This is elear and beyond all
doubt. Until Seelion 163 is altered, the
pusition must temain clear and beyond
doubt. Nothing but an cxpress amendment
of Section 163 or express provision in the
amending Bill or any particular clause
thereof. ¢an create interferenec with the
Arbitration Court hy amendments to the
Jactories and Shops Act. T want to stress
that point.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Ovder! The Honor-
ary Minister has an extremely dillicult task
in replying to the numher of speeches that
have been made in epposition to the Bill,
and T would ask hon. members to hear him
in silence.

Hon. JJ. Cornell: e is eoveving up Lis
tracks.

The PRESIDEXNT: T do think that the
Chairman of Committers ought to show a
wond example to other members, 1t is highly
disorderly to interjeet.

The HONNDRARY MINISTER : The only
overriding provizions of that Act will be
found in Suhseciion 3 of Seetion 163, There
hon. memhers will see that the Factories and
Shops Act is paramount as far as overtime
provisions with regard to women aml hovs
are conecrned.  In every other way, how-
ever. that Aet is subject to the Arhitration
Court, and any of its provisions may be
varied, altered, modified or exeluded by
awards or industrial agreements. Tn this

{COUNCIL.}

vespect the Act is unigue. It wonld be safe
tu sny that no other Aet of Parliament ean
be varied, altered or modified except by
Parliawent itself. That provision sweeps
awny practieally every argument that has
been used against the Bill.

Section 163 gives the Arbitration Court
power to vary, alter or modify the provisions
of the Factories and Shops Aet when an
award or industrial agreement is made. I
ask hon, members to keep that faet clearly in
fheir minds. If they do so they must
acknowledge the impossibility of an amend-
nment of the Factories and Shops Act inter-
tering with the Arbitvation Court in the
slightest degree. The Aet can only apply
where there exisls ne award or industrial
agroement made a common rule. As long as
there are workers who are not covered by
awnrds or industrial agreements the Fae-
tories and Shops Aet ean be availed of. If
the gradual progress under the Arbitration
Act finally brings all workers under awards
or industrial agreements, the Act will then
vense to be effective as far as industrial mat-
tery affecting workers are concerned.

The Bill is intended to apply only to
workers not covered by awards or industrial
agreements, except in so far as certain females
and hoys are concerned; and, in fact, it ean-
not possihly apply te any other workers. Tt
could not apply to any other workers cven if
the Government wished it to have that effect.
I stress this impovtant point beeause of the
wrong impression which speeches made by
cerfain memhers may have given to the
House. One objection which is always raised
to Bills amending the Factories and Shops
Act is that sueh amendments eneroach upon
the jurisdiction of the Arhitration Court. It
should now be perfectly clear that such amend-
ing Bills do not have this effect. The sur-
prising part about it is that some members
have actunally peinted out this position in
their speeches. Seetion 163 has been referved
to quite frequently, and yel there is con-
stant repetition that the Bill will interfere
with the Arhitration Court.

Why should not workers in ghops and
factories enjoy the privileges accorded to
other workers? Mr. Thomson made a good
point ahout onr men fighting in Libya and
the men engaged in munitions work in the
Old Country; but I do not think that has
anything to do with the Bill. In this struggle
in which we are now engaged, all people
should be given an opportunity to do some-
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thing to help.  Why should men, women
and girls employed in faetories and shops
who are not covered by awards or agree-
nments of the Arbitration Court, he debarred
from doing some public servieet Why
should they be asked to work longer howrs
than do other workers and thus be pre-
vented from taking their part in the war
cffortf If the Bill passes, they will he
given that opportunity.

Hon, A. Thomson: Eat, drink and be
merry! We are not at war!

The HONORARY MINISTER: Let these
men, women and young people help the war
effort after they have finished their day's
work,

Hon. A. Thomson:
workers?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Scattered
thronghout Western Australia, but mostly
in the metropolitan area.

The PRESIDENT : Order!

The HONORARY MINISTER: T have
here a list of the workers that I could read
to members. As I have said, these workers
are not organised, nor have they the pro-
tection of Arbitration Court awards or
agreements. They ought fo receive the bene-
fits which this Bill proposes to give them.
Provision for compulsory holidays is also
made by the Arbitration Conrt. The holi-
days specified in the ¥actories and Shops
Aet are frequently referred to in awards
and agreements. Overtime rates of time and
a half and double time are provided in in-
numerable ¢ases. Preference of employment
to unionists is & provision which is beeoming
more frequently the subject of deeisions by
the court. Why not? Preference to union-
ists has become an established faet in in-
dustry. Every employer who understands
hi< husiness will not hother about the 3 per
cent. or 4 per cent, of workers who, while
willing to accept award conditions, do not
contribute to the funds of the umion. An
employer unwise enough to take notice of
snch workers is out of step with modern
industry. The great hody of employers
recognise the good that results from organ.
ised labonr.

Hon. J. Cornell: In how many industries
is preference to unionists given?

The HONORARY MINISTER: In
Ameriea, hundreds of thousands of miners
were recently on strike because 5 per cent,,
or less, of the workers in the industry were
not members of their union.

‘Where are these
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Hon, J. Cornell: In how many industries
that come under the Factories- and Shops
Act is preference to unionists in operation?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Quite a
large number.

Hon. J. Cornell: As many as three?

The HONORARY MINISTER: My,
Bolton will support me when I say that
the modern employer would rather deal with
organised than with unorganised lahour,
‘Wherever unorganised labour exists, there is
trouble.

Hon. J. Cornell: Would not this measure
override the Arhitration Court?

The HONORARY MINISTER : No.

Hon, J. Cornell; Preference would be
given to all employees in shops and factories.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The Bill
does not mean that at all. I eannot allow
the hon. member to read into it something
that it does not mean. The Bill will not
affect decisions of the Arbitration Court.
Members have been critical of the provision
n the Bill which will allow employment of
females for more than one shift in any one
day. That provision, however, is necessary
because the Act prevents more than one shift
from being worked per day. This, again, is
not an interference with the Arbitration
Court. It is an alteration of the Act ifself,
and is justified only because the Aet pre-
vents the working of two shifts. It is also
justified because women will be employed
upon munition work, and the Bill is de-
signed to assist the war effort in this regard,
Mr. Thomson mentioned Mills & Ware, and
T think one other employer was alao referred
to.

In order to meet defence orders, these
employers found it necessary to work two
shifts a day. The Minister for Labour
agreed to their doing so, notwithstanding
that it was a breach of the Aet. That is
an additional argument in favour of the
passing of this measure. Conditions have
changed so much that an alteration of the
Act is demanded, so that two shifts may be
worked in induostries governed by the Act.
Tt would he unwise for the House to rely
upon the National Security regulations; it
is our business to look after our own legis.
lation and make necessary amendments to
meet war requirements in industry.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You admit that the
Minister has already altered the legislation.
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The HONORARY MINISTER: It wounld
have been foolish for the Minister not to do
so. If the House passes the Bill it will con-
firm the Minister’s action. I cannot imagine
the House turning down tbat particular
amendment, even if it rejects all the others.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Nonsense! It is not
at all necessary.

The HONORARY MINISTER: My
Thomson, in dealing with c¢ommon rules,
said that on many occasions he has had to
submit to a common rTule that had heen
imposed on his business without his ¢onsent.
A common rule can only come into force
in one of two ways. When the Court of
Arbitration delivers an award, the award
automatically becomes a common rule of the
industry and of the loeality to which it is
specifically applicahle.

An industrial agreement originally made
between a few parties ean be declared a
common tule by the Court of Arbitration,
In each case, all employers likely to be af-
fected, either by the award or by the agree-
ment to be made a ¢ommon 1rule, Teceive
notice from the court. If they do not attend
on the hearing, the court may imply con-
sent, Quite likely, Mr. Thomson was too busy
to appear before the eourt on the oceasion
he referred to. If the parties do attend, the
court takes cognisance of their case and
the award or common rule is made after due
considerntion. Tf, therefore, Mr. Thomson
has been hound by a common rale, then it
was aone made by the Arbitration Court after
he had received notice of the hearing and
after the court had considered all matters
relevant to the employers' point of view.
Mr. Thomson made a statement which it is
impossible to follow. He said—

If this measure becowes law, then according
to the Minister those workers engaged in shops
and factorics who are not protected by an
award of the Arbitration Court will automati-
eally have their working uours fixed at 44
per week, If that is not overriding the Arbi-
tration Court, then all I ecan say is that it ie
a matter of opinion.

How on earth can provision for workers
not covered by awards or agreements be
an interference with the Arbitration Comrt?
The reverse is understandable. We eannot
afford to sit back and do nothing in this
matter. Our duty is to do justice to every
vitizen, if that is possible. The Bill seeks
to make improvements in indnstry and te
protect people at present unprotected.

[COUNCIL.]

Y trust I have made a sufficiently clear
explanation to show that the Bill is not
what most of its opponents contend it 1s.
It will not in any way affect the Arbitra-
tion Court. Should any of the workers
whom it is soughi to protect by this mea-
sure afterwards become subject to an
award of the Arbitration Court, then this
measure will cease to apply to them. As
I have said, we must not rely upon the
National Security regulations. We must
have some regard for our responsibilities
ns members of Parliament, and we shounld
not rely upon another authority to do our
work for us.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .
Noes .. - . .

| » | &5

Majority against ..

AYEBD.

Hon, J. Coruel) Hon. W. H. Kitaon

Hon. J, M. Drew Hon. A. Thomson

Hon, G. Frager Hon, C. B. Williams

Hou, E. H. Gray Hen, &. B. Wood

Hon. W, R. Hall Hon. E. H. H. Hall

(Teller.)

NOES.

Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, W..J, Mann

Hon, L. B, Boiton Hon. G, W, Miles

Hon, 8ir Hal Colebatch Hon. H. V. Flezae

Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H., L. Roche

Hon, J, G, Hislop Hon. H. Tuckey

Hon, J. J, Holmes Hon. J, A. Dimmiit

Hon. J. M. Macfariang {Teller.}
PAmRS.

AYES.
Hon. E. M. Heenan
Hon, T, Moore

NOES.
Hon. H. 8. W. Parher
Hon. F. R, Welsh

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1, Stamp Aet Amendment.
2, Death Duties (Taxing) Aet Amend-

ment.

3, Administration Aet Amendment (No.

2).

Received from the Assembly.

MOTION—HAY CROP.
As to Relief to Farmers.

Dehate resumed from the 19th November
on the following motion by Hon. G. B,

Wood (East) :—

That this House—having considered the posi-
tion of farmers who, in 1940, cut hay when it
waa anticipated there would be & state of
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emergency in regard to the shortage of hay,
and who subsequently found themselves, owing
to changed and more favourable seasonal con-
ditions, without a market for same—is of the
opinion that the proposals of the Government
for the relief and assistance of such farmers
are not ouly inadequate but unfair and imprae-
ticable, and calls upon the Government to
evolve some fair and practicable method of re-
lief without delay.

THE CHIET SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson—West) [5.32]: This is a motion
moved by Mr. Wood expressing dissatisfae-
tion at what has been done by the Govern-
nmtent, and asking for assistance to be rend-
ered to certain farmers, who, it is claimed,
cut more hay than usnal las{ year, to some
extent, on account of drought conditions
and principally beeause of the representa-
tions made to them by the Government and
other people. I find if rather hard to deal
satisfactorily with the motion. Members
will have noticed that Mr. Wood is asking
this Honse to say that it is of opinion that
the proposals of the Government for the
relief and assistance to be granted fo the
farmers are inadequate and impracticable,
and he ealls npon the Government to evolve
a Lairer and wmore praeticable method of
velief withont delay.

The first point I desire to make is this:
Any action the Government has taken has
heen with the idea ofi giving relief to those
farmers in need of it. Any relicf given or
offered by the Government has not been
tendered in the form of compensation. The
only alternative I ean see to the method
adopted by the (overnment is that the
farmers should be given compensation. It
is doubtful whether any Government eould
agree fo compensate farmers hecause of
the cirecumstances which existed last year.
It is admitted by all concerned thaf eon-
ditions existed then which made it desir-
able, in the interests of everyone associated
with the primary industries of this State,
that something shounld be done to ensure
more hay being cut than appeared likely to
be available. Because of that, the Minister
for Agriculture, speaking on hehalf of the
Government, did make an appeal to all
farmers in a position to cut crops for hay
to do so.

It is also admitted that, arising from a
fortunate change in the seasonal eonditions,
the circumstances were, in a short time,
entirely changed. Because of that, and be-
cause some of the farmers have not heen
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able to dispose of the hay they cut, Mr.
Wood now says, ‘*Well, the position is such
that the Government should find some me-
thod to compensate them for what they
believe to be a loss.”” That is stating the
position very fairly.

I will now give the Honse some infor-
mation. The average quantity of hay cat
in this State 1z about 400,000 tons a year.
In 1938-39 the quantity cnt was 437,000
tons; in 1939.40 it was 399,000 tons, and,
generally speaking, it can be said that the
average is about 400,000 tons. It is well
known that a survey was made of the posi-
tion from which it was found that the total
quantity that could be anticipated from
those farmers who normelly ent their erops
for hay, if they eut erops which wonld real-
ise 10 ewt. per acre and over, would only
be 184,310 tons. That result, compared with
the average quantity cut, provided sufficient
justification for any action taken at that
time. Notwithstanding all that had been
said on this subject, and notwithstanding the
statements made about what was done in
certain districis—I refer to those made by
farmers generally, and particularly one re-
mark made by Mr. Wood respecting what
was done in the distriet usnally looked upon
as being the main hay-cutting centre of this
State—the fact remains that the total quan-
tity of hay eut for the year 1940-41 was only
318,000 tons.

It has to be admitted that a number of
tarmers who do not usually eut their erops
for hay did so on this oceasion; it has to
be admitted that a number of farmers out
congsiderable quantities for hay that other-
wise would have been stripped for grain.
It is also a fact that many of those farmers
disposed of their hay to the Agricultural
Bank or other buyers. It is rather interest-
ing to note that the distriet I refer to as
the main hay erop district of the State, No,
2 statistical district, which ipeludes Northam
and York, eut only 175,160 tons in 1940-41
as eompared with 192,297 in the preceding
year. This seems to be a rather remarkable

state of affairs.

When we look for a reason for the lower
entting in 1240-41 as compared with 1939.
40, it is very difficnlt to find any other than
that some of the principal growers stated
they refused to cut any more for hay unless
they were guaranteed a higher prien by the
Government. While it is a faet that some
farmers who do not normally eut their erops
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for hay did so, I am advised it is also a
fact that some of the farmers who generally
cut their crops for hay refused to do so
beeause they were not gnaranteed a higher
price by the Government.

Hon. W. J. Mann: The one balances the
other.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 4o not
know whether they balance or not.

Hon. A. Thomson: We have no brief for
men who held out for unfair prices.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member is not worrying ahout those people.
It wounld be hard to draw a distinction be-
tween the farmers who are in the position
claimed by the hon. member and the farmers
who were able to and did dispose of their
bay.

Hon. G, B. Wood: We admit that, too.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: You had importa-
tions, did you not?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 cannot
say; to my knowledge there were none. In
support of the motion, Mr. Wood read one
or two letters. In those cases there seemingly
existed a set of cireumstances not quite
what they ought to have been, but I think
the answer is quite reasonable, though it
may not meet with the approval of Mr.
Wood. The hon. member admits that he
was one of those who endeavoured to en-
sure that a higher price than prevailed at
the time would be guaranteed for hay or
chaff. One letter quoted by him was from
Mr. H, L. Kelsall who, I understand, iz a
farmer in the Moora distviet. His main
complaint is that he did not have an oppor-
tunity to scll the hay he had cut, and be-
cause he did not have that opportunity,
he thinks he shonld reccive some compen-
sation in aceordance with the guantity cut.

Hon. L. B, Bolton: That was a very
genuine ease. Mr. Kelsall eut only in the
interests of the State, 1 know the case
well.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
suggesting that his is not & genuine ease,
but I do suggest that it is not a ease for
compensation.  The position is that the
Agrieultural Bank desired to purchase a
large quantity of hay and, through its
hranch officers, endeavoured to buy its re-
fuirements at a price fixed of £3 10s. in
the stack, For some weeks the officers of
the hank were not able to purchase one ton
of hay at that priece. Eventuvally the chair-
man of the Aprienltural Bank went into
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the field himself with a view fo aseertain-
ing whether he eould be more successful
than his officers had been. In the first in-
stance he met with a position similar to
that which had confronted his officers.
Finally he was forced to buy chaff at a
price that represented £3 per tom in the
staek at Grass Valley,

The ollicers of the bank were operating
throughout the distriet, and it seems rather
strange that a farmer in the Moora dis-
triet can now eclaim that he had no know-
ledge that it was possible for him to sell
his hay, especially in view of the fact that
no less than 4,323 tons of chaff were pur-
chased in the Midland distriet. Surely no-
body would elaim that Moora is not in the
Midland distriet or that & prominent farmer
did not know what was being done regard-
ing the purchase of hay and chaff. 1t is a
remarkable state of affairs, and I eannot
imagine that any farmer, whether 1 a
large or a small way, would have no know-
ledge whatever of the price that was being
offered by the bank or the quantity that
was required. To my way of thinking this
farmer eommitted an error of judgment,
Probably he did not want to sell at the
time, believing, as many others beliaved,
that the priece of chaff would go sky high,
and that he would bhe able to do a long
way hetter than by selling at the priee
heing offered in the district.

Ilon. ¢t. B, Wood: You have no grounda
for making that statement. You are only
surmising that. I know that Mr. Kelsal)
did not have an opportunity to sell his hay.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
know how the hon. memher can justify a
statement of thal sort. Members in no
way associated with the farming indnstry
are well nware of the great publicity
through the Press given to the hay question
at the time. I would say that any farmer,
particularly in a distriet like Moora, and
especially a farmer who was cutting for
hay a larger acreage of his crop than
usunal, would at least be sufficiently in-
torested to make some inquiries as to the
position at the time and the probahle posi-
tion in future, Surely the Governmem is
not to be blamed hecanse this man did not,
make these inquiriez or beenruse he had no
knowledge of the Press publicity given to
the matter! Are we to aceept a state of
affairs in which it would be necessary for
the Government, the Agrienliural Bunk or
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some officer of the Government to notify
cvery farmer that the Govornment was in
the market for a certain quantity of hay?
That would be an entirely false position to
adopt. If this farmer had no knowledge
at all of the position, that was just his
had fuck.

Surely it is not right that a farmer
in his position should come to the Gov-
ermnent at this stage and say, ‘“That is
how 1 am situated. What I did was done
from patriotie motives, and now I want
the Government to compensate me for what
I consider to be my loss.”” No Government
could countenance an attitude of that sort.
I am advised that the Agricultural Bark
allocated the quota it was prepared to pur-
chase in other districts at the price offered,
and in the very distriet represented by M.
Wood, the quota was 3,000 toms, It was
in that district where the farmers held a
meeting and decided that they wounld not
sell at the price offered.

Hon. G. B. Wood: Which district was
that?

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
and Meckering.

Hon. G. B. Wood: I did not mention
Cunderdin.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I am advised
that the farmers in the distriet held a meet-
ing. T was not present.

Hon. G. B. Wood: I was not present,
either.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: And they
would not sell their hay at the priee offered.
They were under the impression that the
price of chaff would go to £8 or £10 per
ton. Of course, the Agrieultursl Bank, not
being able to buy there at the price offered,
went elsewhere and bought wherever it could,
eitber at that price or at & fresh price made
available. Much has been said regarding the
farmer who does not usually cut any of his
crop for hay having done so on this oceasion
and heen left with large quantities for which
he has no personal use, and for which at
present he can find no sale. It is snggested
that in many such cases, had the farmers
eut their erops for grain, the price they
would have reeeived for their wheat would
have shown a eonsiderably advanced return
as compared with what they are likely to get
for their hay at present, We may admit
that that may be the case.

Hon. A. Thomson: It unfortunately is the
cage, T

Cunderdin
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: So f{ar as
these farmers are econcerned—more partico-
larly those who cut large aereages of hay—
it seems strange that they should take the
risk of doing so when they were far removed
from the centre where the hay was required,
and without making some preliminary in-
quiries as to how they were going to dis-
pose of it when cat.

Hon. . B. Wood: My, Bolton has told
vou why Mr. Kelsall did it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 do not
question the motives of any farmers who
cut hay, but T question the action of these
people who did so without making some in-
quiry as to what the position was going to
be when they had eut it. These remarks
would apply more particularly to the gentle-
man who was quoted by either Mr. Hall, or.
Mr. Wood. I refer to a letter addressed to
Mr, Hall by Mr. W, J. Teakle, of Isseka.
That partienlar district is far removed from
the distriet where the hay would be required.
The gentleman in question cut 500 tons of
hay. It would appear that he cut that
quantity without in any way informing him-
self as to what he was going to do with it
after he had cut it.

I do not know how members wounld des-
cribe action of that kind but T wounld say
it was a most unbusinesslike thing to do. I
do not question Mr. Teakle’s motive, but
whatever it may have been one would have
thought that in his own interests he would
first of all have ingumired concerning the
possibility of disposing of such a large guan-
tity of hay, particalarly in view of the dis-
trict in which he is situated. Now I come
to the farmers who eut more hay that year
than they normally ent. They have been
mentioned by Mr. Wood as being in the
same category. His suggestion is that there
should be some compensation for those farm-
ers because of the fact that they had not
been able to dispose of their surplus hay.
I suggest that in those cases where farmers
cut surplus hay in that year there is no
necessity for them to cut any hay this year
for their own requirements, and in view of
the guaranteed price of wheat they wonld
probahly do better still. There shonld be no
great complaint insofar as those particnlar
farmers are coneerned.

Hon, G. B. Wood: T did not mention them.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Another
argument in support of the case put for-
ward, and nsed by Mr. Wood wasg, it seems,
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that the merchants in Perth had exercised
a certain amount of pressure. I am advised
that the merchants did not use any pressure
concerning the Government’s attitude in con-
nection with the purchase of chaff, nor with
respect to the priece at which it was pur-
chased, nor in any other way with regard
to the transaction.

Now I come to the question whether what
the Government bas dome is fair or not.
The Minister for Agrieulture was notified
that a number of farmers, who had eut
more hay than they could either dispose of
or required for their own use, were in diffi-
eulties, He was asked to do something to
relieve the situation. Eventually it was
agreed by the Minister that an advance of
23s. per ton should be made on =&ll hay
that was properly stacked and thatched. That
25s. per ton was arrived at, I understand,
as being a fair return to cover the expenses
a farmer might have heen put to in
cutting and getting his hay into stack.
I do not know whether any members
of this House would he in a better
position than would be officers of the
Agricultural Bank or the Agricnltural
Department to advise with regard to the
smount of money that a farmer would be
out of poeket as a result of having cut hay
ingtead of having stripped hiz crop for
grain. I want it to be definitely understood
that the advance was made to farmers to
tide them over a difficult period. Ii was not
in the nature of a grant, and not in the
nature of compensation.

What the Government did was to provide
a certain amount of money for this purpose
if farmers were willing to agree to the
conditions under which the Government was
prepared to advanee it. Now we have to
consider why the Government should fix
the eonditions that were laid down. Com-
plaints have been made that if any farmer
who accepted relief under those conditions
broke his stack of hay he would be called
wpon immediately fo repay the whole of
the amount advaneced. That complaint was
voiced by Mr. Wood and those who sup-
ported him in the House, and those mem-
bers said sauch a condition was most un-
fair, They may still say so.

It is my duty to put before the Heuse
the reasonms why it was neeessary to lay
down these particular conditions. First
of all 1 have to advise the House thaft no
Government can advance money in the
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form of loan or for purposes of relief un-
less it has some security. I think if this
or any other Government did otherwise, the
foremost critics of such action would be
found in this Chamber. The Government
offered an advance of 25s. per ton on the
security of the hay itself, and not on any-
thing else. It did not take security over
the land or the machinery. Its only se-
curity for the advance was the hay.

Hon. G. B. Wood: How is a man going
to cut bis hay when such conditions are
hanging over him?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I did not
cateh the interjection of the hon. member.
Hon. G. B. Wood: It does not matter.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Farmers who
accepted the advance and agreed to the
conditions should reasonably be expected
to carry them out, or if their circumstances
had altered sinee the advance was made,
and altered for the worse, they should at
least approach the Agricultural Bank with
regard to their position. In those circum-
stances, particularly where a farmer has
a larger stack of hay than he requires for
his own purpose and desires to use only a
portion of that stack, all he has to do is
to make representations to the Agrieul-
tural Bank and it will endeavour to meet
him in that regard.

Hon. G. B. Wood: That is the first time
such a statement has been made.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I did not
know that; I am only setting out the posi-
tion as it is today. Should the question
concern a stack of hay which the farmer
does not require for his own pnrpose, will
anyone imagine that the Agricultural
Bank—if it foliowed business methods such
as we would cxpect it to do—would agree
to anv farmer disposing of his hay or
portion of his stack and thus he prepared
to see its seeurity gradually disappear, or
snddenly disappear overnight? Wonld it
be reasonable for the Agricultural Bank to
permit that? I am surve business menthers
of this Honse would be on the side of the
bank in cases of that kind. It is some-
what diffienlt to deal with this motion, Mr.
Wood has not even suggested what he
thinks should be done.

Hon, G. B. Wood: I am not a Govern-
ment adviser; only a eritie.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He wants
the Government to find some alternative to
the method that has been adopted, and the
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iovernment says to Mr. Wood, ‘‘Afier
giving due consideration to all the cirenm-
stanees, and in view of all the informa-
tion that has been supplied to us, this is
whaf we are prepared to do.”’ T suggest
to the House that there is no alternative
io the method that has been adopted. True,
it may be said that the amount offered is
not half encugh. To allow some farmers
to cover their out-of-pocket expenses, or
the amount of money they are out-of-
poeket as the result of cutting their erop
for hay rather than stripping it for wheat
is one thing, but it is entirely different to
suggest some other method as stated by
Mr. Wood.

Even if some larger amount was sug-
gested as being fairer than the present
amount, does it hot occur to members, hav-
ing regard to the pecessity for adopting
business praetices, that everything would
depend on the security? Would it not be ne-
cessary for the Agricultural Bank to insist
that the security should be there in the
first place, that it should be the respon-
sibility of the farmers to see that the
security did not deteriorate, and further
to see that the security did not disappear?
I have a lot of sympathy for those farmers.
I know many of them personally, but T am
afraid there is little more the Government
can do. ‘

It may be a fact, as Mr. Wood says, that
the statement I made a little while ago is
the first oceasion on which it has been
made, namely, that when a farmer desires
to dispose of his stack or a portion of it,
either for his own use or other purposes,
representations by him will reeeive considera-
tion. I am not doubting the truth of the
vemark made by the hon. member, but it
geems to me that the reasonable action for
any farmer to take, who desires to do some-
thing different from that which he has under-
taken to do, would be to communicate with
the Agricultural Bank. I am not in a posi-
tion to advise whether anyone has done this,
but ean only give the House the advice ten-
dered to me. I think I have covered most
of the points raised, although I may not have
snid all it is possible for me to say on the
subject. Tt will, however, be understood
from my remarks that 1 cannot agree to the
motion moved by Mr. Wood.

HON. A THOMSON (South-East)
[5.59]: T agree with the Chief Secretary that
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the Government is confronted with a diffieult
problem, and I alse appreciate Mr. Wood’s
difliculty in suggesting a remedy for the
state of affairs with which we are dealing.
We all know that only last year we in this
State were afraid we were going to be in
scricus trouble. So anxious about the posi-
lion were members that we divided portions
of the agriecultural areas into three sections,
and toured the distriets with the idea of
arviving at somec solution of the trouble.
Everywhere we went the consensus of
opinion was that there would definitely be a
shortage of hay. I think that the Govern-
ment was quite sincere in its desire to pre-
pare for the scrious position with which the
State at ¢that time appeared to be Ffaced.
While recognising that the Government did,
or endeavoured to do, ils part in meeting
lhe situation, 1 desire to place before the
Government and this House the position of
quite a number of men who, in an effort to
assist, eut hay which, in normal conditions,
they would not have cut.

One particular case I have in mind eon-
cerns a man at Borden who had a e¢rop from
which he stripped over 10 bags to the acre.
One of his neighbours, an Agricultural Bank
client, approached him long before he under-
took the stripping and requested him to sell
hay to meet his (the neighbour's) require-
ments heeause he had a shortage. The
farmer to whom I am referring would not
normally have cut for hay since it wonld
have paid him better not to do so, hut he
stripped the crop in order to assist a neigh-
bour,

The Chief Secretary: He did not know
what price he would get for his wheat.

Hon. A, THOMSON: Yes, he did. He
had one of the best erops be had ever grown,
The disappointment both of the man at Bor.
den and of his neighbour ean be imagined
when the Agrieultural Bank informed the
latter that although a tentative agreement
had been approved for the hay to be eut by
the Borden farmer for his neighbour, there
was ample chaff in the Pingelly arca and he
would have to take a supply from there at a
higher price. That involved the Borden
farmer in considerable loss besause he would
not have cut for hay except to assist his
neighbour. Normally he never euts for hay
and did so on that occasion only to oblige
a fellow farmer. The price agreed upon was
ahout £3 10s. per ton.
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Hon. W. J. Mann: His neighbour let him
down.

Hon. A. THOMSON: XNy, he was still
willing to tuke it but the Agricultural Bank
insizted on the chaff which he required com-
ing from a stack that the bank had pur-
chased at Pingelly, That has happened on
many occasions under the Agrienltural Bank
and ithe Indusiries Assistance Board. 1
have here a file lent to me by Mr. H. S.
Seward, M.L.A., which contains some inter-
esting letters. I do not propose to read all
of them but theve is one here that will prove
the truth of statements 1 have made regard-
ing my friend at Borden and the cffect of
what has happened on the farmers in the
Wandering area. The letter, dated the 22nd
May, 1941, reads—

I have reccived a letter from the Minister
for Lands offering to lend me 25a. per ton on
the hay I cut on the adviee of the Hon, Minis-
ter. This offer, to me, is absurd; what I want
and elaim as my just due is the difference he-
tween what I actualiy receive for my chaff when
sold and the Minister’s price of £3 105 in
the stack. In all my 20 years on the Noom-
bling Estate I have never sold chaff cven in
the days when I used horses. Now I have no
horses and do not even cut hay, yet when the
Minister asked, I cut approximately 50 acres—
g1y 80 tons—which would (some 2 acres left
actually did) strip seven bags per acre.

It has cost me £12 for cutting; £26 for
stacking; stooking and thatching £5; bags
£55; total £98, and I have not reeeived a
penny, and ail risk of price and water damage
is mine. I ask the cquivalent of £3 103, in
the stack and as I am solely a tractor farmer
the 1fon. Minister must agree that my case is
a just ome. Tt is my intention to scll hay as
#oon as the rains eome and allow me to finish
aeeding. Getting somcone to cut it will be a
big problem too, under present conditioms. I
trust you will place my case hefore the Minis-
ter. It should he obvious to him that running
2,000 aeres single-handed I'm not likely to
dabhle in ehaff and its labour problema, with-
out being asked to do so.

The Chief Seeretary: In effect he is really
sayine that the Government should buy all
the hay cut by farmers in that year.

Hon. A. THOMSON: He said he under-
took to cut 50 ncres of hay with the idea of
answering the appeal made by the Govern-
ment. I do not blame the (Government for
making that appeal but it scems to me that
some consideration should be given to those
men who, it might he said, came to the res-
cune, There are men who said they would
eut hay that would give them 15 ewt. to
the aere, but they wanted some gnarantee as
to the price. A most unfortunate position
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has arisem und the Government should see
if it can devise ways and means of giving
some assistance to those people who ineunrred
a loss owing to their desire to assist their
less fortunate fellow farmers as far as pos-
sible. T have here n letter that was written
by Mr. Seward and appeared in the “Weat
Australian” on the 1Tth June, 1941. It reads
as follows:—

Last Septemher, when the State’s prospect
of securing its requirements of hay looked very
remote, the Minister for Lands and Agriculture
(Mr, Wise) appealed to farmers to cut hay
wherever possible, at the same time pointing
out that, cven vicwing the matter from the
finaneial aspect alone, farmers would profit by
so doing; in fact he went so far as to indicate
a price of £4 per ton in the atack for hay. As
a result of this appeal, farmers did cut hay
wherever possible, instead of allowing the erop
to ripen for grain. When hay cutting was in
progress the Agricultural Bank’s representa-
tives went around and secured the bank’s re-
quirements at £6 per ton for chaff delivered at
the siding, which approximated the price for
hay indieated by the Minister. But, quite
naturally, the bank seeured its requirements
from farmers grouped closcly together, thereby
redueing cutting costs,

There were, however, farmera in more iso-
Tated districts, and in later ones, too, whe,
when they were in a position to determine jnat
what amount of hay they had to sell, found
that the bank had ceased buying, and the best
price they could get was £2 per ton in the
stack, and even less than that. In other dis-
tricts, too, where there werc not any cutters
operating, furmers were unable to obtain a
quote for their hay. Very naturally, and quite
justifiably, these farmers felt that they had
been sericusly misled, while in some eases their
ahility to finanee their current season’s opera-
tions wus jeopardised, They therefore sub-
mitted a elaim for compeneation to the Gov.
ernment  for the difference hetween the
heat price they could obtain for their excess
hay, that is hay cut over and above their nor-
mal regquirements, and £3 10s. per ton in the
stack.

What is the Government’s reply to this
claim?  That provided the hay is stacked,
thatched or otherwise protected against the
weather, insured, fenced off, and not the sub-
ject of any wmortgage or encumbrance, it will
advance the owner up to 258. per ton for fair
average nuality hay, such advance to he re-
paid when the hay is sold eor the stack is
broken, the advance to be free of interest the
firrt year and to carry an undetermined rate
of interest if the hay is earried over to the
second year.

The condition ‘‘to be free of any mortgage
or other encumhrance’’ will, of course, render
almort every farmer who might otherwise he
eligible for the advance ineligible. But apart
altogether from that, of what use is it to offer
to lend 2 man up to 25s. per ton when he has
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lost money by responding to an appeal madae
by the Government¥ We are entitled to believe
that when a responsible Minister speaks, as did
the Minister for Agriculture last September,
he has full knowledge of the facts before him,
but if subsequent events which he could not
foresee prove him wrong, then the Government,
and not the farmers, should suffer any financial
Joss that is made.

I know, of course, that some farmers refused

the price offered by the Agrienltural Bank,
and, being unable since to obtain a better
price, they congider the Government should now
give them the price they refused, but I have
1o sympathy for such men. But the others
who, as previously stated, answered a national
call and so refused a known price for their
crop if stripped for grain, these have, I con-
sider, a just claim for compensation against
the Government, and I appeal to the Minister
to reconsider his decisign to loan money only
{0 such farmers as can comply with his very
restrictive conditions.
I do nol propese to go over all the ground
covered by the file which Mr. Seward has
been kind enough to lend me. Mr. Wood
has stated the case from the farmer’s point
of view and the two letters I have read in-
dicate the serious loss that has been borne
by farmers who, in an honest endeavour
to assist the Government and their fellow
farmers, ent hay whieh under normal con-
ditions they would not have done. Mr.
Wood, in moving the motion, asked the
Government to see whether it was not pos-
sible to eovolve a fair and practical me-
thod of meeting the position that has arisen.
T do not think that is impossible and I be-
lieve that on duc inquiry it will be found
that there arve men who hive experienced
severe losses. It would not hurt the Govern-
ment to deal wilkh each case on its indi-
vidual merits and I am sure the House
would not take exception to any course of
action the Government pursued in that diree-
tion,

The Chief Secretary: How can a distine-
tion be made between the deserving and the
undeserving ¥

Hon. A. THOMSON: I hold no brief for
those that were offered high prices and re-

<-- fused them, but there are many farmers

who have every justification for feeling
that they have been let down. They were
led to expeet that they would receive a
certain price, which they have not received.
I hope the House will agree to the motion
which, after all, is only a reecommendation
to the Government to inquire into the mat-
ter with a view to nsesrtaining whether
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some way can be found to assist those who
have suifered loss,

On motion by Hon. G. B. Wood, debate
adjourned.

BILL—-WOREKERS’ COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Assembly’s further Message.

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendment made by the Legislative Couneil
to the further amendment made by the
Legislative Assembly to the Legislative
Couneil’s amendment No. 1.

House adjourned at 6.18 pan.

Tegislative Assembly.

Wednesday, 3rd December, 1941.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Ae to Disinfection.

Mrs, CARDELL-OLIVER asked the Min-
ister for Health: 1, What is the practice of
the Depnrtment regarding disinfection of
public buildings; especially State schools?
2, Is he aware that many metropolitan
schools have not heen disinfected for 25
vears, notwithstanding the various epidemics
from which many school children have suf-
fered? 3, Is he aware that in those schools
where limited disinfeetion takes place, the
school provides the disinfeetant from school
funds collected from the children?



