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Mr. HUGHES: I move an amendment-
That in lines 6 and 7 of Subelause 3 the

words' '"nit which the shareholders' balance
sheet is founded'" he struck out.

I have already spoken on this aspect.

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

Clauses 139 to 141-agreed to.

Clause 142-Appointient and remuner-
ationl of auditors:

Ron. 'N. t{EFNA N: The retiring auditor
holds his office subject to challenge at any
annual muctii. (One or more persons may
be nominated by any shareholder to be
eleted to the office of' auditor. Why
should ft(e retiring auditor receive notice
that he will be opposed by so-and-sos

The Minister for Mlines: It is only fair to
give him notice.

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

The Minister for Justice: I do not know.
lion. N. KEENAN: I do not think any-

body else does.
The Minister for Justice: It was taken

from the South Australian Act.
Mr. Hughes: It is a case of protection

of vested interests.
Hon. N. KEENAX: Can the Mlinister

give at reason?
The, Mnister for Justice: No.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot al-

low this cross-examnation. The bon. mem-
her will address the Chair and the Minister
can reply.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I pass to Subelause
7. All that verbiage means that a proprie-
tary company is not obliged to appoint an
aud~itor. I draw the Minister's attention to
Clause 117, which requires a proprietary
company to return the name of its auditor
for the time being.

.Mr. Abbott: If it has one.
Hon. N. KEENAN: The obligation im-

posed by Clause 117 is clear cut. It means
that a proprietary company must employ
an auditor.

The NtinisteT for Justice: It may do so.

liou. N. KEENAN: I move an amend-
meift-

That SUbelause 7 he struck out.

iMr. ABBOTT: The member for Nedlands
has cci tainly forgotten the reason for the
p~rovisioni for proprietary companies. It is
t0 enlde a small niumber of' people-not
mlore than, 2 1 -to conduct their affairs as
a eonilpany. We have many sm all country
eompahhiv't Are they to be put to the ex-
penise of tan auditor, when the majority
of the shareholders say sit auditoi is itn
necessary? Are they to hip putt to the ex-
p)ense of employing- a registered auditor
who may charge a fee of 10 guineans for his
audit? This clause protects those companies
fromt having to meet that cost. To impose
the obligation on them of having to employ
an auditor would be going too far. The
clause should rema in as it is.

progress repoirted.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

MOTION-STARDING 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-
Pages from the Legislative Assembly to be
taken into consideration forthwith; and that
Sta nding flIrdcr No. 62 (limit of time for com-
mencing new business) be suspended during
the same period.
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BILL-MAIN ROADS ACT (FUNDS
APPROPRIATION) (No. 2).

Read a third time arid passed.

BILL-FACTORIES AND SHOPS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading-Defeated.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Ron. F,
H. Gray-West-in reply) [4.361]: 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 non-party
Rouse!

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr. Bax-
ter, in his usual noisy mnanner, again de-
nounced the Government's desire to improve
the lot of the worker in industry and invited
those who follow him to 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
introduced this session. I was somewhat sur-
prised at the remarks he made because I did
not expect such views from him. All who
know . the hon. member as the head of a
big industrial concern know that he is-I
was going to say a 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 policv
of his colleagues in industry.

Hon. L. B. Bolton:- You are wrong; I ane
in favour of what you are hrying to secure,
hut I do not approve of your methods. I
think these matters should be dealt with by
the Arbitration Court.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I will
deal with that later. The arguments about
the Arbitration Court have no force in refer.
once to this Bill.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Is it not the duty of
employers to protect their employees against
pernic ious legislationt

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am en-
deavouring to establish that this is not
pernicious legislation. Those in opposition
to the Bill have again raised the bogey of
interference with Arbitration Court awards

and agreements. If this is not an excuse
designed for the express purpose of defeat-
ig the Hill, then I can only say that it must

arise from a lamentable lack of understand-
ing of the provisions of the Factories and
Shops Act-

Hon. 3. Cornell: What about Clause 7?
The HONORARY MINISTER: -and of

a Bill which seeks to insert what the Gov-
ernment considers n~ecessary 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 to quote one passage at the be-
ginning oF his speech, and another at the
end. Hie first of all said:

The parent Act i.4 a hetch-potch and a genu-
ine attempt should he made to rectify the
auonalieg c:ontaied therein.

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

This is one of the best Acts we have on the
statute hook, but it wvill be gradually whittled
awayv nidess somec care is taken.

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

Hon. C. F. Baxter: I referred there to
the Arbitration Act as being one 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 Act.

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 appeared
unnecessary, as the definition of "factory"
covered the manufacture of paint. He went
on to say:

As to the maixing or spraying of paint, the
proposed words would be wide enough to corer
a1 private- individual who, being a bandy and
versatile person, decided to paint his fence on
a Saturday afternoon. After buying a tie of
paint he maty not like the colour of it and
promptliy buys another tin of, say, a lighter
colour, and mixes the two tLP obtain an exotic
tone more in harmony with and calculated to
tickle his artistic taste. If this amendmnent is
accepted his home would become a factory be-
ecallc he mises pa-int in it.
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Eon. G. W. Miles: Are you reading from
"Mfansard 7"

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

Hon. J. Cornell: They did not appear in
the "W~est Australian.''

The HONORARtY MINISTER: Mr. Bax-
ter then went on to say that if an individual
decided to attach a spray to a vacuum
cleaner or to use a fly-ton spray to spray the
walls of his bathroom with paint, his bath-
room would become a factory subject to
inspection by those authorised under the
Act. Mr. Baxter said that such a position
would be absurd. It 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 nmemorise Mr. Baxter's
speech?1

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 to -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 under the definition.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Pardon mel1 You
are quite wrong.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Dr. His-
101) 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 Act premises where 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 Act and all regula-
Lions 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 hen. mem-
her is quite right in expressing his opinion
and he is quite in order in urging further

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 point of view. The mere defini-
tion of "paint" and the defining of the
place where paint is mixed as a factory
wvill not of itself give workers protection.
The provisions of the Act and the regfu-
lations, however, will give a great measure
of protection. Undoubtedly Dr. Bislop -will
realise that at least the Government is go-
ing a step in the right direction when it
seeks to bring such establishments undei
the Acet. It may not result in complete
protection. It may be that something mort,
will be necessary. I feel sure that the
House will benefit by Dr. Hislop's advice
on further improvements, hut so far the
Government has not had the opportunity
of considering any further ideas.

At present the Bill, in this regard at
any rate, is designed to improve working
conditions in the painting industry from
the point of view of the worker's health
and that being the case, I feet sure it wilt
receive Dr. Hislop's support, although lie
may have ideas which -will further beneft
and protect the worker's health. Speaking
from personal knowledge, I can pay a tri-
bute to the work or Dr. Hislop with regard
to the painters and the effect of the in-
dustr'y upon them, to which matter he
allnded during his second reading speech.
I appreciate the fact that if effect were
given to his recommendations which were
arrived at as a result of the research work
he and others carried out, a greater advance
would be made than is indier-ted in the
provisions of the Bill.

Hon. ff. Seddon: What the# hon. mem-
ber referred tb, concerned tta.. .tmnnding
of the Third Schedule of the Workers
Compensation Act.

The HONORARY NINISTER: I am not
dealing with that phase at the moment;
I am merely drawing attention to the fact
that Dr. Hislop's work has been along right
ines. 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
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times of shops are governed by the Factories
and Shops Act, and the hours at which shops
are opened to the public have not necessarily
any relation to the hours worked by em-
ployees, who may be, and are, employed in
shops although the premises are not open to
the public. There is absolutely no interfer-
ence proposed with the jurisdiction 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 both 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

section of the master butchers.
Hon. W. J. Mann: Did the Honorary

Minister consult the Housewives' Associa-
tion?

The HONORARY MIlNISTER: I 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. Th-
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
M~inister name any city butcher who is a
member of the organisation?

Hon. J. 3. Holmes: At any rate the Bill
does not coincide with the terms of the let-
ter.

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

opening and closing shops, Mr. Graham
wrote:-

It is 'iow sonme 30-odd years that the spread
of hiours for the shops has been between 6 a.m.
and 6 pm. There has been no alteration, no
improvement, improvements have been 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 68 hours
hie has to do something like 72 to 75 hours
per wveek.

Now let us see how this works as between
the city butcher and the suburban butcher.
And don't forget that the surburban butcher
is in the vast majority, both as regards the
amount of business done and the capital in-
vested.

The city butcher employs a manager who is
not bound by the award, or he employs a shop-
mall whoi 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 can go off through the day
because of his shopman or manager-the
suburban buntcher cannot.

The suburban butcher, not being able to
employ a manager or perhaps a shopman, and
as he requires his men tbere when the shop

Opens, lie has to let them go at 4 p.m. and
carry on himself till 6 p.m., hence he is there
from R a-rn- till 6 p.m. This means up at
about 5 am, and home at about 7 p.m. Nice,
is it naot? We are asking for that hour to be
(rut off so that a master butcher can have a
share and get his tea in time to go to the pic-
tures if lie so desires.

The biggest butcher In the city closes at
5 p.m., and quite a number of suburban
butchers close at 5 p.m., but it is not law.

Therefore the trade, by vote and book, has
decided by a 93 per cent, majority in favour
( if 7 a-in. opening and 5 p.m. closing, and
5~ a.m. openinig on Saturdays and 12 noon
closing.

I consider that letter gives a good explain-
tion of what is happening today and puts
up a good ease 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 public.

Dealing with the main issue of the Bill,
namely, that of the supposed interference
with Arbitration Court awards, the minds
of hon. members should be quite clear on
this one vital point. This point is an
absolute essential, and lack of understand-
ing of it may be responsible foar misappre-
hension and misstatement. Except in one
minor particular the principal Act does inot,
and cannot possibly, interfere with or over-
ride the Arbitration Court or awards or
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agreements made by the Arbitration Cou~rt.
Section 163 of the principal Act readi:---

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 excluded by any award now made or here-
after to be made by the Court or by any indus-
trial 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 inteirference with the
Arbitration Court by the Factories and
Shops Act or any of its amendments. Ac-
tually, instead of the Factories and Shop:,
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, tile Arbi-
tiation Court can, when delivering- an
award or agreement, override the provisions
of that Act. This is clear and beyond all
dIoubt. U-ntil Section 163l is altered, tile
position must remain clear and beyond
doubt. Nothing but an express amendment
of Section 163 or express provision in the
amending Bill or any particular clause
thereof c-an create interference with the
Ai-bitration Court by amendments to the
Factories and Shops Act. I want to stress
that point.

Several mnembers, interjected.
The 1'RXSIDFD4T: Order! The Honor-

ary Minister has an extremely difficult task
in replying to the number of speeches that
have been mnade' in opposition to the Bill,
and I would ask hon. members to hear him
in silence.

lon. J1. Cornell : 11e is coveing up hi~s
traeks.

The I 3RESTDENT: I do think that the
Chiairmian of Commnittees ought to show a
u!ondl example to other members. It is highly
fli-'mr(lrly to interject.

The HONYORARY M1INISTER : Thc only
ovi-rriding provisions of that Act wvill b1*
found in Subsection 3 of Section i163. There
lion. member'c w~ilI see that the Factories and
Shops Act is puramnount as far ats overtime
pre;iis-ions with regard to womten and hors
are conererid. In every other wvay, how-
ever. flint Act is sul,.iet to the Arbitration
Court, and any of its provisions may be
varied, altered, modified or excluded bhr
awards or industrial agreements. In this

ic~pcct the Act is unique. It would be ae
to say that no other Act of Parliament can
be varied, altered or modified except by
Parliament itself. That provision sweeps
away practically every argument that has
been used against the Bill

Section 103 gives the Arbitration Court
power to vary, alter or modify the provisions
of the Factories and Shops Act when an
award or industrial agreement is made. I
ask hon. members to keep that fact clearly in
their minds. If they do so they ust
acknlowledge the impossibility of an amend-
inelit of the Factories and Shops Act inter-
tering with the Arbitration Court in the
slightest degree. The Act can only apply
where there exists no award or industrial.
agrement01 Mlade a common rule. As long as
there are workers who are not covered by
awards or industrial agreements the Fac-
tories and Shops Act can be availed ot. if
the gradual progress under the Arbitration
Act finally brings all workers under awards
or industrial agreements, the Act will theii
cease to be effective as far as industrial miat-
Ionr, affecting workers are concerned.

The Bill is intended to apply only to
workers not covered by awards or industrial
agreemnents, excep~t in so far as certain females
and boys, are' concerned ; and], in fact, it can-
not possihly app] 'y to any other workers. It
could not apply to any other workers even if
the Government wished it to have that effiet.
I stress; this important point because of the
wrtong i inpress;ion which speeches ade by
certain memr-s may have, given to the'
House. One objection which is always raised
io0 Bills amending the Factories and Shops
Act is that such amendments encroach upon
the jurisdiction of the Arbitration 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 actually pointed out this position in
their speeches. Section 163 has been referred
to quite frequently, and yet there is con-
stant repetition that the Bill will interfere
with the Arliltration Court.

Why should not workers in shops anj
factories enjoy the privileges accorded to
other workers? 'Mr. Thomson made a good
point about our men fighting in Libya anl
the men engaged in munitions work in the
Old Country; hut 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 factories and shops
who are not covered by awards or agree-
mnents of the Arbitration Court, he debarred
from doing some public service? Why
should they be asked to work longer hours
than do other workers and thus be pre-
vented from taking their part in the war
effort? If the Bill passes, they will be
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: Where are these
workers?

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

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The HONORARY MINISTER: I 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 to receive the bene-
fits which this Bill proposes to give them.
Provision for compulsory holidays is also
made by the Arbitration Court. The holi-
days specified in the Factories and Shops
Act are frequently referred to in awards
and agreements. Overtime rates of time and
a half and double time are provided in in-
numerable cases. Preference of employment
to unionists is a provision which is becoming
more frequently the subject of decisions by
the court. Why not? Preference to union-
iats has become an established fact in in-
duskry. Every employer who understands
ii.; business will not bother 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 union. An
employer unwise enough to take notice of
such workers is out of step with modemn
induskry. The great body of employers
recognise the good that results from organ-
ised labour.

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

The HONORARY MINISTER: Ila
America, 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.

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.

Run. J. Cornell: As many as threei

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr,
B3olton will support me when I say that
the modern employer wvould rather deal with
organised than with unorganised. labour.
Wherever unorganised labour exists, there is
trouble.

Hon. J. Cornell: Would not this measure
override the Arbitration 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 cannot allow
the hion. 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
in 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 itself,
and is justified only because the Act 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.
M1r. Thonm.on mentioned Mills & Ware, and
I think one other employer was also 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 breech of the Act. 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 industries governed by the Act.
It wold be unwise for the House to rely
upon the National Seeurity regulations; it
is our business to look after our own legis-
lation and make necessary amendments to
meet war requirements in industry.

Hon. 4. J. Holmes: You admit that the
Minister has already altered the legislation.

2.135
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The HONORARY MINISTER: It would
have been foolish for the Minister not to do
so. If the House panses the Bill it will con-
firmn the Minister's action. I cannot imagine
the House turning down that particular
amendment, even if it rejects all the others.

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

The HONORARY M1INiSTER: Mr.
Thomson, in dealing with common rules,
said that on many occasions he has had to
submit to a common rule that had been
imposed on his business without his consent.
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 locality to which it is
specifically applicable.

An industrial agreement originally made
between a few parties can bo declared a
common rule 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 commnon rule, receive
notice from the court. If they do not attend
on the bearing, the court may imply con-
sent. Quite liely, Mr. Thomson was too busy
to appear before the court on the occasion
he referred to. If the parties do attend, the
court takes cognisanee of their ease and
the award or common -rule is made after due
Consideration. If, therefore, Mr. Thomson
has been bound by a common rule, then it
was one 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 becomues law, then according
to the 'minister those workers engaged in shops
andi factories who are not protected by an
awanrd of the Arbitration Court will automati-
cally' have their working hours fixed at 4*
pecr we~ek. If that is not overriding the Arbi-
tration court, thlen all I can say is that it is
a matter of opinion.

How on earth can provision for workers
niot covered Iby awards or agreemnents be
ail interference with the Arbitration Court?,
The reverse is understandable. We cannot
affordl to sit hack and do nothing in this
mnatter. Onr duly is to do justice to every
citizen, if that is possiblte. The Bill seeks
to mnake improvements in industry and to
protect people at present unprotected.

1 trust I have made a sufficiently clear
explanation to show that the Bill is not
what most of its opponents contend it is.
It will not in any way affect. the Arbitra-
tion Court. Should any of the workers
whom it is sought 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
as members of Parliament, and 'we should
not rely upon another authority to do our
work for us.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:

Ayes . .. . .. 10
Noes . .. . .. 13

Majority against ..

Hon. 3. Cornell
H-on. J. M. Drew
Ho[n. 0. Fraser
Hon. E. H. Gray
Hon. W. R. Hall

3

Avumo.
Han, 'IV R. Kitson
Hon, A. Thomson
Mon. C. B. Williams
Ron. 0.8a. wood
Hon. E. Ht. H. Hall

I (Teller.)
NOS,

Hon. C. F. Bate Hon. W. S. Mann
Ron, L. E.Boo Ron. G. W. Miles
Han. Sir HaMoeae on. H. V. Please
Hon. V. Hamerstey Hon. H. L. Roce
Hon. .J. G. Hislop Hon. H. Tucker
B-oa. J,.3. Holmes Hon. J. A. Dimmlit
Hon. J. M. Macfarlano (Teller.)

PATS.
AYES. NOES.

Mon. E. M. eenan Hon. Hf. S. W. Parker
Hon. T. Moore I non. F. H. Welsh

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

BflLS (3-FIRST READINGU.
1, Stamp Act Amendment.
2, Death Ditties (Taxing) Act Amuend-

ment.
3, Administration Act Amendment (No.

2).
Received from the Assembly.

MOTION-HAY CROP.
Ats to Belief to Farmers.

Debate resumed from the 19th November
on the following motion by Hon. 0. B.
Wood (East) -

That this Hrouse-having considered the posi-
tion of farmers who, in 1940, cut hay when It
was anticipated. there would be. a 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 only inadequate but unfair and imnprac-
ticable, and calls upon the Government to
evolve sonic fair and practicable method of re-
lief without delay.

THE CHiEF SECRETARY (Ron. W.
H. Ritson-West) [5.82]: This is a motion
moved by Mr. Wood expressing dissatisfac-
tion at what has been dlone by the Govern-
nment, and asking for assistance to be rend-
ered to certain farmers, who, it is claimed,
cut more hay than usual last year, to some
extent, on account of drought conditions
and principally because of the representa-
tions made to them by the Government and
other people. I find it rather herd to deal
satisfactorily with the motion. MAembers
wilt have noticed that Mr. Wood is asking
this House to say that it is of opinion that
the proposals of the Government for the
relief and assistance to be granted to the
farmers are inadequate and impracticable,
and lie calls upon the Government to evolve
a fairer and morec practicable method of
relief without delay.

The first point I desire to make is this:
Akny action the Government has taken has
been with the idea oO giving relief to those
farmers in need of it. Any relief given or-
offered by the Government has not been
tendered in the form of compensation. The
only alternative I can see to the method
adopted by the Government is that the
farmners. should be given compensation. It
is doubtful whether any Government could
agree to compensate farmers, because of
the circumstances which existed last year.
It is admitted by all concerned that con-
ditions existed then which umade it desir-
able, in the interests of everyone associated
with the primary industries of this State,
that something should be done to ensure
more hay being cut than appeared likely to
lie available. Because of that, the Minister
for Agriculture, speaking on behalf 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 conditions,
the circumstances were, in a short time,
entirely changed. Because of that, and be-
cause some of the farmers have not been

able to dispose of the hay they cut, Mir.
Wood now says, "Well, the position is such
that the Government should find some me-
thod to compensate them for what they
believe to lie a loss." That is stating the
position very fairly.

I will now give the House some infor-
muation, The average quanttity of hay cut
in this State is about 400,000 tons a year.
In 1938-39 the quantity cut was 437,000
tons; in 1039-40 it was 399,000 tons, and,
generally speaking, it can be said that the
average is shout 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 normally cut their crops
for hay, if they cut crops which would real-
ise 10 owl, 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
Raid on this subject, and notwithstanding the
statements made about what was done in
certain districts--I refer to those made by
farmers generally, and particularly one re-
mark made by Mr. Wood respecting what
was done in the district usually looked upon
as being- the main hay-cutting centre of this
State--the fact remains that the total quan-
tity of hay cut for the year 1940-41 was only
318,000 tons,

It has to be admitted that a number of
tanners who do not usually cut their crops
for hay did so on this occasion; it has to
hie admitted that a number of farmers out
considerable 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 district I refer to as
the main hay crop district of the State, No.
2 statistical district, which includes Northam
and York, cut only 175,160 tons in 1940A41
as compared with 1.92,207 in the preceding
year. This seems to he a rather remarkable
state of affairs.

When we look for a reason for the lower
cutting in 1940-41 as compared with .1039-
40, it is very difficult 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 price by the
Government. While it is a fact that some
farmers who do not iiormally cut their crops
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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 doi so
because they were not guaranteed a higher
price by the Government.

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
know whether they balance or not.

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member is not worrying about those people.
It -would be bard to draw a distinction be-
tween the farmers who are in the position
claimed by the bon. member and the fannere
who were able to and did dispose of tbeir
hay.

Hon. G. B. Wood: We admit that, too.
Hon. J. Mi. Macfarlane-2 You had importa-

tions, did you not?
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot

say; to my knowledge there were none. In
support of the motion, Mr. Wood read one
or two letters. In those eases there seemingly
oxisted a set of circumstances 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 he guaranteed for hay or
chaff. One letter quoted by him was from
Mr. H. L. Kelsall who, I understand, is a
farmer in the Moora district. His main
complaint is that he did not have an oppor-
tunity to sell the hay hie had cut, and be-
cause he did not hare that opportunity,
he thinks he should receive some compen-
sation in accordance with the quantity cut.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: That was a very
genuine case. Mr. Kelsall cut only in the
interests of the State. I know the case
well.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am nut
snggestin- that his is not a genuine ease,
but T do suggest that it is not a ease for
compensation. The position is that the
Agricultural Bank desired to purchase a
large quantity of hay and, through it-,
branch officers, endenvoured to buy its ye-
quirernents at it 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 price. Eventually the chair-
man of the Agricultural Bank went into

the field himself with a view to ascertain-
iag whether he could he 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 lie was forced to buy chaff at a
price that represented £.5 per ton in the
stack at Grass Valley.

The officers of! the bank were operating
throughout the district, and it seems rather
strange that a farmer in the 'Moors dis-
trict can noDw claim that be 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 district. Surely no-
body would claim that Moors is not in the
Midland district or that a prominent farmer
did not know what was being done reg-ard-
ing the purchase of hay and chaff. It is a
remarkable state of affairs, and I Cannot
imagine that any farmer, whether in a
large or a small wray, 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 committed an error of judgment.
Probably he did not want to sell at the
time, believing, as many others believedl,
that the price of chaff would go sky high,
and that lie would he able to (10 a long
way hotter than by selling at the price
being offered in the district.

lion. G. B. Wood: You have no grounds
for inn king that statement. You are onl3
sunnising that. I know that Mr. Kelsahl
did not have an opportunity to sell his haly.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
knowr how the hon. member can justify&
statemeint of that sort. Members in not

war associated wvith the farming indusitry
re well uware- of thegra pulct

through the Press given to the bay question
at the time. I would say that any farmer,
particularly in a district like Moora, and
especially a farmner who was cutting for
hay a larger acreage of his crop than
usual, would at least he sufficiently in-
ferested to make some inquiries as to the

position at the timec and the probable posi-
tion inl f~itare. Surely the G4overnment is
not to be blamed because this man did not
makem these inquiries or beca-use lie had no
knowledge of the Press publicity given to
the matter!1 Are we to accept a state of
affairs in which it would he necessary for
the Government, the Agricultural Bank or
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some offier of the (loverunt to notify
every farmer that the Govzmnnineut was in
the market for a certain quantity of hay!
That would be ani entirely false position to
adopt. It this farmer had no knowledge
at all of the position, that was just his
bad luck.

Surely it is not right that a farmer
in his position should comec to the Gov-
emninent at this stage and say, ''That is
how I ami situatea. What I did was done
from patriotic 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 thc price offered,
and in the very district represented by Mr.
XWood, the qluota was $,000 tons. It was
in that district where the farmers held a
meceting- and decided that they would not
sell at the price offered.

Hon. G. B. Wood: Which district was
that?7

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Cunderdin
and Meckering.

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

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

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

The CHIEF SECRETARY: And they
wouild not sell their bay at the price offered.
They were under the impression that the
price of chaff would go to £8 or E10 per
ton. Of course, the Agricultural Bank, not
being able to buy there at the price offered,
went elsewhere and bought wherever it could,
either at that price or at a 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 occasion
and been left with large qluoitities for which
he has no personal use, and for which at
present be can find no sale. It is suggested
that. in many such eases, had the farmers
cut their crops for grain, the price they
would have received for their wheat would
have shown a considerably 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.

Ron. A. Thomson: It unfortunately is the

The CRIEF SECRETARY: So far as
these farmers are concerned-more particu-
ladly 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 cut.

Hon. G. B. Wood: Mr. Bolton has told
you why Mr. Kelsall did it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
question the motives of any farmers who
eut hay, hut I question the action of those
people who dia so without making some in-
quiry as to what the position was going to
be when they had cut 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 M'vr. W. J1. Tenkle, of Isseka.
That particular district is far removed from
the district whet-c the hay would be required.
The gentleman in question cut 500 tons of
hay. It would appear that heocut 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 hnow how members would des-
cribe action of that kind hut I would say
it was a most unbusinesslike thing to do. I
do not question Mr. Teakie's motive, but
whatever it may have been one would have
thought that in his own interests he would
first of all have inquired concerning the
possibility of disposing of such a large quan-
tity of hay, particularly in view of the dis-
trict in which be is situated, Now I come
to the farmers who cut more hay that year
than they normally cut. They have been
mentioned by Mr. Wood as heing in the
same category. 'His suggestion is that there
should be some compensation for those farm-
ers because of the fanet that they hiad 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 would
probably do better still. There should be no
great complaint insofar as those particular
farmers are concerned.

Ron. G. B. Wood: I did not mention them.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: Another

argument in support of the ease put for-
ward, and used by Mr. Wood was, it seems,
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that the merchants in Perth had exercised
a certain amount of pressure. I amn advised
that the merchants did not use any pressure
concerning the Government's attitude in con-
nection with the purchase of cheff, nor with
respect to the price 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 has done is fair or not.
The Minister for Agriculture was notified
that a number of farmers, who had cut
more hay than they could either dispose of
or required for their own use, were in diffi-
culties. He was asked to do something to
relieve the situation. Eventually it was
agreed by the Minister that an advance of
25s. per ton should be made on all 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 hare been put to in
cutting and getting his bay into stack.
I do not know whether any members
of this House would be in a better
position than would be officers of the
Agricultural Bank or the Agricultural
Department to advise with regard to the
amount of money that a farmer would be
out of pocket as a result of having cut hay
instead of having stripped his crop for
grain. I want it to be definitely understood
that the advance was made to farmers to
tide them over a difficult period. It 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 advance it. Now we have to
consider why the Government should fix
the conditions that were laid down. Conm-
plaints have been made that if any farmer
who accepted relief under those conditions
broke his stack of hay he would he called
upon immediately to repay the whole of
the amount advanced. That complaint was
voiced by -Mr. Wood and those who sup-
ported him in the House, and those mem-
bers said such a condition was most un-
fair. They may still say so.

It is my duty to put before the House
the reasons why it was necessary to lay
down these particular conditions. First
of all I have to advise the House that no
Government can advance money in the

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 he
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 his hay when such conditions are
hanging over him?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I did not
catch 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 since 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-
s4tances, particularly where at farmer has
a larger stack of hay than be 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 Ag-ricul-
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
kinow 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 purpose, will
anyone imagine that the Agricultural
flank-if it followed business methods such
as we would expect it to do-would agree
to any farmer disposing of his hay or
portion of his stack and thus be prepared
to see its security gradually disappear, or
suddenly disappear overnight? Would it
be reasonable for thu' Agricultural Bank to
permit that? I ain sure business members
of this House would be on the side of the
hank in eases of that kind. It is some-
what difficult to deal with this motion. Mr.
Wood has not even suggested what he
thinks should be done.

Hon. 0. B. Wood: I am not a Govern-
mient adviser; only a critic.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He -wants
the Government to find some alternative to
the method that has been adopted, and the
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Government says to Mr. Wood0 0 , "After
giving due consideration to all the circunm-
stances, and in view of all the informa-
tion that has been supplied to us, this is
what we are prepared to do.' I suggest
to the House that there is no alternative
to the method that has been adopted. True,
it may be said that the amount offered is
'tot half enough. To allow some farmers
to cover their out-of-pocket expenses, or
the amount of money they are out-of-
pocket as the result of cutting their crop
for hay rather than stripping it for wheat
is one thingy but it is entirely different to
suggest some other method as statea by
"Mr. Wood.

Even if some larger amount was sug-
gested as being fairer than the present
amount, does it not occur to members, hav-
ing regard to the necessity for adopting
business practices, 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, hut I 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 occasion 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 receive considera-
tion. I am not doubting the truth of the
remark made by the hon. member, hut it
seems 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 he to communicate with
the Agricultural Bank. I am not in a po 4i
timi to advise whether anyone has done this,
hut can 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
said all it is possible for me to say on the
subject. It will, however, be understood
from my remarks that I cannot agree to the
mnotion moved by Mr. Wood.

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[5.591: I agree with the Chief Secretary that

the Government is confronted with a difficult
problem, and I also appreciate Mr. Wood's
ditliculty in suggesting a remedy for the
slate 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
seriouis trouble. So anxious about the posi-
tion were members that we divided portions
of the agricultural areas into three sections,
and toured the districts with the idea of

ariigat some solution of the trouble.
Everywhere we went the consensus of
opinion was that there would definitely be a
,dhortage of hany. I think that the Govern-
ment was quite sincere in its desire to pre-
pare for the serious position with which the
State at thmat time appeared to be faced.
While recognising that the Government did,
or end(eavoured to do, its part in meeting
the situation, I desire to place before the
Government and this House the position of
quite a number of men who, in an effort to
assist, cut hay which, in normal conditions,
they would not have cut.

One particular case I have in mind con-
cerns a man at Boi den who had a crop from
which lie 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-
mients because he had a shortage. The
farmor to whom I am referring would not
normally have cut for hay since it would
have paid him better not to do so, but 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 crops he had ever grown.
The disappointment both of the man at Bor.
den and of his neighbour can he imagined
,when the Agricultural Bank informed the
latter that although a tentative agreement
had been approved for the hay to be cut by
the Borden farmer for his neighbour, there
was ample chaff in the Pingelly area and he
would have to take a supply from there at a
higher price. That involved the Borden
farmer in considerable loss because he would
not have cut for hay except to assist his
neighbour. Normally he never cuts for hay
and did so on that occasion only to oblige
a felow farmer. The price agreed upon was
about £3 10s. per ton.
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Hon. W. J. Mann: His neighbour let him
down.

Ron. A. THOMSON: -No, lie wvas still
willing to take it hut the Agricultural Bank
insis.ted on the echaff which he( required comn-
ing fromt a stack that the bank had pur-
chased at Piugelly. That has happened on
many occasions under the Agricultural Bank
and Athe, Industries Assistance Board. 1
have here a Hile lent to me by Mr. H. S.
Seward, MN.L.A., which contains some inter-
esting letters. I do not propose to read all
of them hut there is one here that will prove
the truth of statements I have made regard-
ing my friend at Borden and the effect of
what has happened on the farmers in the
Wandering area. The letter, dated the 22nd
MNay, 1941, reads-

I have received aL letter from the Minister
for Lands offering to lend me 25s. per ton on
the hay I eat on the advice of the Hon, Minis-
ter. This offer, to me, is absurd; what I want
and claimi as my just due is the difference be-
tween what I actually receive for my chaff when
sold and the Minister's price of £3 10s. in
the stack. In. all my 20 years on the N*oom-
Wling Estate I have never sold chaff even 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-
say 80 tons-which would (some 2 acres left
actually did) strip seven bags per acre.

It has cost me £12 for cutting; £28 for
stacking; stooking and thatching £6; bags
£55; total £98, and I have not received a
penny, anid all risk of price and water damage
is mine. I ask the equivalent of £3 10a. in
the stark andt as I amt solely a tractor farmner
the lion. Minister must agree that my ea-se is
a just one. It is my intention to sell hay as
Foon as the rains come and allow me to finish
seeding. Getting someone to cut it wilt be a
big problem too, under present conditions. I
trust you wvil place liy case before the Minis-
ter. It should lie obvious to him that running
2,000 acres single-handed I'm not likely to
dabble in chaff and its labour problems, with-
out being naked to do so.

'The Chief Secretary: In effect he is really
say ing that the Government should buy all
the hay cut by farmers in that year.

Hlon. A. THOM-1SON: He said he under-
took to cut 50 acres of hay with the idea. of
answering the appeal made by the (Govern-
ment. I do not blame the (lovernmnent for
making- that appeal but it sems to imie thait
some consideration should be given to those
men who, it might he said, came tu the res-
cup. There are memi who said they would
cut hay that would give then' 15 cwt. to
the acre, but they wanted someit garantee as
to the price. A most unfortunate position

hias arisen and the Government should see
if it can devise ways and means of giving
somec assistance to those people who incurred
a loss owing to their desire to assist their
less fortunate fellow farmers as far as pos-
sible. I have here a letter that was written
by 'Mr. Seward and appeared in the "WeAt
Australian" on the 17th June: 1941. It reads
as follows:-

Last September, when the State's prospect
of securig its requirements of hay looked very
remiote, the Minister for Lands mid Agriculture
(Mr. Wise) appealed to farmers to cut hay
wherever possible, at the same t.imte pointing
out that, even viewing the matter from the
financial aspect alone, farmers would profit by
so doing; ia fact lie went so far as to indicate
a price of £4 per ton in the stack for hay. As
;) result of this appeal, farmers did cut hay
wherever possible, instead of allowing the crop
to ripen for grain. When hay cutting was in
progress the Agricultural Bank's represeata.
tires went around and secured the bank's re-
quirements at £0 per ton for chaff delivered at
the siding, which approximated the price for
hay indica ted by the Minster. But, quite
naturally, the bank secured its requirements
fromt farnmers grouped closely together, thereby
reducinig cutting costs.

There were, however, farmers in more iso-
latedl districts, and in later ones, too, who,
when they were in a position to determine just
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 di-
tricts, too, where there were not any cutters
operniring, farnvers were unable to obtain a
quote for their hay. Very naturally, mid quite
justifiably, these farmers felt that they had
beVL seriously misled, while in some cases their
ability to finaince their current season's opera-
tions was jeopurdised. They therefore sub-
nitte,1 a claim for compensation to the 0ev.
eruiment for the difference between the
b~est lirie they could obtain for their excess
liay, that is hay eat over 'and above their no~r-
iaid requirements, 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 time sub-
ject of ally mortgage or encumbrance, it will
advance the owner up to 25s. per ton for fair
average quality hay, such advance to be re-
paid Nwe; the hay is sold or the stack is
broken, the advance to be free of interest the
firs-t year and to carry an undetermined rate
af iate]reqt if thel aqy* is carried over to the
seconid year.

The condition "to ha free of any mortgage
cr other encumbrance'' will, of course, render
nioR~t everyv farmer who oight otherwise be

eligible for the advance ineligible. Bot apart
altogether from that, of what use is it to offer
to lendl a man up to 25s, per tont when be has
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lost money by responding to an appeal made
by the Government? We are entitled to believe
that when a responsible Minister speaks, as did
thle 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 thle farmers, should suffer any financial
loss that is made.

I know, of course, that some farmers refused
the price offered by the Agricultural Bank,
and, being unable since to obtain a better
price, they consider the Government should now
give them the price they refused, but I hate
mo 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 decision to loan money only
to such farmers as can comply with his very
restrictive conditions.

I do not propose to go over all the pround
covered by the file which Mr. Seward has
beern kind enough to lend me. Mr. Wood
has stated the ease 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, cut hay which 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 evolve a fair and practical me-
thod of meeting- the position that has arisen.
I do not think that is impossible and I be-
lieve that on due inquiry it will be f ound
that there are men wvho have experienced
severe losses. It would not hurt the Govern-
ment to deal wvilth 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 direc-
tion.

The Chief Secretary: How can a distinc-
tion be made between tile deserving and the
undeserving?

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

- f used tbem, but there are many farmers
who have every justification for feeling
that they hove been let down. They were
led to expect 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 recommendation
to the Government to inquire into the mat-
ter- with a view to asc-rtaining whether

some way can be found to assist those who
have suffered loss.

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

BILL-WORKERS' 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 Council
to the further amendment made by the
Legislative Assembly to the Legislative
Couned's amendment No. 1.

House adjourned at 6.18 p.m.

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

QUESTION-PUBLIC BUIhLINGS.
As to Disinfection.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER asked the 'Min-
ister for Health: 1, What is the practice of
the Department regarding disinfection of
public buildings: especially State schools?
2, Is he aware that many metropolitan
schools hae not been disinfected for 2.5
years, notwithstanding the various epidemics
from which many school children have suf-
fered?1 3, Is he aware that in those schools
where limited disinfection takes place, the
school provides the disinfectant from school
funds collected From the children?


