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commodity. The section of the Bill relat-
ing to false advertisements deals with re'sl
and personal property, including shares
and bonds. It is especially designed to
curb the activities of go-getters dealing in
land, bonds and shares. Over the last ten
years certain lad-selling companies have
practised a considerable measure of delb-
erate misrepresentation in offering land for
sale to the public. False, picturesquely
worded advert isemnents have also been used
to impress upon01 the W~estern Australian
public the desirableness of purchasing
bonds of highly doubtful value. Since the
commencement of the present mining boomi,
uniscruipulous promoters have seized the
opportunity to foist on the public worthless
shares fin boosted wildcat shows. The pass-
ing of the Bill will not only prevent these
abuses but will protect the producers of
miost primary commodities, and will fur-
tterniore he conducive to the establish-
nient of more equitable trading conditions
between all persons engaged in the manu-
facture and sale of goods. I inve-

That the Bill be non' read a second time.

Ott motion by Ron. AV. J. 'Mann, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon- W. H1.
]Citson-West) [6.131: [. move-

Thot the House att its rising adjournp until
Tuesday, 10tiL November.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6.12 pi1n.

legislative Iiezemblp.
Tuesday, 3rd November, 1936.

Qintiong : Margarine consumption, elecot on Poale ot
butter..........................

AgriculturaL Balium Act Anucatiment Bil1 .
Asonlt to B%116....................... ...
Motion . w~ant or Confidence in the Goveritnut..
Bill1: Rteciprocal Enforeent of !Uaitennnece Orders

Act, rettirned .. ..

1500
1500

160D

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read pralyers.

QUESTION-MARGARINE
CONSUMPTION.

Effect on Sale of Butter.

Mr. BROOR]MAN. asked the 'Minister for
IAglneltiire : 1, How much margarine was

uised in Western Australia during the year
endled the 30th June, 1936? 2, Hits hie any
information ats to whether the use of this
mairgarinie is adversely affecting thle sale of
butter? 3, If so, has any estimate been niade
of the extent of such adverse effect9 4. Tr.
the answer to question 2 is in the affirmiativv,
will the department take steps to prevent the
sale of margarine in competition with but-
ter?9

The MINTSTER FOR AGITCULTURE
replied: 1, 13,055 boxes of 56 Iha. eachi.

Mst of this was used for c-ooking purpos
and could not hie confused with butter. 2,
.3, and 4, The department has taken step-, in
accordance with powers contained in thle
Dairy Industry Act and Dairy Products
MAarketiing Act, but as it is conlsidered that
existing powers are not sufficient, it is in-
tended to am1end the Acts referred to and
make provision that willi ensure that the
consuiming public w-ill know whent margarine
is offered to them either in shops or en thle
table.

QUESTION-AGRIOULTURAL BANK
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. SAMPSON askead the Minister for
Lands: In viewv of the Speaker's ruiling re-
ga1rding the constitutional difficulty in re-
sjpect to the provisions of the Bill to amend
the Agriculturat Bank Act, 1934, as intro-
duced by the bon. member for Greenough,
will he, as 'Minister for Lands, give consider-
ation to the bringing, down of a similar
measure ?
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The MINISTER FOR LA-NDS replied:
No. Such a measure would bring about the
utter ruin and bankruptcy of the institu-
tion, anti result in great injnry to the agri-
cultural industrv.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Mar-sage frott tile Lieutenant-Governor re-
ceived and read notifying- assent to the fol-
lowing Bills:-

], Fremiantle Literary 1 n-ritute Mortgrage.
2, Land Act Amieudinent.
3, Wool (Dealt Allowance Prohibition).
4, Cite-Big- Bell Railway.

MOTION-WART OF GONFIDENCE
IN THE GOVERNMENT.

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [4.341: 1
mlove-

That tile Government no longer has tike con-
fidence of tile liotlie for the following tea-
s8fl:-

(a) Its attitude to the, iistress and poverty
existing-

(1) among fa rmuers in time agricultural
areas;

(2) amiong the porodrutirs of butter-fat in.
thle Sautil-Westi

( 3k and among thiose 3,961, workers em-
ployed by the Government at less
thant the basic- wage.

(b) 'Notivitilslandiug the need for funds to
alleviate suchi distress and poverty its
persistence inl thle followving entirely
unwarranted expeniture-

(1) (if time stmm of £84,000 for thle substi-
tutitn of trolleY buses for t rais
OIL t lit Clar-imiont route;

(2) andi oithr sums elsewhere sucht as onl
reraiiatimi work onl tie Swan River.

Since tile Bill that was 'qilnnitted to this
f ouse tile other evening- was ruled out of
order, a great deal of tonsternatiotn has been.
Jell ill tile (-otlitrv distrieta and elsewhere
and it has lbeen fouwrthne-ssry to do -;ome-
thing towards forcing- front thle Government
:at least a declaration of policy in r ,speet of
the future Welfare of those eng' agel inl the
agrienltural industry St is timev that a
nail was made uponl tile Goverinment to de-
i-lre their policy. No Goveiiiiutnt i-all exist
very long without a policy, and' partienlarly
ill such trying timles a., we art- elierieneing
iti-d.la. There never was at ltne when a pOolity
%Vas, mute needed titan to-lday. No matter
what industr v one considers, outside thle gZold
Mining areas, the 1)(Ismilit are lookinz to tin-

Government for a lead. The future of
people engged iln the pastoral and agri-

ctultural industries and those employed in
itart-tire work is extremely black, arid it is
tor that reason that we have foundl it nt-n.-_

smtiv to take tlie actin we aire taking' this
a Iternoon. It is true that a (hirernrinenlt
11in igt .,o to thle von'ntrv with] a policy and14
liiid it nec-easarv to amuenid that poulitcy a t-r
reaching the Treasury benches lInca-t- or
thle filuancial position or tot- Othe- rea1,1son
Against such It prot-edure I hare ilo ohjet-

tion provided it is in the best inItrets (it
those engaged] iii our itidustrio's who are
looking to us,, for employmnent and sustenl-

ac.Looking back over the le-glation
which has beetn introduced b hIle Govern-
ment or of whichi notice has bee-n given, it
Would appear that the only policy' of the
Government is that dictated by thme Trades
Hlail, a policy relating purely to industrial
mnatters. Otside or o'ne Bill introduced hy
the M1inister for Lands, nothing has been
submtitted to alleviate the distress experi-
-nited hr those iii the rural inditstries. Iii
ortder to cover up their hick of policy, the
Government hare clothed themselves With]
hoards. For tire last four years that has been
time policy of tire Government. The mi-organi-
sation of the Agr-ieultnral Bank is otte of their
adintistrative Acts, which took away reslponl-
sibility from the Government. T pr-opose to
deal extensively with that later oil. ft -ur
pa-ty iii a responsible position desires to
shirk responsibility there is no better xvav
of doing- it tharn hy the appoinltme4nt of
hoards nut responsible to anyone -tnt re-
sjionsible to this 1oulse ntot alParentx- to thle
Gove-rnent. Two pieces of legislation
passed last year-the Agricultural Bank Act
andl the Rural Relief Fund Act-han- br-en
placed in the charge of boards andi api-
parenitly this- side of the House;( can do
nothing to hare necessary alterations made
to enable those in the industry to swe a little
daylight. By tile- appointment of boards
the Government feel relieved of the necesi-
sity of policies, hut that is a hopeless siort
of' existence for anly (lovernment.
The1 Minister for Lands and the M1inister for
Agnricultur- reently inttroduet their Esti
mates, but there has not been one -word of
polic 'y wxilhI rt-ianl to tire agricultural indo-
t- v. Certainly hoth gentlenren gave' a
complete ri-view of thle industry as, we finld it
to-clay, hat not a wordl of hopIe or etieourdw-
utmilt wa, -Vivoln Iot a ;vomd to shtow what is;
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going to be done for the industry. May I
ask Ministers what they would feel like if
they bad been engaged in a rural industry,
struggling for years and still without any
hrinee of seeing daylight-? Is it the inten-

tion to let the people on the land walk off
,and kill the industry altogether? Have not
the Government a policy? It is true the
M1inister for Lands introduced a Bill to
live certain relief to the pnstoralists. Legis-
lation was not necessary since the Mlinister
already had the power to do what was pro-
posed in the Bill. Every time the Auditor
General's report appears we find sums
,written off with the consent of the Execu-
tive Council. The Bill gives some re-
lief to pastoralists, but none whatever to
the agricultural industry, which, together
with the paOstoral inidustry, is most im-
portant. Evidently-and I have mentioned
this before-it is the Glovernment's intention
that the Agricultural Bank Commissioners

sall framne the agricultural policy for this
State. I have pointed ont that that is im-
possible. They govern only the affairs of
their clients. There are people beside Aa-i-
cultural Bank clients who are also affected;
people not even on the Associated Banks arc
affected. The agricultural policy of the
State must be a general one for all con-
cerned in the industry. It is wrong
that a banking institution should define the
agricultural policy of this State!1
Surely that is the Government's
function! Yet fltre seems no sense
of responsibility in this connection.
I listened attentively to the introduction
of the Estimates but heard not one
,word of policy with regard to agrii-
culture. I admit that the Treasurer
may have left it to the Ministers to
state what it was proposed to do -when the
departmental Estimates were being eon-
sidered, hut a careful analysis of those Esti-
mates reveals no provision for the needs of
the industries I have mentioned. The Pre-
inier, in speaking on the Loan Estimates,
mentioned that if anticipated help from the
Federal nuthorities (lid not come to hand
there would have to be a curtailment of ex-
penditure in certain directions, but that does
not help the farmer. It does not relieve him
to-day; it does not fill his stomach, or pay
his rent, or provide him with food and water
for his stock and seed wheat for the future.
We should have a clearly-defined policy from
the Government and we should have -it at
once. There is one way in which effect could

be given to Labour policy and that is to
force the Agricultural Bank to carry out a
system of State farming. During the last
two years that system, I suggest, has
been in operation. It is the -wors t
turLli of farming and the worst form
of slavery of which I know, inas-
inoeh as there has heen veiy little assist-
ance given to these State farmners. They
have received no wages but only scraps,
distributed like largesse from the benevolent
fends of the Agricultural Bank. That, and
contr ibutions made by fellow-farmers, is all
that those who have suffered from drought
conditions last year and this year have
existed on. It is all very well for the Min-
ister for Lands to get up repeatedly in -this
House and tell its of all the advances which
have been made by the Government in order
to keep these men on the land. All the Gov-
ernment have done is to write off certain
Suims Of money which were uncollee table,
not through any fault of the farmers but
because they have suffered bad seasons and
low prices, and their industry is in such a
state I-hat they cannot meet their payments.
There have been no new money advances.
I propose to quote from the report of the
Auditor General to bear out what I say. On
page 13, under the heading "Development
of Agriculture Lean Votes" appears the fol-
lowing:

Three Loan Votes for "Development of
Agriculture'' appeared on the Loan Fund Esti-
mates for the year 1035-36. No portion of
the Vote of £10,000 for the Agricultural Bank
was spent, but Vote 43 (Lands Departmient)
and Vote 44 (Department of Agriculture) were
charged With £97,356 4s. 5d. and £1,951 14.
4d. respectively, a total of £99,307 18s, 9d.

Let us see how that money was spent. The
detailed departmental elassificat ion gives the
following partienlars:

(a) Special settlements--
Albany
Nornalup
Nannup

£, s. d.
4,049 13 G

12,958 I8 10
6,100 5 10

£23,108 18 2

Bunbury .. . . 4,165 0 11
Busselton . . 19),650 6 4
Denmark .. -- .. 8,885 19 3
Manjimup,.. . 14,306 1 10
Northeliff c . 17,692 18 10

£64,700 7 2

That money was expended to provide relief
work, not for the benefit of people engaged
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inl faxrmjni~ o ieration: in the South-West.
The-re are clarges ag-ainst the fund for clear-
in:' at Woloroloo Sanatorium £3,592 131.,
aid at Whitliy Fall,, Asylum £112 1s. 2d.;
Harvey ('omIlionagv NO) '5s. 5d., tlns indius-
try 1:112 21.. 1i., Sabina Vale pedigree stock
X8116 15s. UI., resumption of road (Coorow,
wefJ U125 9is. 9id., Appeal Board expens;es
£941) 16-. 1d.- -I pre~umce that relates to
the Appeal Board for susleinvte workers;
contract surreys £1,575 14s. 9d., -wages sur-
rev rebated to the revenue fund £2,050;
inspection epneclearing works £245
5s. 7d.; saindric- , £1 8s, 4d.; College of Agri-
culture, Muresk, £151 _3.8.';water for set-
tlers, £120 Is. 9id.; dairy supervisors, £1,227
8s. :id.; Waterloo grading, £9 17s. 10d.; and
irrigation surveys, Collie, 4£442 12s, l0d. That
is how that money was spent. Thus no new
money at all was found. The Government,
it is true. readvaneed to agriculturists money
collected from them by way of interest and
repaymnents, of principial. To me it is sur-
prising that the farmners in miany districts
were able to obtain mnoney, It could not
have been obtained in the north-east part
of the wheathelt. The Auditor-General's re-
port shows thiat 50 per cent. of the total
interest awing -was collected last year. Hay-
ing due regard to the conditions of th3
farmers engaged in the industry that -%ai
anl extraordinarily high percentage to col-
lect. That money was readranced, but under
Section 51 of the Agricultural Bank Act, by
which, a, most inembers know, all the pro-
ceeds went to the Bank. If the Bank had
made in advance for any purpose, the pro-
eced-i automatically wenlL to the Bank. There-
fore the least that could be expected was
that something should be handed back to the
farnmers to enable them to carry on. That
is the position in the State to-day; it was
[be position of the affairs last year. The
£10,000, of which this House approved for
additionial capital, ivas not expended last
rear. Yet we know the amount of distregs
rampant in the wheatbelt, particularly iii
the north-eastern part; we are aware of the
condition of the people engaged in dairying
iii the Smith-West. To such a policy there
can lie oil]-' % one end, and that is to put all
the farmiers off the land. It is not solely
a matter atf forcing off the land those whose
financial position will not permit of their
remaining; we have to consider the conlse-
quent depreciation of surrounding proper-
ties which eventually must reflect on every
person in the State whether residing in the

city or elsewhere. We have repeatedly been
reminded during the last 20) years at least
what the agricultural indnstirv means to thiN
State. Yet to-day we~ have a tioveneii.
without a policy, and without the ±ainte-t
idea of what they nane going to do inl fultre
for tho, e people, a Goverinment who expect
those people to carry onl without ay mneans;
at all. I hope the mloving of the motion will
provide an opportunity for members to e--
press their disapproval of the lack of
lio!iI'y of the Governmnent which must lmar,*
the effect of driving fanners off the land.
~Judging from the tenor of discussions in thi-
House, one would be justitied in concludin-,
that the Oovernient are trying to treato
amlong St the farmers a psychology that th'
responsibility for their diticulties is a mat-
ter for the Federal Government. 'Unless we
tire going to have complete unification, that
cannot be the policy of the State. The
State Government hare their responsibilities;
to the industry, andi to the people en-
gaged in it. Surely we are not going
to force complete unification hy asking the
Federal (Joverumnent to accept al the re-
sp)onsibilities for our setbacks, unless 'we
give them some of the credits when we
make a success of the industry!I The State
(Governmnent are first responsible to the in-
dustry. At times admittedly it is diffl-
cult to obtain sufficient funds, and on such
occasions and then only s.hould the State
(iovermment approach the Federal Govern-
ment for assistance. The C'omnionweaith
Government, far miore than the State G;ov-
ernment, have realised their resptonsibili ty
to those engaged in the agricultural indu!i-
try, and have miade grank of very large
sumis Of money. I hope that the p~sychology
to which I have referred wvill not lie cr.*
ated. WVe preach acession and then wu
practise unitication. If we adopt a poli
of asking the Federal Government to fina
all the money required they will not do so
without security for it, and it they take
security, we shall have unification in a
worse formn than it exists to-day. 'May I
point out for the benefit of members that
Ministers, -when deputations, have waited
upon them, have often replied, "'If you1
will help yourselves, ire will help you.'" If
that policy is sound as between the State
:ov-ernment and the people, surely it is

sound as applying between the Fiederal
fGor'erninent and the State Government. It
is a correct policy, and one that I endorsFe.
If the people help themselves the State
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should help them, but the Government
cannot apply that principle when it suits
them and forget it wvhen they are askins-
for assistance from. the Comiuonwealth
Government. The policy that has been
preached by -Ministers to deputations
might xvell be adopted by the State Gov-
emninent in their relations with the Corn-
itonweal th Ii overninent. The statement
has been made that, because I have tabled
this mo1tion, I must accept responsibility
for the ]Premier's non-attendance at the
meeting ot the Loan Council, that is, if the
cltaimu of the State for assistance fails. I
do not know whether I am to be saddled
with that responsibility, but I do know
that the State has representation at the
Loan Council mieetin. Jt is not unusual
for a junior M1inister to represent the State
at Loan Council mneetings. Last year the
mnost junior M1inister, the Honorary 'Minis-
ter (Hlon. IV. 11. Kitson) represented the
S-tate, and I heard no complaint whatever
from the present Government regarding his
representation. Only a few months ago the
Minister for Works represented the State
at a very important Premiers' Conference
held in South Australia.

Mr. 1)oney: And very successfully, too.
Hon. C. CG. LATHAM:1 Well, do not steal

all may thunder. I -was about to add that
the Miinister for Works -was very success-
fuI. lie came back with an additional
.C100Q000 for the road grant.

The Preier: Not to operate until next
year.

Ron. C. CG. LI)THAM: Commencing on
the 1st July of next year. That was an
achievement. I believe that the 'Minister
for Mines will capably represent the 0ov-
erninent at the Loan Council meetings
starting this -week. I do not think the
Premier would dare to say that the 'Minis-
ter for Mines would do otherwise. The
Minister for Mines knows all about our
dlifficulties. He is acquainted with the agri-
cultural industry, just as are other 'Minis-
ters. Hle is familiar with the difficulties
that prevail-not only from the discussions
in this House, hut from the meetings held
in the country and from letters that have
appeared in the Press. I believe he can
voice the opinions that have been ex-
pressed. The Premier stated the other
eveningr that on one occasion a million of
money was given to South Australia to
help that State in time of trouble. I hap-

p2ned to be present at the mueeting- of the
Loan1 Council when the grant was mnade.
At that time the Commonwealth Govern-
wuent considered it necessary to make cer-
tain moneys available to the states
for the relief of unemployment, and
South Australia's position was so desper-
ate that the then Prime Minister, Mr. Soul-
lini, appealed to members of the Loon Coun-
cil to mnake a contribution in order to tide
South Australia over its difficulties. I re-
member the circumstances well. This
State was granted £68,000 ot unemployed
relief money, and we gave halt of our
allowance. Queensland gave all her allow-
anice, beeause hier loan position was satis-
factory. New South Wales gave portion
of her share, ais also did other States, and
so there was made uip a million of money
for South Australia. That might occur
again. That mioney represented a grant,
and not a loan. It was mioney made avail-
able by the Commonwealth, though whether
the Commonwealth financed it fron loan
or from revenue, I1 cannot say. Further,
the Treasury officials are people who play
a very important part at Loan Council
mneetings. No matter who the Minister
ight be, whether a member ot the present

Government or of any other Government,
lip cannot have his finger on every financial
point that will he raised. Only those offi-
cials who are dealing with the figures every
day can do that. To the Treasury officials
the Loan Council will look to answer quenies
that 'nighit be raised regardiing financiail mnat-
ter-; Consequently I cannot believe that we
shall not be adequately represeted at the
Loan Council meeting. I would have ]iked
to see the Premier attend the meeting. But
for the action taken the other evening, I
cannot see that there wouild have been ainy
harmi in his going-. Another point I might
mention is that I do not think this motion
would have been under discussion at the
moment but for that action. We certainly
had no intention of allowing the House to
go0 Into recess without drawing- attention to
the condition of the agriculturists. Unless
the Government had brought down further
information than has been supplied so far,
we certainly had no intention of allowing the
HOUse to rise. AWe wanted to know exactly
what the Government intended to do for the
farmers. I also told the Prem-ier that if he
cared to attend the Loan Council meetin,
a pair would be provided for him during his
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absence. He replied that hie could not allow
his, M1ini-sters to face a want of confidence
motion in his absence. In adopting that
attitude I think hie did quite right; I aplpre-
diate his motive, but lie might have over-
come the difficulty in another way. The
Premnier could have left on Saturday to
attend the Loan Council, and the Deputy
Premier could have setcured an adjournment
of the House over the period of the Pre-
mier's absence. There are precedents for
that, though perhap,; not in this State.

Mlv. Patrick: One in this State, when Sir
James Mitchell was Premier.

lion. C. G. LA.THAM: I recall that on
one occasion the House adjourned during the
absence of the Premier in the Eastern States,
and the Labour Party were not in power at
that time. However, the Premier ill agree
that the representation of the State at the
Loan Council meeting will be adequate. But
for the action taken the other evening, this
debate might not have been brought on to-
night, though in view of the statement by the
Minister for Lands that members, of the
Opposition who had been in the fense for
years knew, that the Bill introduced hy the
member for Greenough (Mr. Patrick) to
amend the Agricultural Bank Act was out
of order and that it was kite-flying-a croci
thing- to say-I felt constrained to take this
step. There being no alternative, we
propose to take up that challenge now.
Considering the responsibility carried by
the 'Minister for Lands, his making that
statement was not only uinwise but showed
callous indifference to the members repre-
senting the agriculturists and to the agii-
culturists themiselves. I assure the House
that we mnade every honest attempt poss~ible
to do, something to relieve the position, and
the only way in which we saw a chance to
accomplish anything was to bring down an
amendment of the Agricultural Bank Adt.
When you7 Mr. Speaker, ruled the Bill out
of order, although the matter had not then
been finalised, it was very uncharitable on
the part of the 'Minister for Lands to rise
in his place and tell the House that the in-
trodnetion. of the Bill was nothing but kite-
flying, and that we knew it would he ruled
out o'f order. We are now placed in the
position of not knowing whether we can
accept the advice of the Crown Law officers.
I believe it has been the practice, and cer-
tainty it ought to be the practice, that when
any member has any matter of public

importance to propose, he should obtain
the advice of the Crown Law officers.
And that advice ought to be sound. The
Bill was drafted with much care by the Par-
liamentary Draftsman whose services are
made available to members of Parliament.
The draftsman put in a good deal of time
on die Bill, and conscientiously believed that
it was in order. Members on this side of
the Chamber considered that there was an
opportunity of anieliorating, the position of
the agriculturists. Let no mistake be made
about this: the member who introduced the
Bill, and those who worked as a committee
to bring it as nearly as possible to perfec-
tion, were bitterly disappointed at the re-
sult. If the measure had gone the usual
way, we would not have minded; but the
Minister for Lands, occupying such a re-
sponsible position, tried to put us wrong in
the eyes of the people. That is a thing we
cannot allow to pass unchallenged, especially
when the hon. gentleman talked about kite-
flying. Was there any greater kite-flying
than when he sat on this side of the Cham-
ber' The member for Boulder knows very
wveil that on one occasion he promised the
ag-riculturists £100,OQO in the event of his
being placed in the position of Premier.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes.
Huon. C. G. LATHAM: That statement

was printed in pamphlet f ornit and circulated
among the electors. Was not that kite-fly-
ing-? rut we have never challenged the then
Leader of the Opposition with kite-flying on
that occasion. 'We were more generous. The
M1inister for Lands has been most ungener-
ous. His action was taken with only one
purpose, to put us wrong in the eyes of the
agriculturists of Western Australia; and he
will not get away with that so far as we
are concern~ed. If any kite-flying was done,
it was done by him and his party. Why
should we desire to fly kites at this stage of
the Parliament? This is the very first ses-
sion. One might expect from people accus-
tomed to indulge in kite-flying the use of
that method just prior to an election, but
assuredly there is no occasion for it now.
The House mnust know the reason why the
Bill was introduced. Section 51 of the
Ag-ricultural Bank Act Amendment Act ex-
cludes any farmer from getting credit,
assistance, or stock, simply by thbe automatiu
lien which it imposes. Under that lien
everythinpz belongs to the Bank. I know
what the- Minister for Lands is going to tell
me. We started with Section 37A, and I
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am going to quote to the House what that
section actually states. I sbafl remind mem-
bers who were then here of exactly what
happened when the measure was introduced,
and new members will become acquainted
with the facts. In 1930, when we had the
biggest hatrve4 ever known in Western Aus-
tralia, whetn our handful of agricniturists
produced 53,000,000 bushels of wheat, they
were asked by the Federal Government to
go on producing wheat for shipment over-
sea to provide credits in London. Everyone
knows that that request wvas made. The
tanners responded to the request. But they
found that instead of getting for their wheat
4s. 9d. or 4s. 10d. per bushel, as had been
the rule over a number of years, they re-
ceived only Is. 10d. We knew what was
going to happen. The main idea of the
Agricultural Bank authorities was to get
every peiy-pieco out of the farmers' crop
proceeds. This was one means of stopping
the creditors, the merchants and machinery
finus and so forth, fromt taking possession
of the wvheat of Agricultural Bank clients.
The p)rovision applied only to wheat. See-
tion 37A of the Agricultural Bank Act
Amiendmient Act, 1930, provides that in re-
spect of (a) any advance made by the Bank
to any per-son for fallowing, fertilisers, in.
.surnnte of crops, or bags, or (b) any in-
terest for not more than one year, the Bank
,shall he entitled to a first charge, in prior-
ity to all other encumbrances, upon all crops
sown in any lands held and used by such
per-son. That section applied only to ad-
v-ances for fallowing, fertilisers, insurance of
crops, bags,, and one year's interest. In
these respects the Bank is entitled to
a first charge, in priority to all other
encumbrances, upon all crops sown or
to be sown in or grown upon any
lands of any tenure (including- land
held as a homestead farmi) held or
occupied and used by such person
for agricultural or farming purpose, subI -
ject, however, to Subsection 4 of the section.
Besides taking that power, an automatic lien
was given to every person who, on the wnrit-
ten authority of the Agricultural Bank, sup-
plied to another person fertiliser or bags on
credit. We restricted that power entirely to
the supply of fertiliser, bags, crop insurance,
and fallowing,' and one year's interest so far-
as the State was concerned. Any other per-
son supplying, under the Bank's written
authority, fertiliser or bags was to get re-
payment from the crop. That is exactly

wvhat the position was. But we did not take
possession of the fanner's stock, his pound
of butter, his dozen of eggs, as is done under-
Section 51 of the Act. At that time we did
have in charge of the Banik people with a
k-nowvledge of the industry and a charitable
view of those engaged in it. We knew very
"el1 that every penny of that money was
required for re-advances. When the Farm-
ers' Debts Adjustment Act wvas first pro-
posed, it was intended to take possession of
the whole of the farmer's crop proceeds,

,aainst all ereditors, so that they could be re-
advanced for the purpose of carrying on
the industry. All Governments have, a
reslponsibility to see that our industries are
carried on. That is a responsibility they
must accept. But outside creditors have only
One responsibility, thant of looking after
their own interests. TJherefore we were
going to take statutory power to obtain
possession of the whole of the farmer's har-
vest proceeds to enable himi to have money
to carry on. Let uts examine what Section
.51 of the Act provides, that wonderful sec-
tion introduced] by the present Government.
When the measure was before the House we
on this side explaiined to Parliament exactly
what would happen uinder it. There is no
dlenying that fact. We said, "Once you put
an Act of Parliament on the statute-book
and hand it over to people to administer,
they have no alternative but to adminsister
it as the law is written." I contend that in
miost respects harsh methods have been
adlopted hy the Agricultural Banik Commis-
,iotlers. Section 51 provides-

Whiere- (a) any interest is due by any
borrower on any account to the Commissioners;
or- (b) anty instalment of prinipal or interest
has been rcfunded to a borrower under Section
.53; or (e) any advance has been made by the
Coimmissioners to any borrower other than to
effect permanent improvements or other than
to purchase machinery, plnnt or stock, a first
charge is hereby created in faor of the Corn-
inissioners in respect of all or any such sumsg in
priority to all other encumbrances upon all
crops, wool, or wool clips, butter-fat produce,
livestock, and the increase in progeny of all
livestock front dine to time derived from or in
connection with or being or depasturing on any
lands of any tenure (including a homestead
farmn) held, occupied or used by such borrower
in connection with rural industry.

In point of fact, the Bank owns everything
the farmer possesses except his wife an
Youngsters. That is the only "stock" which
t., excluded! In the old days a man's wife
was galled his chattel, and it is a wonder
she was not included in this Act. Let us
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exaine what the section does. It certainly
.-ives protection tfo fte A-gricultural Banik
but wi 4 that proteetirui exists would any
firriof tanhudinig advatije to a settler ball
peii g tit he under I he AgrivuturaI Bank''

I ik th Pt. rem~ier would he do it ? Df
coUn. )w li would nt, as a busi ness loan.
T hi ;,i. genthenan would] av, ''Sombnch l
has --ot hold of the seefnrities. The pro-

1tosed borrower lia- not a free hand." And
the (loveriinnt do not only stick to the
powers under the Act. The mort-age thev'
require the settler to signi imposes (-ondi
(ions which are almost imipos~ih!e. If a
person rents from het Agricultural Batik a
piece of land for farming purposes, thn'
Banik authlorities make him appoint the in-
stitution his attorney, so that the Batik can
do .is they like with the crop proceeds. Talk
about cianditions in Russia! They cannot
possibly be worse than the conditions under
our Agricultural Batik Act and this agree-
moent to lease. I do not know whether the
Minister for Lands hats ever seen the ag-ree-
nient that is sent out ito People leaini iand
from the Agricultural Batik. I assure the
House it is worth reading. In fact, were
any other party in power andi the mni-
bi-r, of the present Glovernment sitting in
Opposition, they would keep the Flouse night
after night while they protested against the
iniiquity of the agreement. It restricts
credit. It does everything to detti- people
front staying on the laud. We knew tho
difficulties of thfe farmers. I venture to say
the reputatin't of at least 50 per cent, of our
farmeirs would have enabled them to get as-
,istance wVCV it not for that section of the
Act. Tie object of this side of the House

wltoty to provide sonic relief enabling

the farmers to finaonce themselves. That
piropiosal, however, met with a harshl recep-
tion, and we were chided by the Minister
for Lands with the statement that we were
kite-flying. There is no occasion for its to
thy kites; the position of the agriculturists
is so desperate. Clause 13 of the agreement
is worth quoting-

The, tenant irrevocably appoints the Comi-
inisioneis; his attorneys to demand and receive
(if the Commnissioner; shall in their discretion
think fit so to do) anyv moneys for the time
being due to the tenant fromt any person as
purehasrr or otherwime in respect of the crop
and its produce, and the receipt of tbe Comunis-
sioners for any such moneys shall be a suFfi-
dient dir-charge to the person by wham such
payment is made., if any such moneys are
received by the Comissioners the balance

afte-r satisfying the rent and other moneys (if
.niiv due to the Conimmssoners on account with
tlie tenaint shall be paid to him.

I recall the aneti for Collie (Mr. Wilkon)
:utroduiieig le.-islation, and rig-htly too, to
;'roteet the people from those :avariclous
creatures known as land mongeri. But this
ijust as bad a viauuse as ever wai intro-

'lived into a Ia nd-purchiase agreement.
Uider the Ati-iculti'aI flank's ag-reement
the mail desirous of cropping land wvas re-
quired to submit to sueli conditions. T ad-
v ised a man who was asked to sign the
agrFeement not to sign it, and I advised
even-one else similarly situated hot to sign
it. The clause I have quoted is unconscion-
able. To ask a tenant to sign such an
agreement is altogether beyond the hotinds
of propriety. I do not propose to allowv
the Mlinister for Lands to charge this party
with ulterior motives. Our one motive has
been to try to niake the lot of the farmier
easier and to assist the Government in
finanicing the agricultural industry. [ do
not know whether the Gov-ernmnent actually
realise the position of the farmers. Take
the ease of those meii in the north-east part
of the State who had no crop at ill last
Year. I would like to take the Treasurer
along and let him~ stand in one of those little
homesteads and look out of the back door
and see nothing but poverty facing those
people. They have no feed for their stock.
Many of them have not a grain of feed for
their poultry. They have not a hoof of
stock on their hioldings. And they have
£C6 per month to live ofi!

The Premier: Surely you do not think I
do not know about thtat?

Hon. C. 0. LATHAM: Then what does
the Premier ))repose to do about it?

The Premier: What do you think we have
been doing'?

Hon. C. G. LATHTAM3: If the Premier
knows that, why is not somethingr being
done? Why has not something been said?
Why has not some indication been given to
the people in the country regarding what the
Government intend to do? I notice that a
report appeared from the Chairman of the
Agricultural Baik Commiss.ioniers. Mr.
McCallum, and I think part of that is worth
quoting. In a report in the "West Austra-
lian" of the 29th October, Mr. McCallum
stated that £800,000 would be required to
assist the men on the land. During his tour,
Mr. McCallum covered approximately 2,000
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mkiles; through the drought-affected areas of
the wheat belt, and in the course of his re-
port he made the following statement-

Some of the areas he Vi4ited were in a very
bad way indeed, lie thought that perhaps the
Nfullewna district was the hardest hit. In that
area there were ptm-tically no crops at all. In
other districts a number of settlers would get
nto more than seed Wheat. The position was
uarle worse by the fact that this season's
drought had followed on two previous bad sea-
sonts. In saint individual cases the farmers
were very dispirited, and they would neced fin-
ancial assistance to carry on.

But words do not satisfy. W"e want to know
something more about it. To show how
really distressin the position is, I shall read
arn extract from a letter I received yesterday.
I do not ixrite to people in order to secure
such letters. The one I have now is from a
woman whose husband secured last year a
ver- smnall crop indeed. In her letter she
says-

Theo position is this: 1' am sure you will
understand it....

,She has an aged mother, her husband and
three obidren in the familv.

Motier needs practically my whole attention,
and as L am expecting a confinement in Pecen-
ber I feel it very hard to manage her and also
two men and three clhildren. If my health was
good, all would be well, but the doctor has
ordered me away for a month to hanve complete
rest, or else I won't go through the confine-
ijient . . . it is imapossible to pay a girl on
the £6 a monthk . .

The position is hopeless, and that is not an
isolated instance. In this particular ease, the
manl probably has a grown son, a feeble
mother, three children, with a prospect of
an addition to the famnily, all to ho provided
for on £6 a month. What is their position?
They have nowhere to turn for money. The
Agricaltural Bank will not make themn any
adv-ance. If the man lpaid his interest last
year, the flank might possibly re-advaiwe
hint portion of the interest he bad pa-id. The
Minister can look into this case. I hare
already pointed oat that I do not ask for
the receipt of such a letter as this, but it
does show the conditions that obtain in the
wheat belt. It is not an uncommon case, be-
cause there are a groat many people in a
simnilar position. These are the people that
the Pr-ine 'Minister asked, in 1929-30, to go
on producing- wheat so that Australia could
pay her international debt overseas and find
the necessary money in London. They went
on growing wheat, and how are we treating
chose people to-day? Something has got to

be done. I do not care what action is taken
or how extreme it may be, but something
must be done, and done quickly. It is essen-
tial in order that the industry may be car-
ried on'. 'When I consider the wheatg&rowing
industry, I am impelled to contrast it wvith
other industries started by Labour Govern-
ments in past years. It is correct to say, a9
the Minister did the other nit, that there
have been losses, hut they have not been the
fault of those engaged in the wheatgrowing
industry. Moreover, those losses are not eon-
finted to the production of wheat in Western
Australia alone. There have been such losses
throughout the world wherever wheat has
been prodneed. Everywhere attempts have
been made by Governments to render
assistance to the men on the land. I perused
an article in an American journal which was
published in August last, and it showed
that provincial Governments there have
provided £10 a month per settler in order
to assist the fanners. Those Governments
have bought stock from I armeis operating ini
drought-stricken areas, and have rendered
assistance to them in other ways as wvell.
What have the Government of this State
done? The wheatgrowing industry is
of importance to Western Australia.
lIt tided us over the period when
production fromt goldmining declined.
It has produced over £E90,000,000 sterling for
this State. We have advanced money to
foster tho industry, and in doing so we have
created an immovable asset. Those 'who
received the advance cannot take the asset
away with them. We have mnade advances,
with the result that over 6,000,000 acres of
land have bean cleared, and it is there for all
time. It cannot bie taken. away. One in-
dividual may own a part of that laud for the
time being, hut that land is still there. I
will not condemn any Government who ren-
der assistance to the agriculturst industry.
Certainly each one of us has to accept blame
when the policy has been wrong, but I do not
say that the policy has been wron g. Any-
one who is at all acquainted with the agri-
cultural industry that it is a, sound policy.
The Minister has talked about money that
has been written off. I tell him that
much more money has been brought into
the State than has even been written off
and we need not worry because some has
been written off. Emphatically I consider
that we are justified in rendering every pos-
sible assistance to the men on the land. I
do not propose to deal with the position in
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individual distriets,, but will leave that to
members representing the different constitu-
encies affected, who wvill be able to give par-
ticulars regarding the position as they know
it and the conditions of the people wvith
whose affairs they are famniliar, I have
traversed the affected areas, and I have been
able to contrast the attitude of the Labour
Government in this State wvith that of Min-
istries in other parts of the world, Eveni
Federal 'Ministers iii thu Canadian Parlia-
ment; have gone out into the dry agricultural
areas to ascertain the position for themn-
selves. It is not a matter there of the
proviial Governm~ents being left to shoal.
der the burden. I admit that the provincial
Governments have rendered service that
until the last month or so tine Government
of this State dlid not attempt to do. I
know that our Government have provided £6
a month for married men and £E4 for single
mnen, but that is totally insufficient. I have
demonstrated that, in the extract I read from
the letter I received yesterday. It is essential
that the Government shall teD the people in
the country what they propose to do. The
Government should tell themn that they pro-
pose to provide feed for their stock. I know
that it cannot be provided for all the stock
they hadl, because unfortunately so manry
have been lost as a result of the drought last
year, and the dry summer has resulted in
the exhaustion of water supplies, with the
result that many farm~ers have been forced
to dispose of their stock. The Government
should tell the farmers that they will he paro-
vided with seed wheat, fertilisers, decent su-
tenance, duplicate parts for machinery, and
all other things that munst be found for
them. It is necessary that the Government
shall tell them that these things will be
done, and the quicker they do that the more
promptly will the present position be re-
lieved. The Chairman of the Agri-
cultural Bank Commissioners has said
that £C800,000 is necessary for the purpose.
and I helieve every penny of that will he
required. 1 suggested to the Premier, through
a statement published in the Press. that he
might have asked the Chairman of the A-gri-
eniltural Bank Commissioners to proceed to
the Eastern States. -Mr. MeCallum. is in a
position to tell the Federal Government and
the Loan Council exactly what he has seern
during the past few months. Ministers them-
selves have not travelled through the
drought-stricken. country, and have very
little knoIwledge of the conditions obtaining

there. A report appeared in the AWest
Austtfalian" of the 29th October regarding
the position in the Greenough electorate, and
I shall leave that matter to the member re-
presenting that constituency to comment
upon. The report bets oat the positioit
clearly, indicating that the p~resent state of
affairs is no faudt of the farmers. I wvill
read just one siuall. extract, as follow'z:

It was felt that the procrastination tof the
G ovrnmjent was worse than that of the Agri-
cultural flank, and that for uasympamtlwtic
treatment of larniers the laresehit Government
Inure no equal.

Thai is not ;in expression of our opinions;
that is an indication of the feelings of farm-
ers themselves. Whether it is justified is a
matter of opinion, but that is the feeling of
the mani on. the land, and something should
bie done to relieve the position. We looked
to the muen on the land to make renewed
efforts to increase paroduetion, and they, were
applaudedl for the wonderful response they
mna de. What are wve doing for them to-
day? They are practically being left to de-
pend u1pon c-harity. I notice that the
Revenue Estimates show that this year
£50,000 is to be set aside for the
relief of settlers in the drought affected
areas. The farmers generally gave £C102,000
this Year, and that was insufficient.

Thu Premier: You said that the farmers
gave that!I

lion. C. fl. LATHAM: I say dlefinitely
that that was money that norm~ally should
have gone to the wheatgrowers on the same
basis as it was paid in the Eastern States.
It was money that was taken away from
certain wheatgrowers and given to others who
were considered to be in more necessiton-s
circumstances. It would not he so bad if
it were only the wheatgroivers who are in
this position. I believe the position of the
group settlers is even more appalling. I
have in maind what has been appearing in
the Press for months past. We have opened
up what we called dairying country, put
settlers on blocks there, made small advance.,
to them-and then, after 1.5 years, wve find
that those people have to accept charity.
Surely that is a shocking state of affairs.
We boast that we are now able to supply our-
selves with butter-fat, that we have ceased
to import from the Eastern States and have
hecome exporters of butter. But at what
pirice are we doing it? I propose to read
some extracts from a pamphlet that was
issued under instructions from the Minister
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for Ljands. Two pamphlets were published
providing a "record of welfare work on be-
half of group settlers" by the Women's
Immigration Auxiliary Council, the docu-
ments being published at the request of the
Minister for Lands and printed, by author-
ity, by Fred. Win. Simpson, Government
Printer. One deals with the period 1934-36
and the other with 1936. 1 shall quote only
f ront the later period, namely, 1936. On
page 9 of the later pamphlet the following
appears:-

At the roquest of the Hoa. Miaister (M1r.
M1. F. Troy) a second tomr of the group settle-
mients was undertaken .. .. .. Two hundred
and sixty-seven families were visited, and new
clothing was sent to 658 children. Thirty-three
minor surgical operations were recommended.
Settlers and their sons were supplied with iili-
taqr , clothing. Nourishing patent foods wore
supplied to sick women and delicate children
from the After-care Committee's Donations
Account Fund.

That discloses the condition of the people
there, embodied in a report to the Minister
for Lands by his own committee. I shall

sysomething about spending money in the
Xity. I do not think there is one individual
in the city worthy of calling himself a man
who -wouild allow this degradation to con-
tinue, even if it meant the refusal on the
part of the Government to spend £C84,000
on the provision of trolley buses on the
Claremont route. I know that some people
write letters- to the Press, and their com-
munications make me feel sick- They have
n feeling at all for the people outback.
All they are concerned about is that they
shalt be in a position to ride about the streets
in comfort. It is to people of that descrip-
tion. that I address my remarks at the pre-
sent moment. Let thein have some con-
sideration for the people in the country
who are living under the very worst condi-
tions and have to accept charity. That is the
position -which exists in parts of the State
where the settlers are working to build up
a greater and more prosperous Western
Australia. In their report regarding the
second tour of the group settlement nreas,
the committee stated:-

We began our investigations first in the Den-
mark area ... . Delicate children and nursing
mothers were supplied with well-knowrn nourish-
ig foods, these purchases being made from our
donations account. Clothing was supplied to
76 children in the Denmiark area . . . . Cloth-
ing was supplied to 201 children in the Busset-
ton area . . .. We sent clothing to 128 children
ait :%tanjimup; to 65 children at Pemberton; to

180 children at Nerthehiffe, and 65 at Qainnin-
up. Four hundred anti thirt.-three in this area.

That is in the electorate of the member for
NKelso n (-Mr. Doust).

Mr. Thorn: Hec is 'absent.

H1on. C. G. LATHAM: He wilt probably
be absent again when I read from a speech
he made in his electorate. The pamphlet
also contains the following-

Miner surgical operations performed were-
adenoids, seven children; tonsils, ten chil-
dlren; teeth, nine children; adenoids and ton-
sils, one child; spectacles, four children; de-
fects in spechl, one child. WeV sent away 105
pairs of doable blankets. The total number of
children who were sent new Clothing was 682.

That is the report made to the Minister
for Lands respecting existing conditions.
If our industries are to be carried on under
those appalling conditions, it is aLboLut time
we framed sonic policy. N\~e on this side
are quite ready to help the Glovernmnent in
alleviating those conditions, and we beg
the Odavernment to take no notice of people
in the city who are already well served.
,They eat the butter and enjoy it, but do
they think anything at all about the homes
whence it comes? I do not charge the
(loverumnent, hut I charge the people who
write to the Press demanding trolley buses
instead of tram curs. Why, it would niot
matter if they had to walk to Perth when
we have such conditions in the country.
Those letter writers ought to be ashamed
of themselves. I am not going to rush into
print against them, because they have but
one interest and that a selfish interest. I
say there should not be the expenditure
of a single penny piece untit those people
in country districts are placed in a better
position. I wish I could transfer some 01
those city people out to the agricultural
areas jnst now, where they would have to
swelter in a temperature of 109 degrees
in the shade, whebre they would Aind them-
selves with a shortage of water and
would not know whether they were going
to get their next month's cheque of £C6, and
indeed -would not know where their next
money was to come from. Those peopte
there are not allowed to have a motor
ear oven if they could afford it, because the
Minister for Lands -would then cut out their
allowance. Yet it is those people wvho have
produced alt this wealth for us and are
willing to do it to-day if only they were
given a chance.
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lion. W. D). Johnson: I ain just reading
the minority report.

lon. C. G. LATHAM:. You can read any
report you like. Those people to-day are
forced to pay up their mioney when they
have nothing whatever in the home to live
upon. I ant waiting for the lion. member
to speak. Actually there are two members
in the individual, one being the represen-
tative of Uuildford-_Midland and the other
a iuan who goes out and preaches co-opera-
tion amnongst the farmers.

lon. AV. D. Johnson: Bear, hear!
ion. C. U. LATHAM: I will listen to

the hion. member when lie speaks, and thank
goodness I will have an opportunity to
reply. I wish also to point out that we
are s;pending money in directions that are
not itustifiable. Even if the Country Party
mnembers were to lose e;-ery seat or were
never to gain another seat, we have a per-
feet right to voice our opposition to the
expenditure on the new State steamer. The
Government have accepted a tender of
£270,000 for a steamer, but I tell them that
a steamer has been already ordered by a
lprivate company and could cater for the
North-West trade, just as well as can the
Government, if only the restrictions imposed
by the Navigation Act were lifted.

The Premier: You don't stand for that,
su rely 'I

lon. C. CIL LATIUAM: Yes, I stand for
rendering service to our people. Because
these privately owned steamiers have black
crews, they are not allowed to trade along
our coast. I (10 not care what colour the
crew may be;, my first consideration is to
find money enough to keep) our people on
a decent standard of living. And that is
what the Premier and all his Ministers
stand for, surely. The Premier knows he
is not justified in spending £:270,000 outside
this country for the purpose of providing a
new ship. I know it will be spent outside
the State, and I know there !is an item for
it shown on the LanO Estimates.

The M1inister for Lands: You know no-
thing about it.

The Minister for Employment: They are
all at sea.

lion. C. G. LATHIAM: IDoes the Mlinis-
ter say it is not On the Loan Esti1mtes !
There is an item on the Loan Estimates,
and a tender has been accepted for the -ves-
sel. The members representing the 'North-
West can telegraph this information up

there it they like. I do nut care, although
I shall have it hack again in a day or two.
I say the people in the North-WVest anti
along our coast are entitled to the very
hest ser-Vice we can1 rendelr themu. hut while
our people in agricuiltural districts bnwe to
accept charcity flou, a volunittee taploitl~kei
by the- Minister, who receives from the
S tate lotteries C2,500 for the purpose, tHant
steanier can. wait, at IlrLA until the combl-
tionS iLUprove down here. Do nmembers
think I do not know the people in the
North-W\Xest 7

The Minister for Employmecnt: You may
not know the workers there.

Ifon. C. G. LATHAMA: The M1inister talk-
about being a worker, buit he has not worked.
le has never worked in his life, except with
his bead.

The 'Minister for Employment: And youi
have never worked, except with Your head.

lion. C'. GI. lATHAMf: T know the people
in the North-West.

Mr, Coverley: Anti they know you, too.
lion. C. (T,. LATH AM: Yes. I know this

about them, that if it is a question of keep-
ing pur couiry lpeo iile in hioverty aiMx
degradation, they will say "Lot us. have the
privately-owned ships, which provided a
satisfactory service until a Government der-
4itled that they would not have black lab-
our." Surely because a man has a black
,,kinl, it does not make him any the worse a
citizen. When we c o to his country, those,
people do0 not conidemin us because we are
white. That does not iiake us objeetionahie
to themim.

Mr. Lambert: You are on dmngeroxz
grounid now,

lon. C. G. LATIIAM: I ani not onl
dangerous ,-roand, even if the lion, mnember
interjeeting is standing behind the Speaker's
Chiair. I have no objection to people having
it good steamer service, but when the Gov-
ennment ordered that ship they knew thaqt

Dalgetys' had already ordered one which
could be placed on the coast by December of
this year; and the Government must have
known also that lDalgetys' ship will carry a
bi-gger tonnuige than will the, new State ship.
Yet they' have to carry out their policy even
to that extent. The suin of £270,000 wouldl
helli our people inl industries, would provide
somevthing for themn. How can we go to the
Loan Council with requests when we are
tending, money on new stenmeiu while our
industries are languishing for financial
assistance? Let me refer to those trains. A
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very good trani service exists, a very good
road exists, there are motor buses on the
route, and half the local residents have their
ons motor cars, Yet we have a number of
people-not the imajority of the people-of
Claremont and Nedlands, who write letters
to the Press and who would say "Let the
farmiers and setticis remain in their present
c'ondition so long as we can have trolley
b)uses instead of tranus." The trolley buses
aire to be put there at their request. The sum
or £32,000 of public mioney was used to put
the trains there, but now they are no longer
wanted. Will the minority of the people
down there want flying machines in a month
or two? Is that what they will ask for next?.
They are entitled to trolley buses if they
want them, but not while the existing eon-
ditions in country areas are so deplorable.
Until those conditions have been improved.
those people are not entitled to get trolley
buses nor even to ask for them. So the
people who come along to this House and sit
in the gallery to hear what f have to say
about trolley busesi will never get any syrm-
patby from me in their desire for trolley
buses when the men onl the land are in so
lamentable a condition. Reverting to the
State steamer, I have just had placed in my
hands proof that there is an item for it en
the Loan Estimantes. But of course the M-
idter for Lands knows that just as well as I
do. It is about time ie city folk knew the
conditions prevailing in the country. They
ought to cease being selfish. There are nuni-
hers of things badly wanted that could he
obtained wvith that £84,000, which is going
Out of thle country to bring in equipment,
chassis aind such-like things. Does not the
Treasurer think this an inopportune time
for suich expenditure? This is not the time
to provide such things. I suppose we shal
have the member for the district getting up
zind sanctioning that sort of thing, but I
warn hint that if lie (loes so lie will not be
voicing the opinion of the majority of the
pe-ople down there. The majority say they
are perfectly satisfied with the existing ser-
vice. It is not the bes.t of services, bitt what
,.ort of services obtain in our country dis-
tricts? Yet the people in those districts are
entitled to the first cail onl any loan funds
available. To-day the Governmient are not
entitled to spend a penny in convert-
ing those Claremont trais into trolley
buses. I sin prepared to go to Claremont
and defy anybodyv to put up a case
iii favour of that conversion. Certain

other parts of the State are entitled to trans-
port services. For instance, I have no ob-
jeetion to trolley buses going into the dis-
triet of the _Minster for Works, where they
have not a service at all, but I do object to
replacving- an existing service, one which, as
thn' tnimbr for Irwin-Mloore. (Ron, P. D.
l'ergttson) points out, can he improved. Let
them) put eiislioiis on the seats and let them
aiccelerate 11w. timne-table. And if it cannot
be acecelerated, let them take off the trais
and let the buFS run the service.

The Preiider: IVho will pay for thati?
Hon. C. G. LATHAM1: The public will.

pay, and the Treasurer wilt not have to find
the cash. The public will not object to pay-
iflg.

The Premier: Won't they?
Hon. 0. G. LATHAM: Let the Premier

permit the buises to ruin over a route through
the restricted area, and charge them , d.
roy alty onl every passgenger carried, and I
guarantee he will get his revenue front
them. But can the Government in any way
justify the expenditure of £E84,000 in remov-
ing the tranis and installing trolley buses?'

The Premier: Yes, I will do so.
Hon. C. G. LA TRAM: The Premier never

canl justify anything of the sort. Can lie
Justify the conditions obtaining in caountry
areas? He may satisfy himself, but he will
never satisfy his own conscience. I know
he has a feeling under that coat of his, and
lie also knows it. But, Mr. Speaker, he has
Ihad his instructions. He has been told by
Trades Hall that hie has to do that. The
Minister for Railways was hardly warn in
his seat when a deputation from the Trades
Hall went along and told him that he had1
to do it. The Mlinister said, "I suppose I
will have to give in."y

The M.Nini;ster for Employment: Just as
M1r. Mlonger itmtrneted you to move this
,notiot,.

Ho n. C. G. LATHAM: If that were so,
it did not appear in the daily Press.

The Mfinister for EmIploymeInt: You kept
it dark.

Hon. C. G. LATHAMA: Unfortunately, inl
thte ease of the Minister, thie information
leaked out that Trades Hall had met him
and asked him to go otn with the trolley
buses. They did not mind. That is the
power outside, the power without any re-
sponsibility. It is the worst form of Gov-
ernment we could possibly have, a Govern-
mnient without resp10osibility. That is why wre
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are- having the trolley buse-s hacked by a
very few friends at Claremont.

The Premier: The Commitsioner of -Roil-
wvays made a report ou the subject.

lion. C. G. LATHJAM: Suppose he' did.
I know what happened. The Press do not
gt hold of this sort of infornmation with-

out there being some foundation for it. Will
the Premier tell inc that Trades Hall did
not wait upon the Minister for Railways
as soon ai hie assumed office? Of count-
they are entitled to ask for what they like,
hut the Minister should have the backbone
to say "iNo"i to the expenditure.

Mr. Cross: lie has the backbone,
H~on. C. G. LATHAMl: He has iiot. Ile

is week-kneed, lie the hion. member.
Mr. Cross: That is only your opinion.
The M1inister for Railways: I am not

weak in the bead.
The Minister for Employment: You have

a bad temper.
11on. C. C. LATHAMI: Not at all. I am

sorry- that I have to stand up here And put
up1 a ease for thiose, unfortunate people in
the eonntry. Of course I do not expect any
sy raih fromn the 'Minister for Agricuil-
ture. Ife travels around in state attending
agricultural shows, and ticklinga the cars of
the people, without meaning a word that he

ay.Thle G'overnment still persist in the
beautification schemne in thle cury. I admit
they are entitled to have a city beautiful, but
the people or' the city should find the more
for it.

Mr. Cross: Andi they do.
lion. C. G. LATITAM: No. La'tt yea r

£15,000) wns spent, of which £-14,000 was
found by the State, and C1.000 by the City
Council. That money does not earn] a penny
by way' of interest, any more than the
trolley buses will earn a penny when they are
runrnng to Claremont. Our trolley bus his-
tory is a very disa ppointing one. Members
are aware that last year we lost £1,600 onl
the trolley bus service we already have, if
we extend the ser-vice to Claremont, wve shall
lose a lot more money. This will lie a
further charge upon the taxpayers. I have
no objection to the city being made beauti-
ful, but whils5t things, are as they are we
should not spend our mioney in that (tiree-
heon. I asked some time ago how many men
were employcd onl the suction dredge at the
Causeway, on the work of whielh I under-
stand £15,090 was spent last year. Mlembers
will see finar pange 236 of "llansardl" of
19:33, thlat I asked how mnany were Onl the

basic wage, how ninny were above the basic
wvage, and what their daily rates wre. The
reply was that four men were employed.
none on the basic wage, two men at 20s. 4d.,
and two at 17s. I know that very few people
are employed on the dredge. I sympatlike
with the (3overnment in their ditlivultie- a z E
had my own exlperience during the three
Yecars I was a miember of a Government. 1
know they have the greatest difficulty in
finding something on which to spend namney
that will provide real work. They are enl-
titled to find work wherever possible. The
expenditure of money onl State s3teamiers anti
onl trolley buses means ,ending the money out
of the State, righ-lt away from u.3, to find
wvork for people in the Old Country. Here
wve are finding mloney to provide enililoy-
mieat for, at the outside, eight men on this
,,action dredge. 'Nearly all the money spent
on the dredge goes in imported fuel, because
the steamer burns oil fuel. There is an ex-
tr-avagance that could be well curtailed at
present. I now propose to deal with the
unemployment situation. Besides the two
sections3 of the community to whichl I have
referred, there is another section entitled to
consideration before wve embark upon anl
extravag-ant expenditure. I refer to the numi-
ber of men who are employed at below the
basic wage. This wil explain the feelings
of the men in tlie Nelson electorate. 1 am
sorry the member for the district is not pre-
sent inl the Chamnber. It is not my fait he
is not lien'. What I propose to say will
have general application. I hope he wvill
have an opportunity to read what I say, and
that he will be able to explain away somne of
the statements he is reported to have miade.
In a weekly journal da-ted the 31-st October,
1936, the following appears:-

Various details wereL then ventilated bn- the
men. It was pointed out that contrary to
awIards aind union role, the mna enjoyed notie
ot the stillulated paid holidays. Their vacation
at Chtristnmas time hiad to Ibe earned ini advance
by jputtiing ini extra work. The samne applied to
the railwvay pass to take thent to their homes,
and even to thie wvaterhags necessary to carry
out their Averk in the heat of suimuer. Margins
foer skill were not paid in cash, but by re-
elating the liners worked. Camp allowance, inL-
creases in lbasiv waege, ;tel i-very oither small
amelioration that other workers4 enjoyed, were
adjusted in the samne wayv; Yet, en tile other
Ii:mcd c icergener to a t iii andI tent hire wee-,
deducted in cash from thje pany ceeqe. The
nomilk mJaXieculn ot' 3lls, a week was thu4 re-
dtuceml, inakirig the tartnighitly' paye alternately,
£2,_ 18s. and £2 1 7s. 1 lil 0ee top (ef this tire-AtWit' seized 2qe. lid, a l'Y- feer tenl furtnigletsi
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out of the 26, yet refused the men a veo in
union affairs until the last instalment was
paid, which was not until the annual elections
of the uioin had passed After other matters
bad been voiced, Mr floust promised to make
urgent repreenations to the Minister, partict-
Thely with regard to the subjects above men-
tioned, which bie declarecd disclosed hardships
which came as a complete surprise to him. Hle
felt convinced lie said that these things;, if
wore widely known, would arouse sympathetic
public opinion.

Wve ought to have a chance to ventilate thesep
questions now, I want the member For Nel-
son (11r. Den~t) to ventilatep those things
that lie knows exist in his electorate, find not
merely to listen to statemenbs that are made
simply for political purposes. The news-
paper in question went on to say-

Mr. ])oust, at the request of Smith 's
Brook Camp committees, attended a meeting
last Sunday and was obviously surprised at
sonmc of the disclosures made regarding the
mien 's conditions. Questioned about his failure
to force terms from the Government he re-
plied that it was far from true that hoe was Vie
"key man in Parliament. The Government
had never hlad a smaller imajority of two on any
idivision, that being whlen he had voted against
tlieri. Hie was not prepared to vote against the
Government on all occasions; hie must support
themn on measures that he believed in. le fur-
thier stated that the Leader of the Opposition
('Mr Latham) had mande it perfectly clear that
relief workers especially single in could ex-
jvvL much worse treatment from his hiands titn
from the present Government

Mr. Withers: From one who knows.
Heon. C. 0. LATHAM.N: The report con-

thanes-

lNe retailed the Government excuses -with re-
gard to the £300,000 reduction in the Common-
Wealth grant. This evoked spirited protests
to the effect that the Government must have
anticipated this reduction, which they had vir-
finally asked for by their frantic efforts to
show an unnecessary surplus, when they) pro-
iuiseul on the hustings to raise relief Jobs to
full-time status.

Now, where are the cheers? One can almost
cut the silence with a knife. The report
,goes on-

Mr. Doust: I think not. They seemed to me
to be genuinely surprised.

Voices: It was no surprise to us.

I do not know where the hon. member- gets
his information; probably hie gets it fromn
the source from which hie desires to get it,
Most of us can get that class of information.
I have never advocated such conditions my'-
self. When we were in office our position
-was so desperate that we had to cut
dlown our expenditure, and we had

to ask people to make sacrifices. I know
that members opposite did not agree with
us, hut had they been in our position I feel
sure they would have done what other
Labour Governments have had to do. Theyv
would have had to conform to the conditions
laid down at the Premier's Conference. I
have never at cciy time said that if I were
in office the workingw manl wouldl get worse
conditions. That statement is absolutely
untrue. The lion- mnember could have
had no facts to guide him. One would
have expected himi to be present this
afternoon to defend the action of these
people, from whom he has practically re-
ceived his instructions. It is most extra-
ordinary that wve should have a member on
this side of the House invariably support-
ing the Government. One would have
thought hie would have taken his seat on the
other side of the House, especially when lie
speaks of the Leader of the Opposition, as
he is reported to have spoken, at Smith's
Brook. 1 have no objection to people say-
ing wvhat they like about me, so iong as they
speak the truth. If they do not sp~eak the
truth, I shiall take every opportunity to put
them right. There is no need for me to de-
fend myself. I could go to any part of the
State and lput up a case that I could justify.

TMr. Sleenian: Yon did not want employ-
meat to be made too attractive for the start.

Hon. C. G. L-ATHAM:I If I ra-iseod that
qunestion it would create an embarrassing
position. We have heard about the chang-
ing of words in "Hansard." I have noticed
that thle bound copies of "Hansard" do not
always convey what appears in the paper
copy. I do not know whether the member
for Frenmantle (Mr, Sleeman) knows any-
thing about it.

Mr. Sleeman: You know I do nlot know
anything about it.

Hon. C, G. LATHAMN: The paper copies
do not sometimes convey what appears in
the bound volume,

Mr. Sleemian: I know you made the re-
mark, for I heard you say it.

Hon. C. G. LATHAMI: It is a funny
thing- that tile hion. member should be able
to know about these things.

M-Nr. Sleemian: You made thie remark iii
Committee; yo made it deliberately.

Han. 0. 0. LATHAM: Let us say I did
make the r-emuark, if that will satisfy the
hoin. member. I have no objectioan. I have
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definitely stated that members of a Govern-
nienlt have a p)erfctL right to see that there
is 5iilI('iellt labour with -which to harvest our
cr0115. I do not know whether 30s. a week, on
wLlhich at man has to fetid for himself, is I
very attractive thing. I certainly did not say
that that was too attractive.

Mr. Sleciiuti: You did.
Roni. C. (4. LATILAM: I dlid not. I ouir

asked the Converuint not to make the po.,i-
tion sullluientI - attractive to prev'ent farmi-
ci's fromt getting the labour they required
for the harvesting of their crops. Members
are ill [it, habit of twisting things to sit
the-mselves, and] to make political capital 010
of them, If it gives theml ally gratiication,
I am not sorry. After all, it is a matter of
opinion. M[embers opposite are entitled to
their opinion, thou-h. that does not make
the opinion right.

Mr. Sletnian: Yours wvas a. deliberate
statemient.

H~on. C. G.LAITM When onr iadus-
r,'i p are ini need of labour the Government
hare no ri~zht to enter into competition with
them. WeP bare Arhitration Court awards.
There can be no objection to members doing
what they like to encourage unionism. 'We
have never objected to that, so long as they,
do not force people to p~ay when joining up.
I do not know that myv remarks were so very
much worse than the action of the Tradesq
Hail, which Forcd tbese men to pay 2s. 6d1.,
and ke(ep uip two homles, though many oC
them wvere earning below the basic wrage.

Mi'. Sleniaii: You aire doing the sni.'
with the primary producers; what are yon
inrowliui'z about?

Hon. C. 411, LTIAM.%: I find that there
are 7.296 lpeople employed on relief work.
Of that number 1,221 are single men, all
2.212 are belowv the basic wage, and there
are still 3,965 of those workers eniployed
by the Government at below the basic wvage.
It is the policy of the Labour Party to im*-
prove~~ the position of the tpart-timle worker.-,
aid while I think some inilrovement
has been effected, T still believe the Govern.
meiit havte not done all they could for these
workers. Getting back to th~e p)osition of the
farmcrs. many I draw attention to the fact
that the 'Miniister for Lands; has bmeen eon-
tinually talking about the large sumns of
mnoney- that bare had to lie written off on ac-
count of lotsc;s. I saiggedt that ait some time
lie might turn his attention to the Auditor
GIenerals' re )orl. and lie will there see that

the Position is not iiearly so bad as is that
ot the State trading concerns; nothing like
it. The capital of the Agricultural Bank
is £11,666,000, anti on pmage 63 of the Audi-
tor General's. report that officer states with
reference to the amount of mooney ccl-
Ieted-

These results his:-li'atn practically one-
hallf of the capital invested in the bank was
not productive dutring the period. Adverst-
sevisoiis aiid lowv prices foir faint -, rodluce affec-
ted the position, but it ijpears to lie iiies'itablc-
thiat the recondlitioning of debts will involve a
heavy writing-down of the capital indebtedness,
and a continuing chrge against the ge-neral,
revenuies of thme State for interest and sinkig
fuiid on ''lost'' capital.

Then, on page T0 of the Auditor General's
report, that officeir deals with the State trad-
ing concerns, which brinig in nothing to the
people of the State. aiid whichi could well
be ean'ied on by private enterprise. Private
capital is always available for these undei'-
takings, and with the aid of which
they are always vcan'ied on success-
fulIly. The Auditor, General points to.
the pr'ofits paid to revenue aiid losses written
ot of the accounts wvlieh have affected the

hrofit and loss balances of certain concerns.
Ile quotes the Sawmills, Shipping Service,
B~rickworks, Boya Quarry, Hotels, fImplement
awl Engineering Works, and the Wyndhian
Freezing W"orks, and gives the loss since
the inception at LI 080,155; that, too, taking
into consideration the profits, made by the
State Sawmills and thea Hotels. Never a
word is said about these enterprises, and
it we are g~oing to talk about other losses
that have been incurred, let us talk about the
losses of the State enterprises. Lonmg before
the State Ship pine- Service was e-4abiished
on the coast, the people atlong the coast had
an adequate s~ervice, Only the other da, ' I
glot a report fromt -ii Eiqglish paper of 22
years agro, and thmat roport, dealing with a
shipping company trading on our coast, re-
ferred to letters of congratulation that the
coinpaiiy hail received frmn the people along
the Western Australian coast for the service
that had been rendlered by the company's
vessels. But the 0overnment, in their wis;-
donm or otherwise, found it necessary to enter
into competition with private enterpritte
along_ the conast.

Mr. Rodoreda: Tell] it about the Wyndl-
liani Freezing Works.

Hion. C. G. TATHA-M: They have been aL
-ostly experiment; their losses hare been



(3 NOVEMBER, 1936.J 1525

enormous, totalling no less a sum than
£1,335,000

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Would you close
them down?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I want notice of
that question. But what would be the good
of closing them down, since they are estub-
likhed? Their maniagement shows a lack of
business acumen. But I suppose the main-
ageenit (10 exactly as the Minister directs:
all( so it is precisely the same with
the trolley bases. The loss made on the
Shipping Service-

The Minister for Employment: You will
find it on page 10.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not reOlire
any assistance from you. The loss on the
Boya Quarry last year was £1,377, on the
Brickworks £1,294, on the Shipping Service
£34,436, on the Implement and Engineeri.ng
Works £12,298, and on the Wyndham Freez-
ing, Canning and Meat Exprt Works
£47,120. All this shows very clearly that
ventures of this description in which the
Govenient engage make a loss. Never has
there been reference by the Minister for
Lands to ally of the losses incurred by ser-
vices rendered by the State which could, be
better given by private enterprise. We do
not find State vc_ els on the Queensla..nd
coast, nor on the -New South Wales coast.
Not even dlid Mr. Lang attempt to run ships
along the -New South Wales coast. No, be-
cause he was too shrewd to do anything like
that. Yet we are engaging in all these tin-
profitable enterprises while a great number
of our people are living a life of degrada-
tion and poverty. Thus I claim there is no
need for mne to offer apologies for moving a
motion of wvaut of confidence in the Govern-
nient. There is yet one other matter to which
I wish to refer, and I have no doubt Minis-
ters know something about it. I do not
know whether the Minister for Works is re-
sponsible, but it occured when he attended
the last Premiers' Conference, on which occa-
sion-for which I give bins credit-he ob-
tained an additional £100,000 for road con-
struetion. Ma y I ask him whether be is
responsible for all anticle which appeared in
the "Daily -News" of the 28th of last month,
under the heading "Heavy Officialdom Sees
no Points in Grand Opera Subsidy.'
Really, it should be a comic opera subsidy.
The article reads-

There is to lie no Government subsidy for
grand opera in Australia.

Or for comic opera either.
This decision has been reached following dle-

cussions, between the Commnonwealth and State
Governments, most of whonm have opposed the
suggestion originally raised by the Wlestern
Australian Labour Government.

Did the Minister for Work, raise this ques-
tion?1

The point has been the subject of discussion
I Wen King's counsel, profess, ministers,
and even taxation commnissioners, but learned
ilisrussions on the beauty of Madame flutter-
fly'" and the brilliance of ''La Ilaheie ' have
conmc to nothing. Efforts have been made fromi
timne to time to interest Cabinets in grand
opera, but the intricacies of taxation aid the
complexities of budgets have claimed first at-
tention. It is interesting to note sonmc of the
names of time members of bie interstate sub-
commnittee which comnposed the final deaIth,
dirge. They included the Federal Treasurer
(Mr. Casey);- Mr. Manning, ]{.C., Attorney
tiencral of New South W~ales; Mt- Spooner, of
bathing costume famne; the Victorian Premier
(Mr. D~unstan); the Victorian Commissioner of
Taxes (Mr. Chenoweth) ;professor Brigden, of
Queensland, and Mr. A, A. INoolf, K.C., Crown
Solicitor of Western Australia.

That is probably why, the o-ther day, we
haed that Bill which you, M.%r. Speaker, were
good enough to rule out of order. Will the
Minister for W~orks tell us wvhether he was
justified in putting this up at the P'remsiers'
Conferenro, and whiether we should ask our
Cronm Solicitor to w~aite his time over moat-
ters of this description? Such a report ap-
pearig in the daily Press can only mnake us
look ridiculous. i appeared in the "D~aily
Newvs," which is very favourably disposd
towards Ministers. Indeed, to -dayv both
Perth newvspapers net as thme mouthpiece
of the Government. We find lead-
ing articles dealing with Bills and ap-
pearing on the day on which those Bills
are to be discussed. They contain instruc-
tions to the Government. A Press which
was always regarded as Conservative
and which supported this side of the Ijouse
has become Radical. 'Tue influence of the
Conservative Press is surprising. I suggest
that there is now no longer any need to
publish in the 'West Australian" news in
the interests of the Labour Government.
.May I conclude by saiyingr that the 'had'-s
Hall has dictated] the policy for the dis-
placement of the present tramway system
by trolley buses. The Trades Hall has dic-
tated the policy for a new steamecr; it has
dictn(ed the policy to o~erride the Arbitra-
tion Court awards; it has dictated the policy
to force the Government to introduce legis-
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lation to override the Arbitration Court de-
cisions: it has dictated the policy to intro-
duee legis;lation such as the Factorie-3 and
Shops Act, which will reduce employmnent:
a11d it haps dictated the policy to amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act so as to force
everybody to become a trade unionist. The
object of the last-named, of course, is to
increase their own finances. 'No assistance
has been rendered by this august body, withi
its outside control, to the farmer who finds
himself Lacing poverty and dtistress, or to
group settlers whose very independence has
been sapped from them, who haove been
forced to take charity from the hands of
the committees appointed by the Minister
for Lands, or to the sustenance worker emi-
ployed by the Government on part-time
work on much below the basic wvage, andl
ttemipting on that to keep two homes. The

policy of that outside organisation is to gi6ve
fhnse whio are already provided for, still
morec, whilst the other members of the comn-
munnity pre on the verge of starvation. The
present laek of policy is forcing off the land
our best farmers, and that is borne out by
the report of the Agricultural Bank Comn-
inussioners. The way hark to prosperity is
to render aid to our prhluary industries, and
re-establish lhm. Let the State Govern-
mnent ind the money, and then approach the
Federal Government and say, "This is all
the money wce can find, and we expect you
to come to our assistance." T suggest that
the Federal Government will not reply in
the neg ative but will render us that help
whichi our primiary industries need.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 ph~n.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willeoc-k-
Geraldton) [7.30J: T confess to a feeling of
disappointment at; the attitude of the
Country rarty with regard to the motion
now before the Chair. One need not ex-
pect very much gratitude in politics, parti-
cularly from those of an opposing party,.
Still, one coul hope that Opposition nwnii-
hers would at least be tolerant regarding
the party in power, whose M1inisters have
been endeavouring, by every means at their
command, to help themi and the pleL they
a ire supposed to represent. The present Go,-
einent believe iii doing first tihings first.
The 'Minister for Lands and I have hevii
giving almost undivided attention to the
prioblem involvedl in endeavouring to obtaiqi
thle necessary finance to carry the farmer-;

throughb the forthcoming season. The
Minister for Lands has been at my*
olbece repeatedly, and I have been
in his office f rom time to timie
discussing the matter in all its bearings. The
Treasuryofficials have been getting together
a mass of detailed data in an endeavour to
establish a reasonable case for assistance
fromt the Conixnoniwealth Government. The
Commissioners of the Agricultural Bank,
particularly the Chairman, and the Bank
officials have heen endeavouring, in every
possible ivay, to secure all the available in-
formantion so as to assist in enabling us to
have a full and proper ease to put before
the Federal Government in support of our
endeavour to secure the financial as;sistance
that is needed. No spur has been required
to encourage us to do so. We do not want
to he pushed into doing what we actually
have been doing.r It appears we are not to
get very muclh consideration at all because
only yesterday I receive a telegram from
the Prime Minister with reference to the case
wve have been presenting with the object of
securing- assistance because of the serious
and parlouk plight of the wheatgrowers in
Western Australia. The telegram from the
Prime M3inister read:-

Your letter fourteenth October embodying
application for further grant assistance whecat-
growers Western Australia. 'Matter has re-
ceivedl full consideration. While difficulties
whbich confront your State in this connection
nppreeiated, it is regretted Commeinwvealtm Gov-
eraient unable see its way clear accede your
reqnest.

It seems to mne that if there is a
motion of no confidence to be moved in
connection with ny Government, it should
be not in respect of the State Government
hut rather should it be launched by our re-
presentatives in thie Federal Parliament who
should take steps to see that we, in our
time of trouble, secure assistance from the
Commonwealth authorities on behalf of our
farmers who are in dire distress. DXhe
Federal Government have refused our claim
for assistance, and we, the State Govern-
ineit, are energetically prosecuting still
further our claim for hell) from the Federal
Glovernmnent. 'Neverthecless, bcautse we are
jproseeuting our claim in that direction, we
are suibject to a motion of no confidence, and
thei Federal flovernuient, who hnave it wvithin
their power to grant financial assistance,

aelet off, and nothing is said regarding
their attitude. We do not expec the

1,526
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Federal Government to accept all the re-
sponsibilities regarding the trouble with
which the wvleatgrowers of Western Aus-
tralia are confronted. We have never ex-
pected that. On the other hand, we re-
cognise wre must accept our share of the
burden, hut we do exp)ect help from the
Federal Government who, as I remarked
when introducing the Loan Estimates, have,
as a matter of settled policy during the past
six years, considered it their ditty to render
assistance to people in trouble. On this oc-
eassion, according to the information at our
disposal, they consider there is no necessity
for any assistance to be rendered by them.
Thtat is the attitude of the Federal Govern-
nient regarding this problem. For my part,
during the past two or three wveeks, I have
lived for the time when I could go to Mfel-
hourne and submit the ease in the interest,
of the people of Western Australia. I
recognise that it is not in the interests% of
the farmers only that we require assistance.
I know as well as the Leader of the Opposi-
tion or any member of the House that unless
the farmers receive sonic assistance to carry
on, it will be vry detrimental to the inter-
ests of thne State as a whole. In those cir-
cumstances, we are not endeavouring to
secure as~sistanc just for the farmers, but
for the farmers so that the people of West-
ern Australia may be helped to continue the
production of wealth. The Leader of the
Opposition, haiving done the wrong thing-
that is, having moved a motion of this
description at the present stage-has gone
further and has done thle wrong thing
wrongly. He has done the wrong thing by
moving his niotion of no confidence at the
p~resenit juncture wvhen he has hadl any numn-
ber of other opportunities to do so. This
problem is not something newv; it his not
cropped tip during tine past few daYs. Thle
p~osition rvgardinug the agricultural industry
has been known for week-s and weeks.

M-%r. Marshall :For years and years.

The PREMIER : Not in regard to this
season, hut certainly the existing position
has been known for weeks. Notwithstand-
ing- that fact, the Leader of the Opposition
waited until just on the eve of thle Premier
going to the Loan) Council to submit a ca-e
for Western Australia, and his action has
had the effect of preventing the Premier
from attending that conference. But the
Leader of the Opposition airily says it does

not make much difference who attends the
meeting of the Loan Council.

The Minister for Lands: That is his ex-
clise.

The PREMIER: The Lender of the Op-
position is indifferent as to whether the
State is represented by' the mail who can
.speak with the most authoritative voice. I
do not claim I have superior cap~acitv to
that of anyone else in the State, but I do
happen to occu py tile position that enables
me to speak wyith anl authoritative voice, and
commit the Government to do things that
may he necessary in the p~rocess of arriving
at anl agreement. 1,21 us examine the alter.
native. For the relief of the farmers, it is
imperative that the State be represented by
the Premier. I do not wish to infer that
time Minister for Mines (Hion. S. AV.
Munsie), who will represent the State at
the meeting of the Loan Council, has not the
necessary capacity, or that he will rnt have
a moss of information to deal with the
matter effectively, hut he does not happen
to he either the Premier or thme Treasurer
of Western Australia. I would remind the
Leader of the Opposition that tile garb and
prmestige of authority in particular circumn-
stainces efl-rma~ trmnflnlflP degree of in-
fluence. If, for instance, the Leader (if thle
Opposition and two or three of his followvers
and other people, or some other crowd of
people, happened to be engaged in a brawvl,
and some private individual intervened with
the object of separating them, probably no
notice wvould be taken of his efforts.
Onl the other 110 ud, should a police-
man, clothed with authority regarding
thne maintenance of law, and order,
appear on the scene where something was
goxn', on that lie could prevent, the very sight
of his unifonm, which indicated his authority.
might be sufficient to quell the disturbance.
Similarly with regard to the Premier. The
Premier is the representative of the Govern-
nient, clothed with authority by his Cabinet
to conduct negotiations in the best way
piossible. He can wvith authority comimit his
Government to do certain things, whereas if
another Minister attends he can only say,
"I think that will be suitable for my G~ov-
ernmenit. I wvill recommiend that it be done,
hut until I have hadl consultation.wvitb the
Government, or the leader of the Govern-
ment, I call do n more than think it will be
acceptable." It is a distinct disability to any
"tate to he represented by a Minister other
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than the Premuier who alone can carry
authority in a council of this description.
There are three reas ons why it is necessary'
for the Premier to be there. The first is that
the diseusion will 1be a Treasury matter,
purely financial. And while all Ministersi
may have some knowledge, even considerable
knowledge, of what the financial position is.
and the re-quiremients of the State, they have
not that knowledge of detail in regard to
vircumstances xhiclt occur daily and even
hourly, and which affect the position. Sec-
ondly there is the psyc vhological aspect to be
conlsidered. It is neeecsar-y to take into vonl-
sideration. the effect on other people at the
[loanl Council or the attendance of the
Premuier. We Ore to a very -reat extent
dependent onl the goodwill of other people
present at such a conference. They will
naturally say "Tile pleople in Western Aus-
tralia cannot be very concerned in connee-
lion with this application for assis tanlce he-
NauN they doi not think it worth while for
the-ir Premier to attend." They will take the
view that if it isa a matter of as great im-
portance 115 the Minister representing the
State declareb; if it is of suc-h iimortance
that it is necessary for themn to practise self-
denial, and to ierain from spendingl Loan
money in their own States in order to help
A1restterIl Australia, then surely it is worth
while for the Premier of the State to he
prTeent and pros-ecute a claim being made
on behalf (if the State. If it is not sulliciently
important for that, they may say that it doesl"
not warrant very s'rious consideration on
their part. 'When I was discussin- the mat-
ter over the phone with the chairmni of the
Lo(an Council, Mr. Casey, on Saturday, I
told him I was, sorry I was prevented from
attetiding. HIe wa, sorry I could not go. and(
lie senlt In a wirie onl Saturday containing
thleflhiin

As no tlovcrnniprat has mlore at stake as
re~gards tile business of this Loan Council mieet-
ing than Wrstern Au~tralia, I believe that time
ittervsts (if voumr State necessitate its climsin
bing lint fnrw'anl wit!i thle m1ost aultbora-tive
vomeo thlat is possile.

If that docv, nrt mean the State s-houild be
repre.sented by the Leader of the Govern-
inent. I do tnot kinow what it does meanil.
It imnplie, that so far as representation 4)!

this Rtate at the Loan Concil is conerined,
the a.meinve of the TPieosurei w~ill have : iii
effect *-ri the umemmiheits. of the Loan Council
which untaubtedlr will Ili- detrimental to lb,
interests ot' XWesteti' Australia. We will
niot get the consideration we wold harev

received had the Premier been there. I do
not wanlt to disparagze the capacity of the
M.Ninister for Mines in ally way wha tever. I
know hie wviil put up a good ease, and hie will
he supplied with. as miuch information as

pe ble ut he will not have that WeaLith. Of
detail in hlis, lossessioni which mna; make a
differencse, le could not he expected to) have

it.no mian could. he expected to have it who
k- not administering the department. Heo will
not have that detailed knowledge which will
lie necessary to eluc-idate sonmc little point
which inn;' he tile deciding factor in regard
to the negotiations. The third re-ason I
hopled to ha able to attend was that I thought
f would be able to go to the Council and

sythat I bad behind ine in any request. I
might inaka the unanimous wvish, desire,
demand, of the people of the whole of WVest-
ern Australia. I cannot say, and the 'Mini-
ister for M1ines cannot say, that thle request
has tile unanimous support of the people of
Western Australia, for the simple reason
tihat the Government prosecuting this claim
onl behalf of the farmers with the utmost
energy, are facing a motion of no-confidence
and censurie becaunse of their supposed atti-
tilde to the distress and poverty existing
aitiong farmners. Supposing I had gone to
Victoria on Saturday nig-ht and this motion
had been carried. "What would have been the
position ill regard to Western Australia at
this ritiL meceting- of the Loan Council !We
conild not be retpresented at all. The Loan
Council meeting would terminate iii two or
thirce days , and would not meet for a. consid-
erable time, and, whatever Western Aus-tralia
wanted, the request would have to he made
by mevinans of correspondence, which seldomn
brings satis;factory results-. Of course if
tile motion we-rc carried the Govermenit
wouild have to resign, and all negotiations;
with the Loan Council or in connection with
any othepr matter oF public busines, would
have to ho terminated. I suppose the Leader
oif thle Oppos"ition, when hie moved this ino-
tion, mocved it with the idea of its being suc-
essful. If he moved it with the idea of
bringing the disahbilities of the farmers before
the Hoslie could have done that in other
ways, and would have been afforded even'y
oppoI~rtunity to do so.

The M-Niniqcr for Emiploymvient: It is; really
;iil outlet for his bad temper.

The IREMIER : If I h.1d ignored the
"il ,utii ;omm goIfl to thi' Loan Council,

that wouldl have been enti rely unsa tisfactory.
It i.; an veemieitiin principle inl regard to
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responsible Government that if a Govern-
ment is attacked with regard to its adminis-
tration, the Leader of the Government for
the time being, no matter who he may be,
is the one on whom the attack is concen-
trated, and whose duty it is to reply on
behalf of the Goveranent. Of course it was
said that a pair would be granted. That
is not very satisfactory. It seems a poor
kind of offer to mnake. The Leader of the
Opposition could get up and say what he
liked to disparage the Government in every
possible way, and bring things forward
which might have been said or done by the
Leader of the Government and the leader of
the Government would be away and un-
able to make any response. That is
never done. The leader of the Gov-
erment, whoever he may be, always
has to reply and state the case so far as
the administrative acts of his Government
arc concerned. I think it is unprecedented
for an amazing muotion of this kind to he
moved in such circumstances. We have had
45 or 46 years of responsible government,
and I cannot remember an instance of this
kind-of a motion of censure being moved
when the Premier is going away to represent
his State at an important conference-to
repr.esent his State, not his party. I would
not go to Melbournic to represent the Labour
Party, hut to represent Western Australia.
Tt hafs been usual in such circumstances over
all these years that when the leader of the
Rouse bas~ had to be absent on State bisi-
uepss, it has been recognised that he is
going on State business and no action
has been taken to embarrass the Gov-
ernment during the time he has been away.
So if I go away, I san in the wrong, and] if
I stay here I aim pmtting- the State to a fien-
ens disadvantage-a position in which I do
not wish to place the State. I do not know
that the Leader of the Opposition even
dreamed that this motion would be carried;
I do not know whether he wants it to be
carried. I do not know on whose behalf he
is moving it, whether on his own behalf or
on behalf of the Opposition front bench, or
on behalf of the party as a whole, or in col-
laboration with the National Party, or in
what capacity or respect he has moved it.
It seems to me he is making a bid for the
Premiership by an action and in a way that
has never previously been attempted.

Mr. Raphael: And what a mess be would
make if he were to 'win!

The PREMIIER: We have had some ex-
perience of that, and we may have something
to say about it later. But the Leader of the
Opposition preews himself on his inegni-
cent offer of a pair. I do not think it is
either a magnificent or a magnanimous oiler.
If anything, it might be regarded as a bribe
to the Leader of the House to go away,
knowing that as far as hie was concerned it
was just a matter of aL vote. Then the
Leader of the Opposition could say all that
he wanted to say, and subsequently content
himself by refraining from voting on the
motion because I had accepted his offer of a
pair. 'Most men would have scorned to take
action of this kind. There is no justification
for any urgency in regard to -the motion.
The position of the wheat-growing industry
has been well known for weeks, and the
Leader of the Opposition now wants to know
uitat plans we have made to meet it. To
some extent I indicated, when introducing
the Than Estimates, what line of tactics
would be taken in regard to it. We cannot
say everything; it all depends on the course
of the negotiations as to what will be done.
Now there seems to be some grave urgency
about moving in regard to that mnatter. Actu-
ality there was no urgency about that, nor
was there any urgency shonut the unlenploy-
ment position, which hat-, been improving
for months past. As for the trolley
buses, the Government announced their in-
tention months ago, beore the present 'Min-
ister for Railways was in office, notwith-
standing which the Leader of the Opposi-
tion dilated on the alleged pressure brought
by the Trades Hall upon the Minister. I
asked him how he came to imply that the
Minister for Railways had had pressure
brought. upon him by the Trades Hall. The
recommendation in regard to trolley buses
first camne from the Commissioner of Rail-
ways. Does the Leader of the Opposition
imnply that the Trades Hall wvent to the Comn-
missioner and endeavoured to influence hins
in his responsible position? Nothing- of the
sort- The Commigsioner of Railways, by
virtue of his position, is in charge of railway
assets representing over 25 millions of
money, and tramnway assets representing
over a million of money. The Commnis-
sioner, wanti ng to preserve those assets,
made a recommendation as to what he
thought the right thing to he done re-
garding the Claremont trainway. Can all
these matters become so urgent ta o
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confidence motion must be moved on the
first sitting day on which the Premier would
be out of the State attending to the business
of the State at the Loan Council? In the
heat of his anger the other night the Leader
of the Opposition said that a despicable
action had been taken in regard to the ruling
oat of order of the Agricultural Bank Act
Amendment Bill. I do not know who took
the despicable action. It was not taken by
the Government, and so far as I was aware,
the action that was subsequently taken iw
not known to the Government until it was
taken. The Government did not know what
was going to be done about the Bill. So
T do not know wiho took this despicable
action, but I think we can eharaeterise the
efton of the Leader of the Opposition in
denying to the State representation at the
Loam CouaciJ, as an action that can rightly
be termed despicable.

The Minister for Employmnent: And
treacherous, too.

The PREMIER: You cam call it that if
30u. like.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Ile is utterly irre-
sponsible.

The PREMIER: And the Leader of the
Opposition indicated that in future
the Government would get no considera-
tion. from him. For the last 10 or 15
years successive Laders of the Opposi-
tion have to a great extent co-operated
with the Government of the day
and exercised towards thema courtesy and
consideration when the interests of the State
were concerned. I do not think the Leader
of the Opposition, even although he hap-
pened to he angry and suffering from pique
on Wednesday night last, is going to alter
that very desirable state of affairs -which has
eharacterised the conduct of the Legislative
Assembly in this State-in contradistinction
to what occurs in various other States of
Australia-by insisting that he will give no
consideration to the Government, even when
they are anxious to do something in the
interests of the State. I know he is impul-
sive and that sometimes he says things he is
sorry for afterwards, but I refuse to believe
he is going to alter the cordial attitude that
not only he, but also the Leader of the
National Party and the Leader of the Labour
Party when in Opposition have extended
towards the Government of the day when the
interests of Western Australia were eon-

.oerned. The Leader of the Opposition said

he would not have taken this action except
for the fact that the Agricultural Bank Act
Amendment Bill was ruled out of order. I
do not know, but it seems to me that this re-
veals the outrageous action he took in all its
scandalous light. it is a dreadful thing for
the Leader of the Opposition to take such
an acetion for so small and paltry a reason.
lie admits that only because he is suffering
from a sense of pique. Because at that par-
tieulur stage onl that particular evening some
members of the Opposition could not discuss
that Bill, he was prepared to prejudice the
position of the farmers by keeping the
Premier away from the meeting of the Loan
Council. To me it savours of the action
ipf a spoilt child, rather than of a man of
responsibility. I did not think be could have
allowed his impulsiveness to go to such
lengths; I suppose it had degenerated into
anger.

Mr. Cross: He wanted the right to break
the Standing Orders.

The PREMIER: I do not know what he
wanted to do, hut I know what he has done.
By moving, this, motion, he has denied the
State the right of being represented by the
moit authoritative voice that could speak on
its behalf at a miost vital meeting, the de-
liberations of which will have a tremendous
effect on the future of Western Australia,
particularly din rag the next 12 or 18 months.
Then let me call attention to the sublcty of
the terms in which the motion is couched. I
needed a long time to find out why he had
adopted those terms in his motion. I won-
dered why he had brought in the reference
to the producers of butter fat. Was it be-
cause he thought he might get the support
of the member for Nelson (Mr. Doust) wbo
happens to he interested in that industry 9

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: He did not speak
in that way.

The PREMIER: He did not speak in that
way. Perhaps he found out that the member
for Nelson might not be an enthusiastic sup-
porter and couched the motion in language
valculated to make his support not problem-
atical but certain. I have no doubt that the
member for Nelson will be here before the
debate closes and he will be able to indicate
whether he is anxious to displace the present
Government or to express his; confidence in
them.

Mr. Doney: You do not suggest that there
is anything improper in including the refer-
ence to butter fat1f
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The PREMIER: No; I was speaking of
the subtle wording of the motion to secure
the support of all parties on that side of the
House. It seemed to me that every dog must
have his bone. Evidently the Leader of the
Opposition reasoned that he must give one
thing to certain members and another thing
to other members until everybody on that
side was brought into line and able to sup-
port the motion so that the present Govern-
ment would be displaced and the Leader of
the Opposition would succeed to the Premier-
ship. I suppose the reference to unemploy-
ment is held out as a tempting bait to the
newly-elcted member for East Perth in
order to secure his support.

Mr. Hughes: But what about the refer-
ence to the reclamation?

The PREMIER: I do not know whether
the attitude of the member for East Perth
during the time he has been in the House
has been such as to encourage in the Leader
of the Opposition the hope of securing his
support on a motion of want of confidence.

Mr. Hughes: You said I would do every-
thing that was unfavourable.

The PREMIER: I said a ]ot of things
and the hon. member said a lot more. In
ease any possible recruits might otherwise
have been overlooked, the Leader of the
Opposition included a reference to the Swan
River reclamnation. The wonderful amount
of money spent on the reclamation work is
£15,000.

Mr. Cross: How much did South Perth
pay last year?

The PREMIER: The South Perth Road
Board contributed some amount towards the
scheme. In any event, the expenditure has
been thoroughly justified. If the Govern-
ment felt disposed] to sell the reclaimed land,
which no Government would do, I suppose
we could recover ten times the cost of the
work. The Government do not look at the
cash value of any particular work cardied
out in the interests of the people as a whole.
How far would that comparatively small
amount go towards relieving all the distress
about which the Leader of the Opposition
spoke so eloquently? How far would
£15,000 go amongst 3,000 or 4,000 people
not in receipt of the basic wage?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: The amount is
£16,000 a year.

The PREMIER: Very reliable authorities,
the Agricultural Bank Commissioners, esti-
mate that the cost of relieving distress in
the agricultural industry will entail, not a

mere £15,000, but £800,000. We have Ho

reason to think that that is an extravagant
estimate. In the past estimates by the Agri-
cultural Bank Commissioners have proved
to be almost correct, and we may accept this
statement at its face value. Anyhow I be-
lieve it is near the mark. There was no
necessity whatever for the Leader of tihe
Opposition to move a motion of want of
confidence. He could have tabled & motion
to bring under the notice Of the House the
condition of the people in the agricultural
areas, if he thought the House was not aware
of the position. The member for Irwin-
Moore (Hon. P. ID. Ferguson) was of opin-
ion last week that the Government should
organise a party to tour the Stale in order
to ascertain the position.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: And the Govern-
ment were not sufficiently interested to do
it.

The PREMIER: We were interested, but
we did not consider that the expenditure of
the money in that direction at this time was
necessary to inform members of Parliament
of something they already knew. Every
man in a responsible public position knows
that the people engaged in the agricutbral
industry are in a very parlous condition.

Hon. P. D). Ferguson: You cannot appre-
ciate it nless you see it.

The PREMIER: I have seen sonic of it.
Hon. P. D. Ferguson: You mnight appre-

ciate it.
The PREMIER: I do. The bare state-

ment that, in certain districts where a tre-
mendous area had been put under wheat,
there has been only 3J to 4 inchecs of
rain during the growing period, would be
sufficient to convince any ignoramus that it
would not be possible to reap reasonably
good crops, and therefore the farnuers must
be suffering from some despair and dis-
ability. The Leader of the Opposition could
have moved a motion in the ordinary way
and said all he desired to say in support of
the farmers. If he bad consulted me, I
would have facilitated his moving the
motion, even to the extent of giving it pre-
cedence over Government business. When I
first took my seat as Leader of the House,
I told the Leader of the Opposition that I
was prepared to extend all possible courtesy
and consideration to his party. I have en-
deavoured to do so. Perhaps through want
of thought I have not done everything pos-
sible, but I have endeavoured to carry out
that promise. Even if I had not offered
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to give his motion precedence to ensure its
early discussion, the hion. member could
have moved the adjournment of the House
so that the matter would receive i~mediate
consideration. The hon. member had those
opportunities to bring the matter before the
House and explain the exact position so that
everybody would he aware of the facts.

M1r. Withers: He wanted the notoriety.
The PREMIER: If the Leader of the

Op position suet-eeded in displacing the
present Government sonic other Government
must take offie, and 1 do not know that the
alternative of a Government led by the lion
member would be of imninse benefit to the
people of the S-tate.

31r. Cross: It would not.
The PREMI1ER: I do not know what

the lion. memiber and his supporters
have done to justify the opinion they might
hold, but which other people do not hold,
tha-t a Gov'rrnmnent formed. from that side
of the House would lie preferable to the
present Government. . I travel about the
country a good deal, and coin into contact
with miany farmers. They say, "We (10 not
vote for you as at Lahonyr tiy, but you
give us a fair deal in those things that
you are able to dIO in connection with agri-
cultural waftIers." I have no desire to quote
the historic aitteranee of the member for
Avoil (Mr. Boyle).

Mr. Boyle: I have been waiting for that.
The PRFL,%VIEl: I am sorry to disappoint

the hion. miember. The opinion he held at
that time has been shared by numbers. of
people. He may still hold the opinion that
whatever has been done for the agricultural
industry, bas been done by the Labour Party.
I do not know whether he has altered his
opinion. There are many people in tbe
agricultural districts who, because of prin-
ciple, say, 'We agriculturists must stick to-
gether. We will vote for the Country Party,
hut we admit that the Labour Party has;
always done a good job and a fair thing by
the farmers." MIemibers. opposite know that
is so. Where is no cavilling about what
the Labour Party has done for the man
on the land. When dealing with the Loan
Estimates I referred to the extension of the
Coolgardie water scheme to Barbalin, so
that we could be assured that farmers in
the area would be certain of adequate
water supplieg during the whole of what
mnight be drought pecriods in the future. All
the gratitude we zot from the Leader of

the Opposition was, -'it ought to have been
done a year or two ago."

Mr. 'Marshall: It could have been done
daring the time lie was in office.

The PRE11iER: I do not know that the
neces~sity arose at that time. The dam at
Barbalin contained a considerable amount of
water. Since then, because of the adverse
tAiinatic conditionsi it has been demonstratedl
that in dryv year, there is not nearly at'-
te jent water available for such a big agrioni-
tural district. When this position be-
camec apparent, the Government immediately
stepped into the breach and put in hand this
work, One would have expected-although
we do not alwa3-8 get it-at least toleranve,
if not gratituide, for what -we have dlone for
even that part of the agricultural area. The
alternative to a Labour Government would he
a Government headed by the 'Leader of the
Opposition. I remember some fiye or six years
azo severely criticising that hon. gentleman
whvien he was a member of the pruvioiis
Government. At that time whveat had falln
to somewhere between Is. 8d. and Is. 10d. a
hu-diel. Faniners iveie in grave doubt a--
to how they would be able to carry on when
such prices were ruling. I said that everyv
pound that could be saved should be con-
served for assistance to farmners through
this period of stress through which they
were passing on aceount of low and unre-
Vaunerative prices, It seemed then that they
would be unable to early on successfully-
The lion. gentlemnan, as, Minister for Lands,
instead of coniserving, the money for the,
assistance of these pieop~le, although he is
very solicitous abont them to-day, started
anothier group settlemnent at Nornalup and
the F1rankland 'River. 'That money could have
been used at the time to 'assist farmers in
the distress which it was apparent even then
they wcauld suffer. I suppose that is the
way in which he would administer the affairs
of State again. Hie would establish some
other settlement rather than help those
already on the land to get out of the mire
into which they have fallen. The motion
says that the Glovernment no longaer have
the confidence of the House because of their
attitude towards the distres and poverty
existing,1 amongst the farners. The cm-
plaint of the Leader of the Opposition is
that we have no polIicy. We have the
policy we carried on last year. Money waRj
founth then from different sources. Seine aof
it was, Federal money. As I said on the Sup-
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ply Bill, more of the money spent on dis-
tressed farmers camne from the State than
from the Federal grant. The figure wag
about £306,000, of which less than £160,000
at that stage had been provided by the Comn-
muonwenith, and about £170,000, from State
funds. I said on that occasion that we in-
tended to go on with that policy, that we
would get thle money somewhere. We are
entitled to recive some consideration, and
even though we are at a disadvantage in
that, as Treasurer. I shall not be able to
attend the Loan Council meeting, I still
think we shall receive some consideration.
No serious fault was found with the drought
relief of last year. We had a drought in
certain areas then, and we took steps to deal
fairly with those concerned, though not
ultra-uenerously. We have a respousi-
bilitv towards ever ' one in the State, and we
deal as fairly, as we can, in the cireumn-
stanrces, with all. The same position will
apply th is Year. I have not heard of any
grrave comp11 laints about what the Govern-
merit have done. The membier for Mft.
Marshall, at a meeting, said that although
he was in opposition to thle lirewcnt Govern-
meat hie admitted freelv that they could he
trusted to take care of' the people in the
droUght-strirlien areas. I do not know that
lie hias any cause to alter his opinion eon-
cerning wvhat the Goveinie,,t dlid then, or
what we propose to do nowv. I have already
explained the steps we propose to take. If
the Leader of the Opposition say3 that is not
aI pi ' v. I dlo not know what hie does "'ant.
It is an organised a ttempt to assist peolple
who are in vci-v serious and dire trouble.
Last year T had a list of all that has been
done. We spent. in round figures £C50,000
on chaff, sustenance wns provided, wire
nettiiig was purchased, £12,000 was spent on
fuel, £1,700 on seed wheat, £7,000 on spare
parts, £:5,300 on wages, over £1,000 on water
supplies, £15,000 on seed and hay to lien
holders, £9,000 on super since June, £:2,600
on guaranteed super supplies, miners' settle-
ment advances £C12,000, scoops and ploughs
£240, or £120,000 in all. When we dis-
cussed the matter iii Cabinet some months
ago, at a time wvhen it was apparent that
the Government would have to do something
in the North-East because of the unpropiti-
ous season and the drought conditions then
threatening, we debated whether we would
purchase chaff to the tune of 50,000 worth.
We debated whether we would take the risk

of buying at that stage and whether it would
he necessary to do so. The remark was
made that if we got out of the trouble for
C50,000, the State of Western Australia
would be extremely lucky. The £50,000 was
spent on chaff long before it was absolutely
necessary, but we spent it then so as to
secure it at a price that would prevent those
who wanted the chaff from being exploited
when they did need it. We still have the
organisation that we had last year, and we
have made arrangements for the purchase of
more chaff. The Minister for Lands; tells
me that while he was in consultation with
the Agricultural Bank an officer said, "WVe
will buy three or four thousand tons of
chaff," whereupon the Minister said, "Go
away and buy double that quantity." UJpon
returning, the officer said, "We have got
some more." Thereupon the Minister told
hIra to go and get more yet. That illus-
trates the Government attitude in regard to
conserving- agriceultural iterets. We
bought the chaff at a price reasonable in the
circumstances,' a price which will allowv of
chanff being supplied to farmers in trouble at
not prices of exploitation but prices% reason-
able iii the circumstances. Unfortunately
for the State and the farmers as well, the
relief on fhiq occa~sin will have to 1be con-
siderably greater. I suppose the area
affected this year is almost three times as
great as it was last year. Therefore the
Government's responsibility will he trebled.
However,' as I have said, the necessary organ-
isation qti11 exists. The Agricultural Hank
has been constituted the authority for pro-
viding relief to necessitous farmers. The
Leader of the Opposition said the Govern-
ment had no policy in this matter, but that
the Agricultural Bank had thc policy. The
Bank was carrying out the policy of the
Government, which is to provide relief for
distressed farmers out of money supplied by
the Treasury. I said on the Loan, Estimates
that if necessity arose for the State to ad-
vance yet more money, the State would ad-
vance it, not on an ultra-generous scale but
on a scale sufficient to maintain the stand-
ard of last year and to enable the farmers
to carry on. When I made that statement,
the Leader of the Opposition and the memn-
ber for Avon (.%r. Boyle) felt sum. that the
Government would do something compara-
tively satisfactory in the circumstances of
that particular time. Some members may
have carefully forgotten, in order to be able
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to debate this motion, that when introducing
the Loan Estimates I also said that if the
money could not be secured otherwise, every-
thing on the Loan Estimates would have to
be drastically recast, as the Government's,
primary responsibility was to dis-
tressed agriculturists. What ampler
,expression of policy than that does
the Leader of the Opposition want?
The Government of the day state that
they acknowledge their primary respon-
sibility to be to those people engaged
in -agriculture and who are distressed. I
amplified those remarks at a later stage.
I do not know that I could have said any-
thing more definite or more conclusive. I
am completely at a loss to know what else
I could say regarding the Government's
policy of relief for necessitous farmers.
That declaration of policy may not be sat-
isfactory to everybody. Some people may
want more, but there is an expression of
policy on the part of a Government with
a full sense of responsibility, an expression
-which would be satisfactory to people in
need of assistance. What have we not done
in regard to the farmers that we should
have done? Up to the present, what should
we have done that we have not done?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You are not at the
meeting of the Loan Council, for one thing.

The PREMIER: I do not accept respon-
sibility for nly not being there. I believe
I have mnade mny position clear on that
point.

lon. W. DL. Johnson: The Leader of the
Opposition has to accept that responsi-
bility.

11ion. C. 0. Lathain: And you have to ac-
ept responsibility for not being in London.

The PREMIER: We have taken every
step to secure all possible informnation en-
abling us to deal adequately with the situa-
tion. To distressed farmers we have s,-nt
out tforins inquiring what they ha cc in the
way of seed wheat, for instance, artd if
they -have no seed wheat or not sufficiet
who arc the nearest ncighlicurs that min
supply seed wheat, which the Bank wouldl
purchase? Similar inquiries have been made
with regard to fodder. We have done every-
thing that can reasonably be expected. ITh:e
Chairman of the Agricultural Bank onm-
niission went through the distressedl areas
-not a joy-ride by any ineans-to as~er-
tamn the exact position. Hle has tfurnished
a report indicating that an atmunt Of

about £800,000 will bare to be found.
There is only one way to relieve the posi-
tion, and that is by obtaining money for
the purpose. It was my intention, natur-
ally, to go to the Loan Council and put up
a special plea for consideration. My plea
would have been firstly to the Common-
wealth Grovernment in the matter of a
grant, although from replies to correspon-
dence it seems that we hare not much hope
in that direction. Still, I was prepared
to put up a fight in order to get the Federal
authorities to realise the position here and
to enable us to carry out the settled policy
of Australia that of helping people in dis-
tress. If that plea failed-I do not think
we have reason to believe it should have
failed entirely-I would bare put up a re-
quest to the Loan Council to give this State
authority to borrow additional money, so
that Western Australia of its own respon-
sibility could do something to assist in the
carrying-on of this great industry which is
in such severe distress at the present time.
As a self-reliant people, Western Austra-
lians are prepared to take their share of
the burden. I do not expect the Federal
Government just to 'hand over a million
pounds to the people of Western Australia
and say, " Spend it as you like; you are
in trouble to that extent.'' I do not expect
that at all, but I do expect the Federal
authorities to meet the situation by giving
something adequate to the extent of their
responsibility. Whatdver additional funds
were required, we could arrange to furnish
oil behalf of' the State out of loan money
which would have to be added to our loan
indebtedness and on which we would have
to pay interest, In that respect we would
accept full liabiity on behalf of the
people of the State. I canniot give the
details of the ease to be submitted. I do
not want to prejudice any negotiations
which the M1inister for M1ines inay engage
in onl behalf of the State. The 'Minister is
fully awvare of all the cireumistances, aind
lie hias beeit authorisedl tom rommit the State
to sonic extent in the miatter of relief. We
are prepared to shoulder our share of the re-
sponsibility for the lpniIi~Ol of money for
this particular purpose. I find myself in a
se-nse haiti-strung and tongue-tied in this
matter. I am) ham-strung in not being able
to attend the meeting of the Loan Council,
and I am tongue-tied in that I am not able
to speak in the place where I should have
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been able to express the views of the people
of Western Australia in regard to the
measure of assistance they expect from thu
Commonwealth Government by way of
grant and from the Loan Council by way of
increased authorisation to borrow. The
next item in the motion of want of confi-
dence deals with group settlement. I do
not want to say very much on that subject.
I believe everybody is aware of the posi-
tion. I do not know what fault can be
found with the Government regarding that
matter. Pl-arlianment passed the Agricul-
tural Bank Act giving the Commissioners
definite powers over group settlements
and other Bank clients. So far the
Agricultural Bank Commissioners have
administered the Act with sympathy and
with discretion. They have, of course, en-
countered some cases, where they did not
feel warranted in accepting the responsibi-
litv of advancing more money-cases of
clients who were not playing the game. Be-
cause there are ten or a dozen black sheep
among them, I most certainly don not say
that all the group settlers, are, bad. I may
mention an experience of one settler who
had 17 cows and who accounted for only
about 28 lbsi. of butter-fat in a month. That
in to saiy, one lb. of butter-fat each day for
17 cows. We know from the details Avail-
able from the Railway Department that a
considerable quantity of butter-fat hats been
consigned from a particular district for dle-
spatcli elsewhere, and the Agricultural Bank
Commissioners have no knowledge as to
where that butter-fat came from. We know,
too, that certain people on the groups have
been selling butter to storekeepers and doing
all sorts of things. I do not desire to charge
all group settlers. with such actions, or to
say that all must be branded with the tar
brush. On the other hand, I do say that
some of the settlers have not played the
game. The Commissioners of the Agricultural
Bank, in view of the experiences they have
had with some settlers, have to he ultra-
careful in their dealings with some of the
settlers. At the same time, when it is demon-
strated to7 the Commissioners that settlers
cannot carry on there will he no lack, of
sympathy, if the Commissioners carry out
the policy of the Government, and the House
can rest assured that the Commissioners. of
the Agricultural Bank will do so. That is
the Government's policy in connection with
group settlers. Altogether upwards of
£10,000,000 ha been involved in promoting

the group settlement scheme, with the pro-
vision of roads, bridges, drainage, and many
other public works in the districts concerned.
Of the capital advanced to the group sett-
lers, there has been a substantial writing-off
and to-day only about £1,250,000 is debited
against the group settlers, and the average
interest payment works out at about £1 per
week. The group settler has his farm, stock,
machinery and so forth all for £1 per week.
Most people in the metropolitan area have
to pay that mnuch in rent alone, and do. mot
have stock, machinery, and other things
thrown in as well. I do not desire to deal at
length with group settlement matters as not
much has been said regarding that phase.
The Government, through the Commission-
ers of the Agricultural Bauk, are prepared
to do a, fair thing for the people who in
turn do a fair thing to the Government. We
are not justified iii doing more. We
are not justified in doing les, and
wr shall continue to give the setlers; a fail-
opportunity to carry on. If, on their part,
they play the game hairly, they will find no
lack of sympathy exhibited by the Govprn-
mnt through the Agriecultum]l Bank. The
next secton of the motion deals with the
attitude of the Government to the "distress
and poverty existing among those 3,903
workers empl~oyed by the Giyovernmnt at less
than the basic wage-,,

Mr. Hegney: Federal basic wage or State
basic wage?

The PREMITER: It happlens to be the
State basic wage. Coming fromn the Leader
of the Opposition, this is really ludionnis.
I cannott find, any other word that would pmp-
perly express my state of mrind regarding
tii aspect of thre Leader of the Opposition's
inmtion. He statati during his speech that he
had not said the Government wore raking
relief 'work conditins too attractive. All I
can say is that dfint was the general imprs-
sion his words created.

Hon. C. G. Lathamn: That is menly the
oft-repeated phrase used by some members
of the L~abour Party.

Mr. Tonkin: It was printed in the "West
Australian."

The PREMIER: The priaw&has had
some effect because the general inipresfion
has been ta that was the attitude of the
Leader of the Oppositioni.

Mr. Croum: Did not he pay lesei
Han. P. Collier: Only 99. a week leqs'
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The PREMIER: The reference in this
part of the motion is to the 3,963 wrkers
employed by the Government a± less than the
basic wage. When the Labour Government
tm* offic-we regard ourselves. as the one
Labour Government because the same policy
has continued bhroughont the last three or
four years--the number of workers in re-
ceipt of less than the basic wage was font
or five times greater than the present total.
Ia flact, the relief worker who was in receipt
of the basic wage was a distinct rarity.

The Minister for Emnployment: There were
none at all in his time.

The PREMIER: At that stage 18 per cent.
of the relief workers earned less than £2 a
week, and a further 50 per cent. less than £2
INs. a week, while 36 per cent. of those who
were a, charge on the Government were in
receipt of ration tickets only. That is to say,
a third of the people employed under -relief
work conditions or in receipt of sustenance,
were rec~eiving rations only,

Hon. C. G-. Lathamn: You are not forget-
ting the £C800,000 that you got from the
finanicial emergency tax?

The PREIER: I am forgetting nothing.
I am Just giving the facts; as dhey are in
eomparison with the fats as they were.

lIon. C. 0. Lathain: You had that addi-
tional revenue.

The PREMIER: To-day no married man
rceives less than £2 a week, only 18 per
ent. under £2 10s., and only 7 per cent.
are receiving rations as against 36 per cent.
when we took office. Of the married men
eirtloycil on relief work to-day, 36 per cent.
are onl full time and a further 32 per cent.
are receiving £3 per wveek or more. The
earnings of single men have been increased
by 20 per cent. The camps for the unem-
ployed a Blacltboy Hill, Prankltand River
a2nd. lsewhere, and the Immigrants' Rome at
Fewan-tie have been closed., and work has
been found for the men. The payment of
margin for skill has been added to
earnings, and men who have been employed
on work requiring skill are allowed to secure
that advantage whereas under the previous
Government men were simply given less
work -to cut oat those privileges. Medical
examinations have been instituted. I do not
desire to deal with these matters seriatim.
We have discussed the position in this H ause,
and every member is aware of -what has
bee' done. Conditions have vastly improved
while the present Government havre been in

office. Under the previous Government if aL
man earned any money while standing down,
iris working period was reduced accordingly.
To-day a relief worker can earn up to the
value of the basic wage while standing down.
The following is a comparison of the aver-
age earnings of relief workers under the pre-
vious Government and those enjoyed by them
to-day:-

Rate.
£ 3. a.
0 14 0
1 10
18 0
1 15 0
2 20
a9 0
Single men

Previous
Government.

£ s. d.
1 14 0
21 0
28 0
2 1.5 0
3 00
3 00
15 3

Present
Govern-ment.

Z s. d.
2 86
2 11 8
2 17 0
3 02
36 0
3 90
1 10 0

The Government do not pretend that they
are satisfied with the improvements that have
been effected. Gradually, perhaps too slowly,
we are imnprovig the position, and I hope
at some stage we shall achieve the objective
of the Government's p)olicy and provide full-
time work for those engaged on public
works, without having ally part-time em-
playmnent at all. The recent steps we have
taken to improve conditions represent one
more advance in the march of progress
towards our goal. 'We cannot progress as
quickly as we would like because of the
limitations of finance. There is also the fact
that there are other things to he attended to.
We cannot concentrate in relieving the
situation of one section only of the people
who r-equire assistance. On the other hand,
we desire to do a fair thing by every section
of the community that is in trouble. That
has been done and we have effected a marked
improvement, far more than could reasonably
have been expected two or three years ago.
In view of the contrasts ref erred to with re-
gard to the condition of people on relief
work, I think it is, cheer hypocrisy on the
part of the Leader of the Opposition to
include such a reference in his motion of
no-eonfidenee. Now I comec to the next
mratter mentioned in the motion, 'which,
like a porcupine, has bristles sticking
out everywhere. 1 refer to trolley buses.
I do nut know whether I should deal with
it very fully at this stage. The Leader of
the Opposition has kn own of it for months.
J think it was in April last the Govern-
ment announced that it was intended to
instal the trolley hoises. If there had been
any urgency the Leader of the Opposition
could have brought the matter up imme-
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diately the House met. But nothing
has been said until now, when it is included
in portion of the bon, member's motion.
The service must be iinprdved. We were
not responsible for the tram line being
extended to Claremont. It was the work
of a previous Government of a different
political complexion. It was done when
the late Mr. Scaddan was Minister for
Railways and Tramnways. WAThen it became
absolutely apparent that we must either
make improvements or get out, a decision
had to be reached in regard to what should
be done. The Transport Board informed
the Commissioner for Railways that while
they were justified in protecting State utili-
ties for a certain time, they could not be
expected to allow obsolete methods of
transport to continue to be utilised in the
Claremont district to the detriment of the
people.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why obsolete there
and nowhere else?

The PREMIER: Because the line was
longer than any built elsewhere. It was taken
out for a further distance than was econo-
mical for a tramway system with so many
stopping points. This Government have
never put a tramway out for more than
four miles. The Claremont line goes out
about seven miles. Are we not entitled to
protect an asset in which consider-
able capital is invested? If the Gov-
ernment miserably allowved themselves to
he squeezed out of this particular aspect of
the tramway' administration, it would be
the thin end of the wedge and it would
not be long before the same thing occurred
in another place, and yet another place,
and gradually the whole of the assets in-
vested in tramnways would be destroyed.
We took steps to endeavour to effect an im-
provement, and this is characterised as the
expenditure of money on an unwanted ser-
vice. I do not know to whom this system
is unwanted. Even the Leader of the Oppo-
sition says it is wanted by the people in
the district. His trouble is that the expen-
diture of the money is more badly needed
elsewhere. He does not quarrel with the
necessity for an improved service. I think
the member for Claremont and the member
for Nedlands, when the first announcement
was made, signified apprdlvall of some im-
provement being made in the present me-
thod of tramway communication to the
city, a method verging on the obsolete. If

wve had not decided to introduce trolley
buses, in order to give the transport facili-
ties to that district some semblance of
being up to date, the line would have had
to be duplicated and an additional power
feeder station installed. But that would
have been a much more costly proposition
in the end and much more unsatisfactory
than the steps we have decided to take.
The trend of modern transport is to re-
place trains by trolley buses. In London
there are 750 trolley buses and it is in-
tended to extend the system until there
are 2,000 operating. Gradually, but surely
trolley buses will replace the old system.
There are trolley buses in Canada and in
other places. Last week I read that people
in Bourke-street, Melbourne, were putting
up an insistent demand for the more mod-
ern transport service of trolley buses. Err
Adelaide the authorities are replacing even
the petrol buses with trolley buses. What
is urged here is that the Government should
vacate the Claremont route and sacrifice
portion of their revenue. The Leader of
the Opposition says we should put a half-
penny tax on every ticket sold on the buses.

Ron. C. G. Lathami: You are doing that
in some respects now.

The PREMIER.: Who has to pay thati
The people of this State have to pay it.
Are we justified in putting a special impost
on the people in that particular area?

Hon. C. G. Latham; Have the people
objected to paying?

The PREMIER: I do not know how they
could pay it. The fare now is 8d. If an-
other halfpenny were added it would be
81/d. They would be paying 81/d. instead
of 5d., which is the tramway fare, and
would] be the trolley bus fare.

Mr. Sampson: Tenders could be called.
The PREMIER: Free competition now

determines that the rate shall he 8d. for
people coming into town or 1s. Id. return.
That is what the petrol buses are dharging.
The Leader of the Opposition suggests that
1Azd. etaa be placed on that fare.

Hon. C. G. Laithamn: I never suggested
adding anything extra to the fare.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position said we should put an impost of
3/2d. or a royalty of %hd. on every passenger.
That would be passed on to the passengers.
That is the method of business of onner-
cial concerns to-day. Any extra charge is
immnediaitely passed, on to the public.
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Mr. Sampson: The buses are restricted in
their operations.

The PREMIER: For similar distances
elsiewhere that is the fare they charge.

Mr. Samn. If there were greater op-
portunities, the fare would be less.

The PREMIER: What is the commercial1
practice in regard to transport or anything
else? If we are getting out of date in re-
gard to any particular aspeet of business, it
is our duty to try to modernise things, in
order to give a satisfactory service. Since
1923 the net pn~flt on the tramways has been
99,000, so thle tramways. have not been a
burden on the people of the State. In fact,
the trianways have paid nearly £100,000 to
general revenue since they came into exist-
ence. Over that period too, the department
have been able to spend about £C200,000 in
re-riling and putting the planrt anid rolling
ssock and permanent way in proper order
andi condition.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You provided no
sinking fund at all for this obsolete method.

The PREMIER: We are going to provide
the money cut of tramiway revenue. During
the time I was Minister for Railways, from
1924 to 1930, we spent about £160,000 or
more in renewing permanent way and we did
not irovide it from sinking fund, but
foumnd it out of revenue at the rate of
£21,000 a year.

Mr. Hughes: Don't forget the men's wages
were reduced 14s. a week and the fares re-
ntained the same.

The PREMIER: The mean's wages went
from £2 14s. 8d. to £4 5s. and fares remained
the samne.

Mr. Hughes: There used -to be an extra
penny on Sundays and holidays.

The PREMIER: I am giving credit to
the tramuways for making a profit in addi-
tion to keeping the plant in a proper state
of repair. Even during the last 11 months
£75,009 has been returned to the Treasury.
The chtange-over will not be a charge on -the
*people of the State. It will not be added to
our loan indebtedness. The money will be
found as in years gone by. Theme will be
advances.

Hon. C. G. LImtharn: From loan funds.
The PREMINER: Yes. It could never

be expected that we could have revenue
in one year from the train to repay
the expenditure incurred. Some of the
money will be borrowed from the Treasury

for the time being, and some of it will be
paid out of the revenue. We cannot let the
tramway wear out and become obsolete.

Hon. C. 0. Latbam: There is no fear of
that, for according& to your Commissioner
there is a 12 rears' life there.

The PREINHER: But a 12 years' life
without passengers to carry will be no good
to anyone, and we shall not be protected by
the Transport Board unless -we imp-rove the
service. The tramway should not have gone
such a length on a single track.

Hon. C. G. Lathdmy: What about Victoria
Park and Mt. Hawthorn?

The PREMIER: They do not go seven or
eight miles. When I was Minister for Rail-
ways, three or four miles was recognised. as
about the longest distance for the economic
working of a tramway. As for the differ-
ence between petrol buses and trolley buses,
the trolley buses have many advantages, be-
ing quicker in acceleration, less noisy,
smoother in running, having rio obnoxious
smell, and being more mobile.

Hon. C. G. Latham: More mobile?
The PREMIER: Yes, in getting off the

mark more quickly and in the ability to
move about in traffic. As to a comparis-on
of fares, the petrol bus, charges 8d. for
single fares, whereas the Government fare
at present is 5d. each way, and it will be
5d. each way for the trolley buses, to say
nothing of a better service. So too the
workers' return fare, instead of being Is. id-
will be only 7d. Suppose we were to band
the workers over to private enterprise?
Suppose we were to say that we were going
to scrap the tramway system and leave the
worker to pay is. Id. to the petrol buses?
And now the Leader of the Opposition pro-
poses to charge a royalty of /-d. per ticket.
In accordance with commercial practice, that
1/2_d. will certainly he added to the price of
the ticket.

Hon. C. G. Latbam: I say, leave your
tramns there, and reduce the fare to 4d, That
is the proper thing to do.

The PREMIER: That is another of the
brilliant ideas of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. Down there we find a district that has
been built up because the tramway service
was provided, with cheap rates and fares.
Now what we are really asked to do is in
effect to leave the tramway in such a condi-
tion that the protection of the Transport
Board will have to be withdrawn, and so we
shall have to hand our passengers over to
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be exploited by pivate enterprise to the ex-
tent of Md. or 8d. per day in fares from
Claremont to Perth and return. The real
objection to this system comes from private
enterprise. Al the agitation is obviously
inspired by private enterprise.

Mr. Sampson: There is nothing immorall
in private enterprise.

The PREMIER: No, hut why should we
hand over to private enterprise this asset
that we have created? Why should we hand
it over and say to the passengers, "We can-
not do any more for you, and so we hand
you over to the tender mercies of private

Hon. C. G. Latham: Quite £75,000 out of
that f84,000 is wanted here instead of being
allowed to go out of the State.

The PREMIER: Not al1 of it will go out
of the State. Some of it will be used in
building the buses here. Only one com-
pleted bus is coming out.

Hon. C. G. Lathamn: What, about your
cables?

The PREMIER: Sonic of tile cables will
be produced outside the State, but in Aus-
tralia.

Hon. C. G. Lathami: And your steel
poles?

The PREMIER: Some will be made in
the State. If the hon. member wishcs to
have a look at some industrial enterprises,
the member for Canning (Mr. Cross) will
take him over the plant. Are not \ve eni-
titled to modernise our trains and equip-
ment9 Are we to stick to a system that is
rapidly becoming obsolete!

Mr. Withers: We have been doing that
too long.

The PREMIER: We hope to be able to
allow people to be fed and clothed decently.
If we do not do anything in regard to mon-
demnising, we shall have to allow the system
to drift to a miserable death; it would just
go out of existence; we would be trying to
hang on to something to which the Transport
Hoard would give no protection. They have
told the Government they would give them
reasonable time in which to inoderniSe this
tramway, but if they did not bring it up to
date the protection of the Transport Board
wouldI be withdrawn.

Mrs. Caxdell-Oliver: Are not they building
view tramns now?

The PREMIER: No.
Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: There is one on the

Subiaco line.

The PREMIER: No, that is an old b-am
modernised. Apart from the trolley buses,
we have to progress, and if we can make im-
provemients in existing tram ears, which will
give greater comfort at a comparactively
small cost, and bring more passengers to
travel on the trains, we are justified in in-
curvng the small expenditure. The tramn
that the hon. member speaks of was built
years ago, but has been modernised with
the idea of making it more comfortable for
fire passengers, and also ever so much more
comfortable for the employees working on.
the car.

Mr. Cross: And they are entitled to it.
The PREMIER: Y6s, the Government

thought they were entitled to it, and are
prepared to make a small expenditure so.
that the tramway employees may work under-
more reasonable conditions. That tram usedi
to go aross the Causeway on a winter's
night and, there being no protection for the
driver, he became wet through. If by
the expenditure of a small amount of money
we can give the driver some protection, we
think we are justified in spending that
mioney. That is one of the improvements we
are making.

Hon. C. G. Latham: We have no objee-
eion to that at all.

The PREMIER: No. As I say, we are
not building any new traims, but we are
modernising- and improving them where we
can.

Mr. Doney: Cannot you think of any more
urgent way of spending £84,000?

The PREMIER: There are many ways,
in which it could be spent, but we were
committed to thisi expenditure in April
last before we had any idea that the
present position might arise. It we aban-
doned public enterprise in the shape of
transportI I suppose we could abandon
public enterprise in the shape of the Agri-
cultural Bank also. Notwithstanding all the
disabilities of clients and all the supposed
lack of sympathy with which the Agri-
cultural Bank Commissioners have been
charged, I venture to say that if the Govern-
ment decided to get out of the business of
agricultural banking, there would be a howl
of disappointment from the farers. The
Agricultural Bank has been responsible for
building up the industry, and for conceding
wonderful terms to people to enable them to
build up an asset in the agricultural areas;
Those facilities will be provided again, but
the Bank must have some reasionable'pro-
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tection. If we abandoned agricultural bank-
iug to the Associated Banks, I do not know
what would happen, because they would not
undertake the responsibilities assumed by
the Agricultural Bank

Hon. C. G. Latbamn: They took all your
best clients as they progressed.

T-he Minister for Works: That is a fact.
The PREMIER: Yes. It would be a

tremendous calamity for the farmers if the
Government announced a policy of abandon-
ing public enterprise in transport and
agricultural banking. However, we do not
intend to do anything so &rastic. The
final item. on the charge sheet is that the
Government have been guilty of the entirely
unwarranted expenditure of other sums else-
where, such as on reclamation work on the
Swan River. I think the hon. -member did
,not mention one other sum. I recall having
heard a remark by an examiner that
if a candidate mentioned one thing and
appended etP., etc.. etc., it indicated that
he did not know anythinge more about the
subject. This paragraph I construe to mean
that the Leader of thle Opposition is not
aware of any other itemt of expenditure or he
would have mentioned it. He did make somne
reference to the State ship, but that does
not affect our loan conunitments. Special
consideration was extended to this State by
the Loan Council to borrow money overseas
to pay for the ship, and if we had not
obtained the money in that way, no other
money would have been available.

Hon. C. G1. Lathamn: Does that mean we
are going on the London market again?

The PREFMIER: No. The principle
aao3pted -for the purdhase of the "Kan-
garoo" will he adopted for the purchlase of
lihe new ship. The hon. member is generally
well informed and must know what ar-
rangement was made to purchase the
"Kangaroo.' That vessel was purchased
by means of endowment policy with an in-
surance company.

Hon. C. 0. Latham: There is an item.
for it.

The PREMIER: Yes, of course there is.
The Minister for Works: It is really a

loan.
. The PREMIER:- Yes, but one that We

have to liquidate. The money is to be pro-
vided by -an. insuranee company, and we
repay the amount under an endowment
policy diver a period of about ten years.
Permission to incur the expenditure was

;-en by the Loan Council, I think, when

the member for Boulder attended the meet-
ings last May. The business was finalised
at the August meetings of the Loan Coun-
cil. That tranlsaction will make no differ-
ence to the loan expenditure of the State,
becausie it is entirely outside the authorisa-
tions of loan money raised in Australia. I
amn rather surprised at the attitude of the
Leader of the Opposition regarding ships
manned by black labour. He is entirely
out of step with the white Australia senti-
ment when he says there is no harm in
having black people working in the indus-
tries of Australia.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I never said that.
We had special legislation for some of
them, legislation which was introduced by
the Minister for the North-West.

The PREMIER: For some black people
already in the State.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Here under contract.
The PREMIER: Yes. Where we can run

ships with white labo~ir and are willing to
undertake the responsibility at no greater
cost to the State than at present-

Hon. C. 0. Latham: Of course there is
greater cost.

The Minister for Agriculture: Those
black ships do not even buy a cabbage froml
you.

The PREMTUPR: They do not buy stores
here;, they victual in Singapore. I do not
think they buy two "bobs' " worth of
stores in Western Australia. They are not
of mnuch use to the people of Western Aus-
tralia from the standpoint of trade, as
compared with the State ships. Our ships
spend thousands of pounmds in Western
Australia that would otherwise go else-
where. As I was remarking, the Leader of
the Opposition is entirely out of step with
Australian sentiment.

Hon. C. 0. Latham: I wonder that the
Australian people send their mails by the
black boats.

The PREMIE R: The people take advan-
tage of facilities that are offering, but to
encourage those boats to operate, or pro-
vide facilities for them to operate is very
different from taking advantage of existing
facilities.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You mean to displace
them at any cost by spending the people's
money.

The PREMIER: No, the cost will be no
greater than that incurred by the State at
present. In any event the expenditure on
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the new ship does not enter into the ques-
tion before us, because, as I have explained,
that money could not have been made avail-
able to the farmers.

The Minister for Agriculture: Your
statement to-night has probably lost the
member for Pilbara his seat.

Hon. C. 0. Lathamn: I think the Minister
was up there during the last ejection.

The Minister for Agriculture: No, I was
not.

The PREMIER: I should like the Leader
of the Opposition to give specific instances
of other items of expenditure to which he
objects. He did mention the -reclamation
work on the Swan River. The compara-
tively small expenditure of £e15,000 for re-
clamation is providing an asset worth con-
siderably more. That amount would not
go far in relieving the settlers suffering
from drought conditions or others in dis-
tressed circumstances. Neither would it do
much good for the 4,000 people receiving
less than the basic wage, over whom the
hon. member is shedding a lot of crocodile
tears.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Give it to them and
see! It is £1V5,000 a year.

The PREMIER: Some of themn are get-
ting portion of it now.

Hon. C. G. Latham: How many are work-
ing on the basic wage?

Mr. Marshall: We could put a few
of themi on the new ship, and send the
black fellows back to their own country, not-
withstanding thle desire of the Leader of the
Opposition for black labour.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has
the floor-

The PREIER: The £,15,000 provides
work for 8O people 911 the year round.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Where do they workI
The PREMIER: I have that assurance

from 'the Minister for Works, who is in
charge of the administration.

The Minister for Works: The Leader of
the Opposition should know that they do
inore than operate the dredge. There is no
end to the -work going on.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There arc not 8G men
on it.

The Minister for Works: Then you know
more than the officials know.

The Minister for Employment: He would
claim to.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! It is the
Premier's turn again.

The PREMAIER: I want a, little spell. A
pnice could not be putt on the ground which
has been reclaimed through the improve-
mcnts to the Swan River foreshore.

Hon. C. G. La9thai: Why not allow the
City Council to do thle work and have that
value?

The PREMIER: Our conscience can rest
easily with respect to that work in all the
circumstances. The bon, member has not
indicated any other works. He says this
particular work represents unwarranted
expenditure. At the lost election a
candidate said lie had the authority of
Mr. Prater, Secretary of the Primary Pro-
ducers' Association to affirm that the
Country Party were in favour of the con-
tinuation of the reclamation of the Swan
River foreshore. 1 do not know whether hie
got that from the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. Cross: He claimed that he did.

The PREMIER: That statement was
mnade only a few months ago.

The Minister for Work-s: This was autho-
rised by Act of Parliament.

The PREMIER,: The work was all right
when a National candidate was standing for
the Canning electorate, but it is all -wrong
now that the farmers are in distress. Where
do the Nationals stand in this mattedl Do
the members for Nedlands and Subiaco
agree that this is unwarranted expenditure?
During the campaign a National candidate
said he had the authority of Mr. Norbert
Keenan, Parliamentary Leader of the
National Party. to issue a categorical and
empliatic denial of the charge that the
National Party favoured stopping the work
of reclamation on the Swan River.

Hon. C. CT. Lathamn: At that time the eon-
ditioni' of the farmers were not as they are
to-dab.

The PREMIER: I ant not going to pur-
sue this matter any further. There is no
necessity for thc inotion except for political
reasons. The farmers have received reason-
able consideration, and wilt continue to get
it. We are not going to be forced or
blfed into doing more than we ought to do
because of a motion of no-eonfidence. We
try to do the fair thing and are going
to continue to do the fair thing by these
people, irrespective of motions of no-confi.-
dence. I do not expect the farmers to be
satisfied with what we have done. f
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The Minister for Agriculture: They would
not be satisfie with what the Leader of
the Opposition would do.

.The PRIERl: One does not expect
people in distress to be satisfied with what
is done for them. 'They would be less than
human if they were satisfied, with so much
comparative privation, so bad a prospect for
their future prosperity. I would Dot expect
them to be satisfied anyV more than I would
expect the unemployed, who are in receipt
of less than the basic wage, to be satisfied.
We are doing the best we can for each of
these sections so far as our resources will go.
The group settlers will soon get down to a
business basis. They have been promised
reasonable consideration of their affairs, and
when the position is cleared up they will
have a better opportunity than they have
had in the past to make good, and will, I amn
sure, in the better circumstances, make good.
The unemployed knoxt from bitter experi-
ence which party studies their interests best.
They would not welcome the change if by
some chance this motion was carried and
the Government got out of office. They
would not welcome a Government led by the
leader ol tine Opposition.

Hon. C. 0.. Lathamn: I think they would.
The PREMIER : Theyv have had some

experience of whait the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and his party did when they were in
office. They know what improvement there
has been in their conditions during the past
year or two, and I am sure they would not
wvelcome a restoration of the old order.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They did not wvant
coo much of your list Mlinister for Em-
ployment.

The PREMIER: 1 am content to leave
thie issue of this motion to the House. If
necessary, I will ho prepared confidently to
submit the issue to the country. In the
mecantime we are prepared to do the job
fairly by aill the people of the State, and
by all sections of the community irrespective
of attempts that are made to embarrass the
Government. I submit that no justification
has been given to the House for this motion,
and I will leave it to members to decide tb't
issue.

The M.%Tinister for Employnient: Withdraw
thle motion.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [9.10] : The

E ar 1q17 was the last when a motion of
rcliarractei was earrned.

Mr. 'Marshall: It was in 1921 to my know-
ledge.

Mr. NORTH: Be -that as it may, it was
many years ago. Much has happened since
then -to justify the Opposition in taking
dr'astic action to bring before the public
the condition, not particularly of the farm-
ers; concerned in the motion, but the general
condition into which our parliamentary sys-
tern of government is falling. All over the
world there is discontent, as we have it in this
State, and a great part of flhe world has
given up psfliaaen'tary government. One
of the reasons why -this is -happening is that
the people 'are losing interest in their Par-
liaments, and one and all are beginning to
feel there is no response to their plaint.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: A motion of this
sod should kill any little interest they have.

Mr. NORTH: Only this morning a rever-
end gentleman called upon me wth regard
to his church. When the necessary cheque
had. been pawsed over-

Mr. Cross: Which church?

Mr. NORTH: I ventured, as a small re-
turn for -this token: of may interest in the
church, to ask what the clergyman thought
of the no-confidence motion. He said "What
motion is that?" I said, "You read the
papers?"1 - He replied; "Yes, but I have 'seen
nothing -about any motion in the House."
From that I learnt, as I have learnt in many
places, that the public 'are not reading the
news about Parliament. They do not care
a hoot about it, and 'have lost interest -in it.
This institution is becoming too placid; it
is not in touch with the people's sufferings.
That is evident not only here but al over the
globe. Is this not a better way to settle our
differencoes than to adopt the methods
adopted in Spain? A-re the Government jus-
tified in complaining because, by legitimrate
methods uander our procedure, the Leader of
the Opposition has raised all these questionsI
I am Teminded of a case of drowning which
happened some years ago on the coast of
Ireland. A drowning womaa was brought
ashore, and 'after an hour and a half she was
revived. Her impression was, as she was
being brought 'back to life, that it hurt. She
wvanted to stop in the other world because it
was so pleasant. That is how Parliament is.
We are reaching ithe stage when people are
not in touch with Parliament -and do not care
a hoot about it. They are not reading what
takes place here. When I saw in the Press
that the Leader of the Opposition was bri:
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iag forward this miotion with the object of
drawing attezntion to the plight of the farm-
erm, and -that -he had no hope of carrying the
motbion, I saw ithat. he was trying to do his
duty in a way Thtat has become necessary here
and in every other Pariamnt if we are to
save parliameutary institutions.

Mr. Lambert: Tell us what directions the
pastoraiists gave qiim when they interviewed

The Minister for Lands: Did'they read the
tip for the Melbourne Cup this morning?

Mr. NORTH: What I am saying is the
result of 12 rarus of observation of Parlia-
ment Apart from the danger to our farm-
ers and other sufferers, 'the whole institutioni
of Parilamnent is in danger. We know what
is happening in Spain. Another point
made by the Leader of the Opposition
was that this is a Federal matter,
and that while the Government of the day
are doing all they can-of course they are,
just as this party would do the same and
say the same if over there-the fact re-
mains that during the past two or three
years developments have proved that the
only way to get remedies under oar Parlia-
mentary system is for the people them-
selves to declare their views on the floor
of this Chamber. .The point at issue, as
I see it, is that the people of any commun-
ity under Parliamentary control are pre-
suimed to be in touch with their members.
At the present time, as I understand the
figures, a large majority of the people of
this State have voted for the Opposition.
Therefore they are entitled to be heard.
I do not think the Leader of the Opposi-
tion put tip any unfair or unreasonable
case. He merely tried to bring before this
House the needs of the people. The hon.
gentleman knows quite well that Ministers
themselves cannot write cheques, but that
they have to obtain extra finance from an-
other source. The point I would make at
the moment is that just as a great river
flows according to the strength of the small
rivulets at is source, so the strength of
public opinion in the Federal Parliament
and the Loan Council can only flow in ac-
-cordance with those rivulets which we feed
from the streams of public opinion in our
constituencies through the State Parlia-
ments. I make this charge, that during tbe
last few years the Federal Parliament has
not been pressed as it should have been.
The Federal Legislature is not seized of the

views and needs of the people. It is too
far removed, just as we may -be too far
removed from the views of our own elec-
tors. Similarly, the Federal Parliament is
too far removed from us. Only two or
three of our representatives get across to
the Eastern States to speak for as. In the
East, it is all done around a table; the ex-
perts sit there with their figures, andl the
leaders accept those figures, and they usu-
ally return with a stone instead of bread.
That, of course, is not meant in a depart-
mental sense. Our representatives do not
come back fromt headquarters with any
complaints, because the requests are
largely met. But those requests are not
the requests of the suffering people. The
pressure which is now being applied all
over the wvorld, on Parliaments-where
those institutions' have not been super-
seded 'by other forms of government or by
bloodshed-is beginning to produce results.
I am astonished that the Leader of the
Government should have thought fit to And
fault with the motion, when as a matter of
fact it will lend him great strength through
his colleagrue at the Loan Council. In two
or three days the Loan Council will receive
a deputation from Western Australia. A
Minister representing the Government 9f
this State will make its claims through his
officers; but, in addition, he will have the
authentic fact that this House has been moved
to a censure motion, showing the distress
in a way which is more definite, as coming
from the people direct, than any other way
that could he adopted. So that strengthens
the Premier's case. Here is another point.
By Thursday morning, when the 'Loan
Council meet, they will know wrhether or
not the p~resent government of Western
Australia are still in office. They will know,
if they deal with our representative at all-
and I expect they will-that he is backed
not only by the Government's figures, but
by the discontent expressed in this Cham-
ber in a proper way, one of the fewv va 'vs
which lift this Parliament and our other
institutions above those foreigners who
halve deserted our methods and gone over
to Communism and Fascism-

Mr. Lambert: It will be a poor outlook
for you if this motion is carried.

Mr. NORTH:' I amn grateful to the hon.
member for his interjection, but I intend
to deal with the trolleys a little later.
Everybody knows, as the Leader of the
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Opposition has pointed out, that the Gov-
ernment themselves cannot find the money
directly. My point is that a motion of this
kind will introduce more ginger into our
institutions. There is a slow decay going
on throughout the community. The people
have lost heart. Why do we propose to
force them, by compulsory voting, to go to
the pollI Because they know that Ad minis-
tration after Administration is not achiev-
ing their purposes. They know that during
the last 15 years the standard of living has
fallen in Western Australia. They
know from the Federal Year Book
that the purchasing power of money
is not what it was years ago. They
know also that during those years in-
ventions have increased at an enormous rate.
They know that since 1900 the people of
Australia have trebled their productive
powers per head. Every person in Aus-
tralia can to-day produce three times what
he or she could produce 30 years ago. But
while they know that, they know also that
the standard of living has fallen. There is
a kind of instinctive feeling amongst the
masses that Parliaments are failing, and that
the only way left to this or any other Oppo.
siion is to bring matters forward in the
strongest form of motion. Personally I do
not care whether it is by way of a. censure
motion or a motion for the adjournment of
the House..

Mr. Lamnbert: It is just half-past nine.
Mdr. NORTH: Then it is time for the

hion. member to go to the Observatory and
look at the stars. O-ne would not expect a
member of the National Party at the present
time to spclk on matters affecting the wheat
belt, because there are no members of our
party up there.

Mr. Lambert: Rear, hear!
Mr. NORTH: But it is possible for a

member of the Opposition on these cross-
beaches to discuss the question of unemploy-
ment in the cities and the effects of it.
Everybody in this Chamber will concede that
improvements are being made in the con-
£tion of the relief workers; but is that
the pointil The situation is not one war-
ranted by the present economic possib ili-
ties, either of the world or of this State.
We have the cry which has now becomoe
almost a parrot cry of "Poverty amongst
plenty." The years go by, we are round
the corner, things are improving, but the
misery goes on. The matter, however, gos
further, because other issues are now coming

in. The birth-rate is falling very sharply,
marriages are decreasing, and questions
are being raised in the economic and social
spheres which make a motion of this kind
very much in order. I say again that unless
the Loan Council and the Federal Govern-
ment are seized of the real situation here,
we shall never get any results, notwithstand-
ing that there are some pleasing signs to be
observed at the mouth of the economic, river,
which is London. Oar troubles do not stop
in the Federal Government, or at Canberra.
Decisions on any claims we make upon the
central Government come through ultimately
from the city of London, Theme, as far as
I can understand, in London is stiM the con-
trol of our financial system, or largely, so.
In fact, it is motions of this sort which
alone can bring, and do bring pressure to
bear upon the very foundation of our eco-
nomic system in the British Empire. I am
glad to be able to say 'that only about ten
days ago there was published in the Mel-
bourne "Herald" a most striking piece of
information. It was published in one issue.
but withdrawn in subsequent issues of
the "Herald." It was not published
in this State at all. However, we
shall learn of it later no doubt. It
was to the effect that the City of -London
behind the scenes, is now busy re-organising
the financial and economic system. That
will be reflected through to Canberra, aind
eventually the claims of the farmers in the
wheat belt, the dairymen in the South-West,
and relief workers should recetive the atten-
tion that is necessary. There is a further
side to the motion, and that is the local
colour introduced by the reference to the
trolley buses from Perth to Claremont. The
Leader of the Opposition was careful to
point out that a !arge sum was to he ex-
pended shortly on the provision of trolley
buses. Being the member for the district
largely concerned, I would like to make my
position very clear to the Government anil
to the electors of Claremont regardinig the
attitude I take on that issue. The matter
first arose in connection with an application,
in which I participated, for the -relaxation
of the restrictions on the buses that operate
between Perth and Frem antic. There -was
no request for any improvement in the
method of transport provided by the Oov-
erment. The r-elevation of restrictions
would have cost thu Government nothing in
trmn of money. 1 admit that that matter
is directly of no concern to the Government,
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but is of concern to the Transport Board.
On the other band, indirectly we are all
aware that if the trains are to be continued
along that route, the Transport Board wil
he bound to lift the restrictions I refer to
in order to permit the use of the fall trans-
port facilities. That will cost the Govern-
ment nothing. The course suggested, how-
ever, was not taken; the Premier received a
deputation very genially, and stated the
Government policy re'garding the Claremiont
line. On such a matter it is very difficult to
speak briefly without leaving something out.
I am quite aware that, from a logical point
of view, the Government can be charged
with being extravagant if the 'y build arn
extra locomotive just as much as trolley
buses. As a matter for Opposition criti-
cism, this is a perfectly legitimate question
to take up. It was suggested by the mem-
ber for West Perth (Mr. McDonald) and
myself, in a letter that alpceared in the
Press, that before taking action that would
involve the expenditure of £84,000, the
Government should convene a i'nfavenea of
experts and explore the qfuestioni oft trans-
port ramifications with a1 view to estublisli-
ingr a set policy for the city.

IMr. Cross: You know that this is the re-
suilt of the advice of experts?

A-r. NORTH: I. cannot claim to linow as
much as the inember for Canning.

Mr. Laumbert: What about the ovidenreo
you gave before a Commission?

Mr. NORTHI: IF wre had had such a
proper investigation as the incmhcr for
West Perth and I sug-gested. qrstions
affecting suburban railways, the route to 1b2
taken hy the extension of the tranis-Austra-
lian line, road transport, Diesel buses, and
the future of the tramway system could have
been dealt with,, and something would hn'-
been accomplished. I assert that bad that
course been followed and if, in the tnean-
time, the existing -restrictions hail been
lifted with regard to the b)us scrx-iocs. we
would have achieved a position that would
have made it almost certain that the Gov-
ernment of the day w'ould have introduced
legislation to place the whole of the tranls-
port facilities in the metropolitan area
under separate control. In my opinion,
that is the solution of the present difficulty.

Mr. Lambert: Why (lid not you suggest
that when giving evidence before ine as a
Commissionert

Mr. MKarshall.: He did not think von
would fully appreciate it.

31Lr. NORTH: It will not assist in the con-
sideration of the motion to discuss what
happened a long time ago. On that occa-
sion the people of Cottesloe, through mne,
asked for the provision of a trdlley bus
service to t~un from the Swknbourne railway
station to the coast. That would have
operated in conjunction with the existing
railway system which, we urged, should he
electrified. That again is atnother matter
that could have been considered by the con-
ference of experts, that the member for
West Perth and I suggested. I amn con-
vinced that had such a general inquiry been
conducted, the Government would have been
prepared to hand over to local authorities
the control of transport and other concerns

suhas those relating to water supply, sewe-
rage, and so forth. If that were done, the
Government -would have secured a clearer
field for larger borrowing, and would have
exercised greater borrowing influence upon
the Loan Council, such as is apparent in the
Eastern States to-day.

Mr. Lamnbert: You have made a beauitifull
job of the Cottesloc finances.

Mr. NORTH: They are in very good
order, hut 'that is not to my credit.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.3

Mr. Lanbert: The most disgraceful job in
tile state.

Mr. NORTH: The Cottesloc finainces are
in very good order indeed. This, I think,
is a very crucial point, and even if it is
not directly linked up with the motion, it
is worthy of consideration by the Govern-
ment. If the £84,000, 'which is to he ex-
pended in co~nnection with the trolley buses,
weAre not needed because the Governmnent
intended to introduce 'legislation -to hand
aver various activities to -local authorities,
our hands woulld be clear to assist the farm-
ers. I believe that the £84,000 would be a
much appreciated contribution for a start,
although I am awa-re that £800,000, if not
more, is required to deal with the position
of the whclatgrowers. Furthermore, the
Loan Council would be clear to handle our
affairs on a State Government basis, and
these subsidiary activities would be jeti-
soned for the local authorities to control.
Then there is the question of reclamation
work. f do not desire to vote for the miot ion

1546



1546 [ASSEMBLY.]

before the Chair unless I can make myself
clear on thait particular phase. There is no0
reclamation work Ibeing undeitaken in my
electorate, bit I stand fou-r-square for the
beautification of the river and the progress
of reclamation wvork. 1 would like that activity
to proceed at a foster pace, but there are
different ways and means of attending to
such an rundertakuin. There is no law like
that of the Modes and Persians, which pro-
vides That such work must be undertaken by
Governmnents. What a splendid examnple we
have -in -the State Gardens; Board 1 Look at
the marvellous work they are carrying out in
all -directions!I That body could undertake
this particular aetivity, and make a success
of it They woul~d probabyly secue a profit
and the revenue raised would possibly meet
the interest bill on the expenditure involved.

M1r. Hughes: Then we would have a pub.
at the Causeway.

Mr. NORTH: Aiad that -would probably
suit some people. These matters need to be
thrashed out. The Government are -not per-
fect, any more than the Opposition is per-
feet, bunt wve must realise that P~arliamentbs
are losing ground, and forfeiting the confi-
dence of the people.

Air. Lanmbert: That is dlue to the personel
of Parliamenit.

Mr. NORTH: The bion, member liaz an
extremely close shave at the last elections.
Urnless we realise the position that has been
created regarding Parliaments =ud -that the
power of the people to produce wealth has
increased at a vast rate year by year, and
also that throughourt the community tDhe
"Have Nets" are increasing numerically, it
will be appreciated that unless something
definite is done by the State Parliament in
connection with the Federal Parliament,
which in -turn -will have to stress the
matter to fthe Imperial Parliament and
the City of London, we wil'1 get no-
where. Althongli, with another member
of this Chamber who is not now here, I
was accused omne years ago of hay-
igo em barked u~pon a certain unpolpular

course, 1 in not going to be laughed at any
longer for being in the vaii. There are many
who were sitting behind the scenes when
these ideas were new who wvill shortly be
glad to advocate them in the public Press.
Let me give an instance that may provide
encouragement for our present Premier.
The Nationalist Premier of New South
Wales just back from the -Holy of Holies

in finance anid economics in L ondon, is n1ow
advocating in the eastern Press that wve
must use the national credit of Australia
to build up her resources, and wve mutst no
longer have this inferiority complex about
our finances. That should offer some en-
couragement to the Leader of this 'House.
The pressure to achieve results is not com-
ing from Governments who sit and say
everything is going on well;, it is coining
from little rivers of opinlion that are swell-
ing into torrents, and making public life
more vigorous than it has been. Motions
of this kind are necessary to bring about
such a purpose. I1 urge the G4vernmeat to
tak-e the hiotion more seriously than some
were perhaps inclined to do at first, and
to realise that not only this Government,
but the Federal Governmnent is in danger.
All our Governments are in danger. 'The
smell of blood in Spain is being blown
across the Channel to Kent to-day
and very few in this Chamber know that
before the last New Zealand election the
main street of one of the biggest cities; had
all its shops smashed to pices. The news
was not, so far as I know, published in Aus-
traliin. We mnust put more ginger into our
efforts, pull our ideas to pieces and accept
nothing. Every department must be ran-
sacked for idleas. This indifference tif the
lot of those who arc miserable must veaee

Mr. 'Fox: On with the revolution!I
Mr. NORTH: I in astounded that the

lion, member who is as disgusted as .1 nm
with present conditions should mnake a
humorous interjection.

Mr. Fox:. It is humorouls to hear y ou
talking like that.

Mr. NORTHf: I would like to point out
to the Premier that conditions arc not as
rosy even in the metropolitan area as be
might think. Doos the Pre-mier know that
there are men of over 60 not fit to work,
who are practically starving in the gubtcr
One came to me lest February. He was
too weak, to work.

Mr. Lambert: One9

Mir. NORTH: If we all took one it would
h'op. He was over 60 and could not get
his 7s. a week at that time. H~e stayed in
a shed on our property and received board
for nine months until the rules of the de-
partment Svere relaxed. I do not suppose
the Government know of alt these eases.
We have had the warning of the East Perth
election, floes not that show the Govern-
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ment something? People are getting sick
and tired of this failure to respond to the
situation.

Mr. Lambert: They are saying that at
Cottesloe, too.

Air. NORTH: Maybe. I am still hoping
that I will receive from the hon. member
an interjection that will he illuminating and
assisting, but I do not want to be too long
on my feet. With all that I have said in
view, I think that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition so far from exceeding his powers
and taking the wrong moment to bring for-
ward this motion, has done the one thing
possible in the state of affairs we are now
enduring which distinguishes this institu-
tion from those in the old world, which
have taken the place of Parliaments
through those Parliaments failing in their
duty. It might be well for the Government
to arrange at some subsequent time for the
Premier to lead a delegation from this Par-
liament to the Federal Government and the
Loan Council. A committee of eight or ten
members from both sides of the House
might be appointed to put to the Federal
Government-

Mr. Cross: Make it 60.
Mr. NORTH: -the situation as it really

is, of the masses of the people in this coun-
try, whether in town or inland. With these
remarks I will now leave the matter in
other hands, because I know there are
many speeches to come from members of
the Country Party who can give direct in-
stances of what is happening in the country
districts.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.46]: As
the Premier has said, it did not need a no-
confidence motion to ascertain where I stood
in respect to his Government. One of his
first utterances after returning to the House
was that anything I suggested would be dis-
tasteful. It would be hardly natural for
one to say that a person who had such a
biassed and warped view should be the head
of the Government of the country. If I
could introduce the niilenhun to-morrow
the Premier would rather not allow the
people of Western Australia to have it. The
Premier lectured the Leader of the Opposi-
tion on his hasty utterances, and suggested
that perhaps the Leader of the Opposition
on second thoughts might review his attitude
towards the Government. Perhaps the Pre-
mier may review his attitude towards me.
It makes no difference whether he does or

ixot, because in a democracy one comes here
to represent the people, and that was the
definite issue on which I was elected to this
House. The member for Boulder came down
and told the worke-s of East Perth in no
uncertain voice, that if they elected mue the
Government would not carry on. They
accepted the resignation of himself and his
party. The hon. member need not shake his
head, because even -his own paper that has
never allowed anyone to say anything about
him-the, "West Australian"--published that
interesting statement. So of course I am not
in any false position with regard to voting
for this motion. The Premier referred to
the sublety of the Leader of the Opposition
in roping in the Independents. Well one
Independent seems to have escaped the net.
The other one apparently walked in where
angels fear to tread. If the member for
York practised a little bit of diplomacy in
the framing of the motion, I say he has not
learnt much after 20 or moen years' associa-
tion with a master tactician like the member
for Boulder. I am rather glad to have op-
portunity for speaking on the reclamation
of the river. One of the matters that was
put forward on behalf of my opponent at the
drIeltion was the service done in establishing
the reclamation of the river. I should like
to give the House a little historical informa-
tion as to who really was responsible for the
reclamation of the river scheme. I have the
best witness present, who can confirm or
deny what I say. We were told at the
election that Mr. McCallumn was responsible
for the reclamation of the river. As a matter
of fact, when I first put up the reclamation
work to Mr. McCallumn he turned it down
flat, would have nothing to do with it. I
organised a trip of representatives of the
local authorities to go up the river in the
Fisheries launch with a view to getting them
to agree to contribute something towards.
the scheme so that the burden might be
made lighter for the Government.

Mr. Raphael: Did you take any 3 per
cents with you?

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member was not
there on that occasion. Had he been with us,
we would have done a lasting service to West-
ern Australia. It was not my idea, I will
admit it, to introduce the local authorities
and urge them to contribute something to-
wards the scheme; it was a suggestion that
I got from an old and master tactician who
had been in the House for a long time. -But,
as the result of taking the local authorities
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up the river, We were able to reopen the
reclamation stIcemLe and the present memiber
for Bonider (110n. P. Collier), the then
Treasurer agreed, as the result of joint.
representations, to make certain moneys
available. 1 suppose if anyone c!an claimi
responsibility for the establishment of the
reclamation of the Swim River. I am en-
titled to do so. So it was a strange tihing
to find my opponent putting forward tihe
suggestion that, 1w electing me, the electors
would be voting against the -beautification
of the river. Of course that is all inl
poliities; you have to take the good
with the bad. Bitt there are bigger
issues than the reclamation of the Swani
River, and tactically, if I were going
to take the parochial view that I merely
represent East Perth, and that the
electors of East Perth are concerned only
with their own personal interests, I would
object to this motion. But I say it is an
insult to the public spirit and the inrtelli-
genee of the people of the metropolitan area
to say that they dto not care what hanppens
to people in thec country, so long as they
themselves get a little money spent which
is going to react to their immediate comn-
fort. They take a bigger view of their re-
sponsibility to the State, and I say the in-
dutrijal ivorker also is taking a bigger view.
At one time xve could tell the worker that
so-and-so was against the workers, and it
passed muster for an argument. But not
so to-day. The industrial workers are look-
ing more closely at the parties in this
House, and they are not satisfied to-day with
the statement that a 'nan is a friend of the
workers simply because he himself says so.
They want something more than words. We
know that the Labour movement started out
as n movement to lift men from the bottomn
rung of the ladder. It was a movement that
had sound ideas and, of oourse, it attraced
to it only people sincerely and anxiously
willing to do something to raise themselves
from the bottom rung of the social ladder.
But, like most organisations that history re-
,cords, it passed through that stage w-]ere
only the crank 'associated himself with it,
and got to a stage where it attracted people
in power, after which it reached the stage
where it could offer preferment, and finally
a stage where it became an institution in
which a man could earve out a, career for
himself. When it got to that stage it
.attracted people who Were not concerned
with the advancement of the worker, not

concerned with the lifting of the standard.
of living of the people, but concerned only
with using this instrument of advancement
for their own personal gains. Therefore, to-
day I say the Government, judged by their
actions, are not sympathetic to the workers.
Anid when it comes to kite-flying, my word!I
the Governnient are the last people iii the
world to accuse anyone of flying kites. We
have heard a lot about kite-flying during this
debate, and I hope the clergyman does not
find that his chick is a kite. We were told
in this House this session by the Minister
for Employment about all the dire things
that were going to happen if we dlid not
amnend the Tenants' Relief Act, We put
an additional clause into that Act, and an-
other place threw the whole lot out, new
clause and all. Yet there has not heen one
word of protest from those who told us of
the dire things that were going to happen,
not a word of protest against another place
thirowing out that Bill that, we had 'beenl
told, was of vital importance to the workers.
Is not that kite-flying? If that Bill wvas
of such importance to the worker as was
alleged, would not we have had some pro-
lest from this Chamber, indeed some pro-
test from outside? But no, it served its
purpose, and the Minister for Employment,
referred to me as a low-minded person.

The Minister for Employment: That was
praising you.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. HUGHES: I would not mind if the
hon. miember referred to me as a complete
antithesis to hhmself. If hie thinks he is a
high-minded person, I will he flattered to
know that he thinks lins a low-minded per-
son, because hie is in the unfortunate posi-
tion of a person who is trying to live up to

aself-created superiority comtle. What
has he done for the workers of this State?
As the Leader of the Opposition said, when
has he been a worker? He came to this
State when it was expedient to leave another
State. He came here at a salary of a
' t cnner-1 a week.

Mr. SPEAKBIR: Order!I The hon. mem-
bar will address himself to the motion.

Mr. HUGHES: I understand this is part
of the motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not consider it is,
and 1 nam ruling it out of order.

Mr. HUGHES: That is just what I
should expect.
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21r. SPEARER: Then the hon. member
is not disappointed.

Mr. HUGUHE.S: So we have another illus-
tration of kite-flying. We had the State
Government Insurance Office Bill put up
and were told how necessary it was to pass
the measure. Because I had the temerity to
vote against the Bill, the member for Mur-
chison (Mr. 'Marshall) read a list of people
who were on the direetorates of insurance
companies and said that I was allying my-
self with those people. But he dlid not
take the House fully into his confidence. If
lie had been honest and had desired to give
the House the fall benefit of his knowledge,
he would have mentioned one of his own
colleagues who is a director of an insurance
company operating in the Terrace. Why
did he suppress the name of his colleague?
If he wanted to give the names of the
people who were insurance directors, why'
suppress the name of a member of the party
opposite? Why did not he give the full
information? He dlid not do so. Another
place threw out the Bill and -we have not
heard a word of protest against that, either.
That was just another kite. We know that
it the Government wanted to legalise the
State Insurance Offie to-morrow, they could
do so without an Act of Parliament. They
could not only legalise the office, but could
give it a monopoly of workers' compensa-
tion insurance if they really desired. But
tit is a useful kite to fly at election time.
Members opposite are able to tell the elec-
tors, "We would have done this but for an-
other place," and we have been hearing the
same story for 25 years. The member for
Boulder (Hon. P. Collier) probably spoke
more in earnest thani in jest when he said oin
one occasion, "Thank God for the Upper
House!I"

Hon. P. Collier: That was one of my
humorous days.

Mr. HUGHES: When the hon. member
was feeling benevolent.

Hon. P.oCollier: Yes.
Mr. HUGHES: Of course the expendi-

ture on the river reclamation work would
not be of much assistance; nor, I believe,
would the Leader of the Opposition, if oc-
cupying a seat on the other side of the
House, stop that work.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I think we did stop
it once.

Mr. HUGHES: It certainly would not be
stopped with my vote, and I venture to

say tile bee. member would not receive the
votes of a lot of members on the cross-
beaches if lie proposed to stop the work.
We have lbee, told that the hon. member was
,ill-timied in imoving the motion. I do not
know that lie %vants mnc to be a special
pleader for him, but we have heard a lot
about the inopportuneness of moving the
motion. My experience has been that, when-
ever one wishies to do anything-, somebody
will say, "I agree with you entirely, but the
tume is not opportune."

Hon. P. Collier: The first time I have
ever heard the phrase!

Mr. HUGHES: That is because, the hou.
member was not in front of himself when he
was speaking. The time was opportune
from the point of view that the Leader of
the Opposition moved a vote of want of
confidence with the object of getting it car-
ried. Be had good reason to think that it
would be carried because, when the vote to
disagree with the Speaket's ruling was taken
the other night, a member from the other
side of the House surreptitiously voted with
the Leader of the Opposition. He had
good realson to believe that he had made a
convert front thle other side of the House.
Tile person who ought to explain ioi the
member from the other side wvho put the
Leader of the Opposition into the false
position of believing that lie had gained a
recruit. 1 for one will be greatly interested
to see wvhether that member has recanted.
If there is anyv blame attachable to anyone
for the motion being launched at this time,
it is nobodyv on this side of the House hut
somebody onl the other side of the House. I
do not think for a minute that that member
would plead having become so, absorbed in
his usual astronomicall studies that he did
not know whart he was doing. Therefore I
consider that the Leadenr of the Opp. tiom
has been placed in an unfortunate position
by the action of so-mebody opposite. I base
*ny opposition to the Government oil the
substance of the want of confideace motion.

Mr. Lambert: You would not suggest that
a member on this side has not the right to
disagree with the Speaker's ruling.

MT. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: Of course he has a right
to disagree, but only when he is in favour
of the substance of Vjie motion.

Mr. Lambert: That is beside the question.
MT. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mnem-

ber for Yilgaru-Qoolgardie will keep order.
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Mr. FUGUES: The Bill to amend the
Agricultural Bank Act was a highly desir-
able mneasure. Under Section 51 dhe Bank
can take the bread out of the farmers'
mouths for interest It is an all-embracing
provision that gives the Agricultural Bank
athohte ownership of everything the farm-
emaproduce. Mfter all4, what they produce is
their wages. What would we in the city
say if a law were passed giving a creditor
the right to step in and garnishee a work-
ing man's wages without legal process?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: There would be a
strike immediately.

Mr. HUGHES: Of course there would be
a strike and tbe strike would be thoroughly
justified. No matter what liabilities a work-
ing man, busims mmn or professional man
incurs, before his meanis of subsistence-
that is, his wages--can be attacked, there
must be a judgment of the court followed
by execution issued out of the court.

Mr. Lambet: You know you are speaking
an untruith.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Lamberit: You know that we pay tax-

abion and the Government can garnishee our
salaries.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Lambert: Why put that sot of stuff

over us?
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will

keep order.
Mr. HUGHES: I am aware that the Gov-

ernmuent stop ithe financial emergency tax
out of our wages, but I also know that we
have taken the precaution to raise our own
wages by 30s. a week since the beginning of
tis year.

Mr. Lambert: We I
Mr. HUGHEES: The hon. member did it

in anticipation of may coming here.
For that I am not ungrateful to the hon.
member, and am ready to ratify bis action
and make it retrospective. Before one can
touch the goods or the money of a debtor
in the city, one must obtain certain legal
processes. A magistrate could even give
the debtor relief to the extent of ordering
deferred payment- The member for Can-
ning is rightly asking the House to pass
legislation to prevent the straight-out sei-
zuire of the goods and chattels Of people
without the authority of the court. HRe
is asking us to pass legislation to abrogate
the archaic privileges of the old feudal
landlord. I submit that the lbon. member,

after considerable historic research, put
up an unanswerable case.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is not
in order in discussing legislation bef ore,
the House on a motion of this sort.

Mr. HUGHES: During the debate See-
tion .51 of the Agricultural Bank A-ct -was
freely discussed.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member can-
not discuss legislation before the House on
another motion. He knows that as well as
I do.

Mr. HUGHES: Except in the case of hi-
come tax, we know the Commissioners hqvp
statu tory power, extreme poweri to go in
and take salaries and -wages in payment of
income. It is not a power they exercise
lightly.

Mr. Lambert-. How do you know they
do not?

Mr. HUGHES: Probably I pay more
promptly than seine people do, even if not
more willingly.

Mr. Lambert: You speak with a little
knowledge.

lIfT. HUGHES: The farmer who is in-
debted to the Agricultural Bank for inter-
est under his mortgage is liable to have
everything that he produces taken from
him under statutory lien. The farmers who
come under Section 51 of the Agricultural
Bank Act are in a worse position than the
peons of South America. The peons work
the soil. If their debts are not paid, they
Wgo down to the children. They own no-
thing. We have the peon class in Western
Australia. They, too, own nothing. If they
make something out of butter fat or other
p~roduee of their farms, it becomes the pro-
perty of the Commissioners of the Agricul-
tural 'Bank. The Opposition were in duty
bound to their constituents and to the
people of the State to do everything in
their power to abolish this condition of ex-
treme servitude that exists in our midst.
I would have no hesitation in going to any
wage-earner in the metropolitan area and
placing the case fairly and squarely before
him. I venture to say that 999 out of elvery
thousand would agree that this is an un-
desirable state of affairs. We must remodel
our outlook. These people are under such
a burden of debt, they are trying to run
their farms but are so greatly overwhelmed
by flrfancial obligations that it is practic-
ally impossible -for them to carry on and
pay interest. We ought not to ask any man

1550



[3 NOV-EMBSR, 1936.155

9n the land to pay interest until he has
kept at least enough for the subsistence of
his family and himself to provide him with
a sum equal to the basic wage.

Mr. Lambert: I agree with you.
Mr. HUGHES: I hope the hon. member

is not going to let me down as he let down
the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. Lambert: I have no responsibility
towards the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. HUTGH.ES: I would be prepared, aed
It think the people of the metropolitan area
would be prepared, to pay a little more in
taxation. Those who are getting from £15
to £20 a week would he willing to pay a
little more* to meet the interest due to the
Agricultural Batik, provided that payment
was to meet the interest due by the
mn who works his land and tries to get
the neeassary produce from it. After
all, we are paying our overseas debt
in wool and wheat. It is only an old-.
fashioned idea to speak of the gold
standard. We have not been on the gold
standard for 2.5 years, hut have paid in
wheat and wool. When members represent-
ing farming constituencies brought down a
Bill, it was suddenly ruled out of order,
after being on the notice paper for some
weeks. I ain sure, Mr. Speaker, you do
not take the view that whatever you
rule-

Mr. Lambert: On a point of order,
is it competent for the member for East
Perth-

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member is not
ratting on tue already, is he?

The SPEAKER: What is the point of
order?

Mr. Lambert: To discuss your ruling.
The SPEAKER: I am not aware that the

hon. member is discussing my ruling. He is
only referring to it.

Mir. Thorn: The member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie should wake up.

Mr. HUGIfES: The Speaker's ruling ap-
parently became an issue of Government
policy. That seemed to be the trouble. I
am sure he will allow members-

Mr. Lambert: On a point of order.
Hon. W. D. Johnson:- Sit down.
The SPEAKER: -What is the point of

order?
Mr. Lambert: I must insist that the state-

ment of the member for East Perth that your
rulingr is a matter of Government policy must
be withdrawn.

The SPE AKER: There is nothing, to with-
draw. The hon. member has said nothing-
offenri ye.

Mr. HUGHES: Members of the Country
Party found themselves in a very awkwardl
dilemma. Obviously they could not again
bring the question before the House, because
any attemjpt tobigi iilar legislation
would hare met with the same fate. Conse-
quently what else could they have done, but
what they bare done? I tried to bring down
ti motion dealing with the very important
question of youth employment, but it met
witht a similar fate. Wfhat other way could
one bring sucit matters before the House
than. by way of a no-confidence motion? If
one brought forward the same motion again.
but couhed in slightly different language,
that would be a mere subterfuge, because in
substance the motion would still be the
same. Therefore there was no alternative if
this important question-important not only
to themselves, but also to city member-
was to be brought under discussion. .They
Look the only course available to them. If thec
Premier thinks this motion is the cause of
his not being at the mieeting of the Lon
Council, the responsibility must revert to
himself. There was no need to wipe out thke
Bill as it was wiped out.

The Premier: We did not do that.
Mr. HUGHES: Did. not the Premier vote

to have the Bill wiped out?
The Premier: That is a different matter

altogether.
Mr. HUGHES:- The Premier might have

said to members opposite, "'We will give you
an opportunity to discuss the Bill by making
it a Government measure."

The Premier: Somnething that is out of
order cannot be made a Government measure.

Mr. HUGHES: It would not he out of
order if it were a Government meatsure.
Was not that the whole cause of the friction?
The Bill would not have been out of order
had it been introduced from the Treasury
bench.

Mr.x Patrick: That would have made' no
difference. Ministers said that the Bill would
ruin the State.

Mr. HUGHES: It would have meant that
those people -who are working on farms in
this State would have had £2 a week to call
their own out of the proceeds of their labour

before the Agricultural Bank came in. It
is a fact that this over-riding dragnet clause
vesting all produce in the Agricultural Bank
Commissioners destroys the farmer's oppor-
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tunity to get credit. We know very wvell that
the first thing- a city merchant asks when one
tries to sell him anything on behalf of a
fanner is, "Is this fanner under the Agri-
cultural Bank?" If the answer is in the
affirmative the merchant asks, "5Will the Agri-
cultural Bank consent to his being paid the
proceeds?7" Therefore we should seize the
first opportunity to end this form of slavery
and afford the farmer at least a margin of
subsistence. If it is not possible for such a
measure to be introduced from this side of
ihe Chamber, the Government themselves
should introduce it and give their supporters
a free hand to vote on it as a non-party
measure. I venture to say that if the
Bill were brought before the Chain-
her as a non-party measure, it would
be carried almost unanimously, since on
the score of equity and fairness there
is; no defence against it. I snbmsit that here
we have one more manifestation of the Gov-
errnent's desire to serve the rich man rather
than protect the poor man. I do not know
why the Leader of the Opposition-who pos-
sibly prefers to suffer in silence-is accused
of having said something to the effect that
lie wished to reduce the standard of living
of relief and sustenance workers. One of
the curses of Parliamentary life is that
whatever you say is taken down and in the
years to come used in evidence against you.
The standard of living prescribed for cer-
tain sustenance workers in the metropolitan
area by the present Government is is. per
hour. So far as I know, that is the rate
which was in operation when the Lender of
the Opposition was Deputy Premier. We
have this extraordinary position in the met-
ropolitan area to-day: If a person is unable
by reason of old-age to work, the Federal
Government prescribe 19s. per week as the
minimum upon which he can subsist. Eon.
members will recollect the outcry which was
raised when the pensions were reduced. Mr.
Seullin reduced them to 15s. per week.
Gradually they have been restored to 19s.
per week Now we have an anti-Labour
Government prescribing as the minimum on
which an adult unable by reason of age to
work can live, the weekly stum of 19s.,
whereas the breadwinner in the metropoli-
tan area who is unable to work because of
any disability short of qualifying him for
the invalid pension, receives 7s. a week for
himself, 7s. for his wife, and 7s. per child.
That is exactly the sustenance that was given
to him by the member for York when in

office. Thus the unfortunate "C" class men
who are unable to work are being asked to
support three persons on only 2s, per week
more than the Federal Government allow
for one old-age pensioner. Frequently the
children who ere required to exist on is. per
day are growing children ranging up to 14
years. I say advisedly that it is impossible
to feed a growing child of. say, 12 years,
on Is. per day. We are denying such child-
ren the opportunity to build up a constitu-
tion. If a -constitution is not built up be-
fore adolescence, the child will not acquire
it at mnature age. The Government now sit-
ting opposite, who keep on twitting the mem-
ber for York with what ho did when in
office, stand to-day for compelling people
to live on a shilling a day. And that is not
because the money has not been provided.
On last year's Estimates Parliament pro-
vided for unemployment relief-and that is
where sustenance comes from-a. sum of
£63,000; but rather than give these people
more than a shilling a day, the Government
spent only £50,000, saving £13,000. That
saving was made at the expense of persons
compelled to live on a shilling a day. I
declare that it is rank hypocrisy to twit any
member with wanting to reduce the standard
of living while the Government themselves
are prepared to compel people to live on a
shilling a day. The mnoney for the relief
worker is not provided ouit of revenue -it
all; it is being provided out of loan funds.
As regards the metropolitan sewerage works
it would be interesting to know whether
there is going to be any adjustment of the
price charged to 'householders, because the
present system of continuous changing of
workers under the relief scheme must of
course increase the cost. Relief work in
the form of sewerage is going to be paid
for by the householders of the metropolitan
area. Not one penny is coming not of the
State Treasury in aid of relief work. 'The
Premier has made the statement-he re-
peated it to-night-that £E800,000 was re-
quired -for relief in agricultural areas, and
that if the Loan Council did not find the
money it would have to come out of loan
funds available for the current year. That
being so, it means that the £C800,00 will be
taken from relief workers in the metropoli-
tan area and other parts of the 'State.
Speaking for the member for Nelson (Mr.
Doust), the Premier gave us almost a. com-
plete assurance that that hon. member would
support the Government on this issue.
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The Premier: I said nothing of the kind.
Mr. HUGHES: What other inference

could be placed on the statement?
The Premier: I said he would be here to

speak for himself.

Mr. HUGHES: He is not here yet, and I
do not desire to continue speaking until
the next train arrives from Busselton.

Mr. Withers: There will be plenty of
time to-morrow.

Mr. HUGHES: On that statement,
£800,000 is necessary for the relief of far-
luer. In view of the Premier's statement,
that monley will be taken from Loan Funds
and will be found entirely by the sustenance
and relief workers in the metropolitan area
and elsewhere throughout the State. is it
a fair thing to say that if we have to find
another £800,000, we will do so by taking
it out of the pockets of those who are en-
deavouring to provide for their families on
less than the basic wage? Much as I hate
the wages tax, and would favour abolishing
it in its entirety, if we have to decide be-
tw~een taking £800,000 out of the pockets
of people who are trying to maintain a
wife and two children on £E2 12s. a weekc,
'and the continuance of that tax, I would
prefer to douhle the financial emergancy
tax. It would appear from the Premier's
statement that that is what Mill happen.
The Premier talked about the improve-
mnent in the eonditions of the relief work-
ers. The conditions of the relief wvorkers6
have become worse than they were for-
inerly. When the financial emergency tax
was first introduced, it was advanced on
the ground that the State was facing a9
time of national emiergency' , and therefore
the wages tax, which was economically uin-
sound and inequitable because it did not
take into cognisance the taxpayer's obliga-
tions, was wanted, notwithstanding all its
admitted disabilities and unfairness. It
was urged that the tax was justifiable be-
cause the State required additional money
with which to provide for the unemployed.
For the first year, when the tax was un-
posed, the aniount collected uinder that
heading was £202,000, and the Government
spent £3.57,000 from revenue. In those cir-
cumnstances the then Government, of which
the Leader of the Opposition was a meme-
bei', spent on the relief of unemployment
every penny they got from the wages tax,
Plus 150,000. As soon as there was a
change of Government, the financial emher-

geney tax rates were increased, with the
result that the following year they pro-
duced £41.1,000, but only £248,000 of that
amount was spent in aid of the unem-
ployed. Therefore, instead of distributing
the whole of the wages tax collected in
the relief of unemployment, the Govern-
mnent took £167,000 into general revenue.
We know that in the succeeding year the
tax collections jumped to the enormous fig-
ure of £685,000, but only £92,000 of that
amount was spent in aid of unemployment.
So that £592,000 was taken into general
revenue. Thus the figures have increased
until last year the amount produced from
the financial emergency tax was £823,000.
Although almost £1,000,000 was received
under that heading, only £60,000 was spent
in aid of unemployment. That goes to
show, of course, that the unemployment
crisis was used as a means to shift the in-
cidence of taxation on to the wage earners,
which was contrary to all the speeches de-
livered on the subject. If I were to look
back through the records in "Hansard,'' I
could find some stirring speeches from the
Premier's predecessor about the necessity
for eliminating from the payment of this
tax the mall who was earning less than £5
a week, We used to advocate the £5 exemnp-
tion, hunt we have shifted the incidence
right away to-day. We got so much money
that we did not know what to do with it.
Although the Federal Government provided
uts with money for a deficit of £200,000 last
year, the then Treasurer balanced his Bud-
get and showed a surplus oC £88,000. He
had so mutch money that he spent £E100,000
in the following year in order to raise the
salaries of Ministers of the Crown by as
much as £6 a week. He raised the sailar 'y
of every member of Parliament by 30s. a
week, and the salaries of everyone in the
Public Service, who was getting over £10
a week, were increased to pre-depression
rates. Although I have no objection to
salaries reverting to pie-depression rates,
so that we received 30s. a week extra each
and officers received as much as £300 a
year, the fact remains that we gave the
man who had to support a wife and two
children on 48s. a week a mere paltry in
crease of 4s. weekly. Then we were promised
that on the 5th October there would.he a re-
adjustment of the rates and conditions
applying to relief workers. Thoem people
looked forward to the 5th October when this
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magical announcement by the Minister for
Employment was to take effect. If ever a
mountain labonred and brought forth a
mouse, it was on that occasion. The relief
workers waited expectantly for their iii-
crease, and they received the paltry in-
crease of 4s. per weak. That was all they
got. although the Minister himself received
an increase in salary of between £5 and £6
a week, which has operated since the 1st
January last, Although we have all had an
increase in our salaries, we know that the
workers' wages are fixed an the basis of the
basic wage. According to the statisticians,
the basic wage of 72s. to-day is equivalent
to 86s. in 1930. The Minister for Employ-
ment spoke about the basic wage having
been increased by is, 6d. per week, as if the
standard of living of the worker had been
raised by Is. 6id. a week because the basic
wage had been so increased. Not having
any industrial experience, he would not
know that that increase was provided be-
cause some time during the previous three
months the cost of living had gone up to the
extent of Is. 6d. and that the basic wage
worker had been so much worse off until the
new basic wage was declared-. Whenever
the basic wage has gone up, it has meant
that the industrial worker has been so -much
worse off for any period not exceeding
three months. On the basis that 72s. to-day
has the purchasing power of 86s. in 1930, it
is evident that when we restored our own
salaries to the pre-depression figures, we in-
creased our wages by 15 per cent. because
our money now has 15 per cent, more pur-
chasing power. If we were prepared to do
that, then -we should also he prepared to find
at least £100,000 for drought relief in this
State by making that 15 per cent, adjust-
ment in respect of all persons who secured
relief from the financial emergency tax last
December. If we did that we would not be
one bit worse off then any other member of
the community. We would simply he asked
to enjoy our adjusted purchasing power. If
cur salaries were made the equivalent of
those applying in 1930, that -would provide
£C100,000. We need not worry about the
£84,000 for the buses- Tram fares have re-
mained stationary since 1930. Since 1930
the wages of tramway men have been -re-
duced consecutively from 15s. 6d. to 14s. a
week. In five years 500 tramway men at
14s. a week will produce sufficient savings
to pay for the trolley buses. So the trolley

buses over the last five years have been a
gift to Western Australia from the tramway
employees. When people in the country
sce that some of us are improving our posi-
tions and taking advantage of the inereaied
purchasing power they become discontented
and raise their voices in protest. The'fann-
ers are doing, only what we have done many
times in the metropolitan area. One would
have thought that the Government, claiming
to he a Labour Government, if it was de-
sired to -reduce taxation, would have started
on the lowest -rung of the ladder. We were
told it was necessary to have some read-
justment in the financial emergency tax. We
k-now the Government got £40,000 more for
the three months ended the 30th September
this year than was received last year. The
most potent factor likely to account for that
increase is this: A weekly wage of £3 10s.
was exempt from the emergency tax, but the
basic wage went to £3 12s. and every basic
wage worker who received an increase had
Is. 4d. taken off in tax. So that additional
£C40,000 is the money taken from the basic
wage worker under the financial emergency
tax. WVhen it comes to a question of making
taxation adjustments 'we find that the man
on £:4 a wveek who last year paid 4.4. in the
p~ound, under the Government's new schemne
is still going to pay 4d. in the pound. The
man on the lowest rung of the ladder is get-
ting no taxation relief from the Govern-
ment, although the Government are giving
relief to those higher in the social scale.
Mfen on £8 paid 9d. in the pound hut now,
under the Bill introduced the other night,
they have only to pay 6d. So 'when the
Government want to give somebody a relief
of 2d. in the pound in financial emergency
taxation, they give it to the man on £8 or
£7 a week, -but the charge to the man on £4
remains the same. There in black and white
are the indispuatable figures. The Gov-
ernment's declared policy is that the man
to get relief from taxation is not the man on
the low wages, hut the man on the higher.
When I moved to increase the rate of income
tax on the higher salaries it was resisted by
the Government. We find people on the
higher rate of income are back to pre-depres-
sion figures. In the taxation report for this
year it is shown that for 1933-34 only 23
people earned over £5,000 per annum. In
1934-35 there were 52 people earning that
sum. For last year, although only about 60
per cent, of the incomes have been assessed,
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already 37 people have been shown to have
incomes of over £5,000 per annum. This
proves that those on the big incomes are
back to pre-depression figures. With every
group reeiving over £700 a year theme has
been an increase back to pre-depression
figures. Those on £500 went from £382 to
£C580. Yet when additional money is wanted,
instead of raising the income tax on people
earning big amounts, the men on £4 a
week are asked to pay. As the representa-
tive of a working class constituency, in
view of the Government's declared policy to
tax the man on the bottom rung of the ladder-,
I would be failing in my duty if I did, not
vote against the Government. A good deal of
the trouble frorn which this motion originated
was the unfortunate and unpardonable mis-
take of the Government in giving to a
political failure without any banking experi-
ence and not much fanning experience, the
position of Chief Commissioner of the Agri-
cultural Bank. I do not suppose there could
be found for the post a more unsympathetic
and unsuitable person throughout the length
and breadth of Western Australia. He is a
person we have known for years to be a
domineering, arrogant, and unsympathetic
man who will not see people. Any citizen
may see any other commissioner, the Commnis-
sioner for Railways, the Commissioner for
Repatriation, and the Commissioner for Tax-
ation, but this gentleman of the Agricultural
Bank cannot lie seen. A person holding such
a responsible position should be available
to discuss people's business. What bank
manager refuses to discuss matters with his
clients? But this gentleman, wholI say is
unfitted to occupy the position, will not see
anyone. I venture to suggest that the
proposal for an opera subsidy may
have come from looking at this Pooh-
Bali at the Agricultural Rank. There
was a motion brought before the
House by the member for Murchison for
on inquiry into the Licensing Bench. He
moved it lost session, but it was defeated. He
moved it again this session and knew that it
would be carried. But when this Commis-
sioner from the Agricultural Bank obtained
a writ omit of the Broome Court, wve knew that
certain partnership dealings concerning
hotels were likely to be examined, and the
enthusiasm of the member suddenly waned
mid he did nut want an inquiry into the
Licensing Bench. Strangely enough there
was nothing wrong, if this gentleman wnted

a hotel, in his going to the board and apply-
ing. While he was a Minister of the Crown
this man held in the palm of his hand the re-
appointing of the members of the Licensing
Bench, and he was a surreptitious applicant
for licenses under the Act. The member for
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe talked about the poor
man who saw an opportunity of gaining a
block of land for a hotel.

Mr. SPEAK~ER: If the hon. member can
tell me what this has to do with the motion
I shall be pleased. There is nothing in the
motion about the Licensing Bench. When
the hon. member was speaking of the Agri-
cultural Bank he was on fairly safe ground,
but he is now wandering.

Mr. HUGHES: Is not the Chairman of
the Commissioners the personification of the
BlankI

Mr. SPEAKER: He has nothing to do
with licensing.

Mr. HUGHES: Not now. However, I
know that this is a subject which the daily
Press does not want to he circulated too
freely, and that what I have said will not
be mentioned in the "West Australian" to-
morrow.

The Minister for Lands: It is remark-
able that the papers do not print what you
say.

Mr. HUGHES: It is.
The Minister for Lands: What is wrong

with your reputation?
Mr. 'SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. HUGHES: What is wrong, with

yours?
Mr. SPEAKER; Order! The hon. miei-

her will 'address the Chair.
Mr. HUGHES: The Premier said that

Parliament had passed the Agricultural
Bank Act. So Parliament did. But was
Parliament told, when passing it, that we
were going to take Mr. McCallum and make
him the Chairman of Commissioners? Would
Parliament have passed the Act had Par-
liament been told the truth? There was
not one word intimated to Parliament that
Air. McCallum, was to be chairman. Par-
liament was not given an opportunity to
discuss the Agricultural Hank Act with a
full knowledge of what it meant. As a mat-
ter of fact, it was a smart trick put over
Parliament, for Parliament was kept inthe
dark as to who would be the Chairman of
the Commissioners, and Parliament passed
the Act in good faith, believing that appli-
cations would be called far and wide, and
that a man trisined for the job and quali-
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fled for the job would he given the job. But
no! After the Act had keen securely
piloted through Parliament, this little
arrangement was made, and 11r. McCallum
was declared the Chairman of the Agricul-
tural Bank Commission. The very best
thing we can now do for the farmers is to
bring hack the Act to Parliament and, if
nec~e.-5ary, cancel -Mr. MeCallum's. appoint-
ment. If Parliament confirms Mr. MeCal-
him's appointment, well and good, but if
we want to restore the confidence of the
farmers, we should give Parliament an op-
portniity to say whether or not they would
hafve passed the Act bad they known the
use to which it would be put. Therefore I
amn going to support the motion, not be-
cause the Government are spending £84,000
onl trolley buses-which will be a gift by
the Tramway Department-not because the
Government have been spending and arc
spending £15,000 a year in reclatma tion work
on the Swan River, but on the broaid prin-
ciple that we were defending the rig-hts of
this Parliament by bringing forward in the
only possible way a very urgently needed
reform -which, unfortunately, we were not
permitted to discuss, not because you, Sir,
gave an erroneous ruling,- if I may be par-
doned for saying so--

Mr. SPEA7NER.: It is a very unpardon-
able statement to make.

'Mr. HUGHES: Well, T hope I can join
MAr. Gray, and- get a pardon. It -was nxot
because of those unfortunate circumstances,
lbnt. because the Governient, led by the Pre-
mnie himself, took the view that it was a
party matter, and took advantage of your
ruling, Sir, to stifle a discussion urgently'
needed on the part of thle farmers and the
comimunity in general.

MR. WATTS (Katanning) (10.55]: 1
propose to support the motion mainly he-
cause, in my view, as has just been voiced
hrv the member for East Perth (Mfr.
Hutghes)1 this is the only opportunity now
afforded us to discuss matters of the great-
est importance to the agricultural commun-
ity. The member for East Perth in the
course of his remarks observed that this
all-embracing Section 51 of the Agricul-
tural Bank Act presented the Commission-
ers of the Agricultural Bank with rights
over alt the produce of the farm. And he
rightly observed that such action over the
wages of any other class of workers would
be strongly resented. When be made his

statement that it was impossible to garni-
shee the wages of other' workers, he said
the produce of the farm represented the
wages of the farmer. He added that it
was impossible to garnishee wages of any
other worker in any circumstances, and
that to recover a debt against him it was
necessary to have recourse to process of
the court. I would point out that under
Section 145 of the Local Courts Act, which
is the Act governing the recovery of small
debts in the local court, it is dleinitely pro-
vided that no orders shiall be mnade in at-
tachmnent of wages of any svirvant, labourer
or worker. It is not unreasonable, there-
fore, for miemibers sitting on these benches
to ask that the same consideration should
lie given to those engaged in primiarY pro-
ClUetioji. I suggePst that the Minister for
L ands does not know the seething diseon-
tent there is at present in various portions
of the agrieciltural districts, primarily
caused by the methods under which cer-
tain sections of the Agricultural Bank Act
have been administered. This discontent
comes10 hot onlyV from the hot-heads, but
from men who in other circumnsta nces are
looked to with considerable respect,. it
conies froni men good enough to offer their
services to this country, amiongst others,
many11 yearIs ago. In a report presented to
these ten- 4 refer to the Returned Sol-
diers' Conference-it is stated-

The outpoine of the Coniiissioners' present
policy ini the a niiistration of these Aceta tends
to develop suspicion, discord, and hostility
to suchl an extent that all ineptive and initia-
tive disappears, as a. .farmner gradually finids
that lie is rapidly losing his self respect and
rights Of cizenship. HeI resents tice inltercep-
tion of his income, and will not submit to the
refund system which, to the majority, is repag-
nialit, and places the settler bew the status of
a. sustenance worker.

Those are the views of the Soldier Settle-
ment Conference held recently in this State.
Those conclusions were published in the
Press and are -well known to everybody.
They are not considerations that have been
brought forward by men who are unworthy
to have their word takeni; they hare been
broughit forward by a. section of the coni-
inuniity well known to be an extremely
law-abiding and orderly body, and should
receive careful consideration. Yet, when
some effort is made to render easier the
agreements under which they, in common
with other sections of the farming coin-
mnanity suffer, when opportunity is taken
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to endeavour to make some alteration in
existing legislation for thejir benefit, those
responsible for endeavouring to make the
alteration are accused of kite-flying. As I
said when the accusation was made, it was
astounding to Rue that the Minister for
Lands had the temerity to make it.

M~r. Patrick: Not considering where it
came from.

Mr. WATTS: But it is not astounding
to me that the Leader of the Opposition has
taken this, so far as I know, the last sur-
viving opportunity to voice teojcin
of this side of the House to the legislation
and administration of which we were comt-
plaining. It might be thought in some quar-
ters that the enforcement of the provisions
of Section .51 of the Agricultural Bank Act
and other relative sections, which are
viewed with at great deal of alarm by my-
self and by mny other peop)Ie, have had
the effect of increasing the collections of
interest. In .1931 an amendment of the
then Agricultural Bank Act, known as
Section 37A, was introduced, which took a
statutory charge over the proceeds of crops
only. N ot until 19 3 4 -in fact it was 193.5,
because the measure was not passed until
late in .19S 4-did the extraordinary. posi-
tion arise when not only crops, but wool
and wool clips, livestock and the progeny
thereof become subject to the Act and] to
the charge created by the Act. It might
have been thought that as a result of this
all-embracing measure, the collections of
interest by the Agricultural Batik would
have increased substantially. It might have
been expected that so great would have
been the improvement in the Bank's affairs
that there wvould have been no further diffi-
culty in taking advantage of those securi-
ties to collect all that was due. Yet what
has happened?9 In the report of the opera-
tions of the Agricultural Bank for the year
ended the 30th June, 1936, the Commission-
ers show, on page 28, an instructive table of
interest collections. It is a table of compara-
tive percentages of collections to accruals
for the years 1933-34, 1934-35, and 1935-36.
The first of those years, members will note,
was under the Act passed previous to 1934.
Section 37A being the statutory lien provi-
sion. During that year over all districts the
Bank collected 55.5 per cent, of interest, but
in 1934-35 the percentage dropped to 52.3,
and in 1936-36 it fell to 51.32. Tinder the
Soldiers' Settlement Scheme in 1933-34 the

percentage of collections over all districts
was 61; in 19.34-35 it had fallen to 56, and
in 193.5-36 there was a slight increase over
the 1983-34 figures, the collections, having
amounted to 64.45 per cent. I am dealing
of course with all properties, including re-
verted properties. While I am prepared to
admit that there were possibly items to take
into consideration other than the mere fact
of the lien or statutory charge, it must be
conceded that instsead of there being a sub-
stantini increase, as might have been ex-

weeted, there has been an actual reduction,
and, even making allowances for an y other
contingency, there should have been a sub-
stantial increase. The figutres, so far as they
are available to me, bear 'nit the contention
mnade by manv people that the greater the
pressure and the greater the hardship such
legislation imposes on the farmers, the less
likclihood is there of its being satisfactory
to the State or to the farmers theumselves.
WVhat inay be referred to as the psychologi-

cal effect of such legislation has a consider-
able bearing on what a man will do on a
property such as a farm. If be cannot be
assured of at least some retuirn from the
produce of the farm for use in his own in-
terests, he is unlikely to be encouraged to
endeavour to increase his production. Some
members might argue the nteed for keeping
at very tight rein over all those farmers.
From the ideas of memibers opposite it
might be all very well to argue that, unless
a tight rein is maintained, the farmers will
beome dishonest, hut 1. venture to suggest
that the reverse will he the experience. I
cannot believe that the mentality of the pri-
mary' producer is any different front that of
any' other human being. In moy view he is
;ilt equally reasonable man with all other
sections of the community. If we app)lied
the system adopted to per~nns in other
walks of life, we would find that, instead of
increasing their efficiency, we would most
likely reduce it. I say definilely that the
efficiency of the farming community who are
obliged to carry on under tlw Agricultural
Bank Act has been definitely reduced in re-
cent vears, and will be reduced even more in
future. What will be the result of that re-
duction? I submit that the result will be
only an increase in the number of aban-
doned farms. What will be the result of an
increase in the number of abandoned farms!
.It must be a greater loss to the State, not
only from the aspect of revenue to the State,
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but also the future hope of the State as a
primary producing country. So long as a
farm is occupied and is producing some-
thing, it is an asset, hut once a farm becomes
unoccupied and abandoned, in my view it
definitely becomes a liability. Nothing is
received from it; there is no revenue pro-
duced from it. Better would it be to have
contented farmers paying half their interest
than discontented farmers abandoning their
lproperties and the State receiving nothing
at all. During the year 1935-36, according
to the Agricultural Bank report, a total of
£159,287 was collected in interest on the
ordinary Rank account, and £151,166 ap-
parently was collected on Soldier Settle-
ment accounts, this on a total p~rincipal
amounting to something over £9,000,000.
Interest collections were something over
£300,000. It has been suggested that the
provisionis of Section 51 of the Agricultural
Bank Act, couled with those of Section 53 ,
which give the Commissioners the right to
make refunds, have been of great value
to the farming comm iunity in that there has
been made available to the farmers extensive
sums by way of refunds of interest collected
by the Bank. Page 5 of the report of the
BaRnk Commissioners for the year ended June
last shows the following:-

Ap-plications for refund of interest were
numerous. The Commissioners after reviewing
each case, made refunds under Section 53, tak-
ing into consideration the settlers' full require-
mients for Need, fallowing and harvesting. The
refunds approved under this beading totalled
£ 27,932 9s. 8d. for the year.

Thus it appears that, instead of a great pro-
portion of the interest collected by virtue of
the statutory charge being refunded, out of
the £310,000 apparently collected, the sum of
£27,932 99. 8d. was actually refunded, after
the settlers' full requirements for seed, fal-
lowing and harvesting had been taken into
consideration. We are not told how many
applications were refused. I suggest that if
all the applications that were made had re-
ceived favourable consideration to an extent
sufficient to give the settler his full require-
ments, for seed, fallowing and harvesting, the
amnount that would hare been refunded would
have been considerably greater. Coupled with
the fact that a number of applications were
rejected-some I know of personally-there
is the element of great delays which occurred,
and which hampered the farmer's operations
ard prevented him from carrying on in the
most efficient manner possible. I mention

that point as further evidence of what I
believe is a fact, that the operations of the
Bank as sponsored by the Government have
been definitely retarding the efficiency of the
farming community, retarding the progress
of agriculture, and the satisfaction of the
Bank's indebtedness in this State during tbe
last two years. We heard from the Minister
for Lands in answer to a question whether
hie was prepared to bring down Government
legislation for the purpose of having dis-
cussed in the House amendments similar to
those which were previously brought down,
that the Government were not so prepared.
The Minister also made somne reference to
the fact that if he did this it would mean the
ruin of the State. I have endeavoured to
show that there is some evidence at least that
the Opposition view is the correct one. The
Government which holds the view it does is
mistaken as to the best methods of dealing
with Agricultural Bankc farmers. I am pre-
pared to concede that there may have been
those in the past who were not eager, to
honour their obligations. I believe the ma-
jority of those have now left the farms in
question. I am convinced that to-day 95 to
99 per cent. of the farmers are most anxious
to do nil they can, but hamstrung as they are
o" every, ,ide, they have very little oppor-
tunity to carry out their desires. Another
matter I wvish to stress is the attitude of the
Agricultural Bank generally towards tke
farners with whom they have to make finan-
cial arrangements. It appears that they
are not satisfied, firstly with the mortgage
over the land which was originally taken in
order to create the liability, and secondly,
with the statutory charges which have been
given to them under Section 51 and other
sections. But they must have the idea in
their minds that they are dealing with people
with no sense of honesty or idea of common
sense. I will give some examples of things
which I believe are more likely to drive the
producers from the land than to encourage
themi to engage in production to any reason-
able amount. I have in my possession the
latest torni of Agricultural Bank mortgage.
I hope it -will not be argued that the clauses
in it are inserted without the intention of
bringing their full force to bear against the
fanner. So many assurances of that nature
have been made in regard to legislation, and
so often has it been found that once the
authority has been given, it is utilised to the
fullest extent wherever possible, that I think
it may definitely be stated that the new
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clauses are not inserted in the document
without the intention being to use the
powers thereby conferred or to distrain
the fanner under the clauses therein
inserted as often as possible. Clause 4
of this document reads-

To reside continuously on the said lands so
long as any moneys remain owing by the mort-
gagor to the Commissioners.
I am not suggesting that a farmer should
leave his property and forget his debts,
and I do not know what lie would use for
itoney if he did leave. I suggest it is un-
reasonable that a clause of that nature
should be inserted in a mortgage. No oppor-
tunity is afforded to the mortgagor to earn
a living in any other way. Another clause
is-

Not to grant anly right of agisinient or any
grazing rights in respect of the said lands or
permit any livestock not the absolute property
of the mortgagor to be paistured on or remain
on the sad land without the consent in writing
of the Commissioners.

Not even the wife's cow could stop there,
as the animal would not be the property of
the mortgagor. Nothing that is not the
absolute property of the mortgagor can be
allowed to remain on the property. Then
follows a clause stating that the farmer
may not grant any rights to any timber on
the property- The only timber in my dis-
trict that is worth anything is mallet bark.
This has customarily been regarded as the
source of a small amount of pocket money
for the farmer. Without the consent of
the Commissioners, according to this docu-
ment, the farmer would be unable to do
anything with the mallet bark. Not satis-
fled with the mortgage over the land in the
ordinary way, with the statutory charges
provided under the Act of 1934, with prob-
ably a bill of sale over everything as pro-
vided by the Bills of Sale Act, 1899, the
Commissioners also require the follow-
iag:-

And the mortgagor hereby charges the said
lands to tbe Commissioners as security for the
payment of the said sum of . .. . and interest
as aforesaid, and further the mortgagor hereby
assigns to the Commissioners all his estate and
interest in all other lands from time to time
held, occupied or used by the mortgagor in con-
niection with rural industry and al and sundry
the goods chattels and effects of the mortgagor
now situate or being on the mortgagor's pro-
perty at -. ... known as . -. - -some short par-
ticulars of which goods, chattels, and effects
are set out in the second schedule to these
presents, and all other-chattels and the in-
terest in all other chattels which he may here-

after have, including the produce to be derived
from or in connection with the mortgaged
lands or any other lands held, used or occupied
by the mortgagor in connection with rural in-
dustry, and all book debts and choses in action
now due or accruing due or hereater accruing
due in connection therewith.

I read these clauses because the Leader of
the Opposition, in moving the motion, ex-
pressed the view that the Bank was now
prepared to take everything except the wife
and children. I think members, after hear-
ing these clauses read, will agree that that
is the position. It was totally unnecessary
to include any further securities in the
document in question than those which the
Bank already had, and it is not the way
to encourage the producetion of crops and
other produce on a farming property. Any
Government that is prepared to stand be-
hind a. Bank which, not satisfied with
all these powers, wishes to take
more, is in my opinion undeserv-
ing of the confidence of the House.
The member for East Perth, in making
some references to unemrployment relief,
pointed out that a, sum of £63,000 -was
available on last year's Estimates, and that
the sum of £49,870 had been expended. It
may he of interest to the House ton be re-
niinded thnt however great may be the
sins of the Ministry of which the Leader
of the Opposition was a member, that Min-
istry had one great disadvantage, to wit
that it had a great dleal] less money- Un-
fortunately for the ease which appears to
have been well considered by the present
Government, during the year ended the 30th
June, 1932, -when another administration
was in office, out of less money and far
less revenue, £6436,000 had to he expended
upon the relief of unemployment. One must
not lose sight of the fact that out of no-
thing, nothing comes. When one has very
little money one is obliged to cut one's
coat according to one's cloth. Since that
time the amount of money available has
greatly increased- Unfortunately, how ever,
the expenditure from revenue on these mnat-
ters has been greatly reduced. It seems
to me there is dvidenee that the conditions
of the unemployed relief workers could
have been considerably improved without
even exceeding last year's vote, and cer-
tainly without expending anything like the
proportion of revenue which was expended
by the Government of which the Leader of
the Opposition was a member. Luckily I
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have no claims to answer in regard to the
matter; I was not here to support it or
the reverse; and in consequence I feel that
I can speak with a clear conscience. How-
ever, it does seem that the 1032 Govern.-
ment are certainly to be excused when they
spent practically half a million of their
revenue on the relief of unemployment,
whereas the present Government can offer
no excuse for their failure to expend the
full amount that had been placed on the
Estimates for that purpose; for it appears
that they could easily have spent it and
not have come in contact with a dreaded defi-
cit. From all I can see of the statements
of revenue and expenditure for the last
financial year, they unfortunately, and I
am afraid to their great detriment so far
as other forms of finance are concerned,
had a substantial surplus. The balance of
the motion, dealing with such things as
trolley buses, is not such as, from some
aspects, to attract a great deal of atten-
tion; but I think the Premier, in replying
to the Leader of the Opposition, lost sight
of that hon. gentleman's ipoint. In my
opinion that point is this. The Premier
is a-ware, and we are all aware, that money
is not easy to conic by; but apparently
there is somie expenditure which might well
he put off until a more convenient season.
That money is the money which has been
referred to by the Leader of the Opposition
as proposed to be expended on trolley
buses. If those trolley buses arc essential
their purchase can surely be suspended for
a little -while, until the financial position
improves.- Other questions, among them
the question which would necessitate the
Premier's visiting the Eastern States, are
of a much more pressing nature. In my
opinion, the proper course to bujve adoptedl
was to have spent what money was,
available, -rther than hope for some-
thing to turn up from Canberra or from
Melbourne. I think the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was endeavonring to make that
point. Tie Premier spoke of putting first
things first. To my mind the painful con-
dition, of the primary producing industry
all over the State is the first thing that
should be given consideration in connection
with whatever money mnay be available.
That would be putting first things first.
Therefore, while I have no objection what-
ever at the proper time to proper facili-
ties being granted4 in the metropolitan are i,
I have every objection to their being pro-

vided at the present moment, when there
is great uncertainty as to whether any
funds will be forthcoming for putting first
things first. It seems to me also that -what
the farming community wants is not an
opportunity to borrow more money. I pre-
sume that if an expenditure of £C800,000,
as suggested by the Agricultural Bank
Commissioners, is arranged, a large propor-
tion of that, sum will have to be lent to
the farmers. What the farmers want is
not to borrow more money but to have the
right to use somne of that which they earn
for themselves. The net result, so far
as I see, to the State will be exactly the
same. If permitting the farmers to retain
sonic of their own proceeds is going to re-
duce the State's revenue, surely any in-
creased liability for loans and incereasing
the State's expenditure wvill have the samne
effect. WAhile I admit that unfortunately
there are in the agricultural districts cer-
tain areas which will yield no returns-and
there of course it must be a question of
either money being given to the distressed
farmers, which possibly would be prefer-
able, or lending the money if nothing bet-
ter can be done-there are areas where the
returns are sufficient to enable the farmers
to carry on if they can retain a reasonable
proportion of those returns, without the
usual applications, practically hegging
applications as I belicjve many of them are,
to the Agricultural Bank. I believe that
the G4overnuient -who have countenanced
the conditions existing in the agricultural
areas, who decline to bring down any le gis-
lisation to review those conditions, and who
can only -refer to members who believe
themselves to be taking action in the best
interests of the State as kite-fliers, arc no
longer worthy of the confidence of this
House or of the country.

MR. SAMPSON (Swkan) [11.28]: I very
much regretted the decision, or rather the
Standing Order, which made necessary the
withdrawal of tbec Bill sponsored by the
member for Grecnough (Mr. Patrick).
Aecordiugly on the following- day I sub-
mitted a question to the Minister for Lands,
asking whether in view of your riding, 'Ar.
Speaker, on the Constitutionail difficulty in
respect of the provisions of the Bill to amend
the Agricultural Bank Act, would- he, as
Minister for Lands, give consideration to the
hiinging-dnwn of a similar mieasiure. I
realised, of .course, that that -was ask-
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ing a great deal; but the difficulties
which are faced by those on the land
are in many cases so great that I
hoped some mjeans would he found
whereby the Constitutional difficulty would
be overcome by the Minister *himself bring-
ing down the measure. I was sorry to hear
to-day the reply of the Minister, who said
that the answer to the question was "No,"
and that such a measure would bring about
the utter ruin and the bankruptcy of the in-
stitaition and would result in great injury
to the agricultural industry. That view is at
c'omplete variance with the attitude of cer-
tain industrial groups that have stated time
after time that if an industry will not pro-
duce a living, then there is no alternative but
to close it down, and that a reasonable return
is essential, otherwise there is no justification
for continuing it. The needs of farners are
at least equal to those of industrial workers,
and the Bill introduced by the member for
Greenough was distinctly humanitarian and
tcommonsense in its provisions because it re-
qaired consideration for the position of the
farmer who was in distress. The farmer,
equally with those who are in need of susten-
sance, must receive consideration. There was
a clause in the hon. member's Bill that pro-
vided-

Mr.- SPEAKER: I hope the hon- member
dues not intend to discuss the provisions of
the Bill that has been withdrawn.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am trying to draw
aittention to the attitude of the Government
regarding the effort put forward by a mem-
ber of this House by means of a Bill, one of
the clauses of which-

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order in discussing a Bill that was not
permitted to be discussed in the House.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am aware that the Bill
was withdrawn, which was very painful to
me, but surely, Mr. Speaker, you will raise
no objection-

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is riot
in order in discussing the Bill in any form.

Mfr. Patrick: Argue that the Government
are justified in bringing down a similar
measure.

IMr. SAMPSON: I hope, Mr. Speaker, you
wvill not object to my urging the Government
to introduce a measure embodying the same
principles as that. underlying the Bill intro-
duced by the member for Greenough. If
the Government were to do that, the Bill, in
order to provide for the needs of the farmers,
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must enact that something in the nature of
sustenance will be allowed to the farmer.

Mr. Patrick: Not sustenance, but a living,
allowance.

Mr. SAMPSON: Yes, that was proposed
in the Bill. If the Government are to exer-
cise consideration in the interests of the
farmers, a living allowance must be pro-
vided. There is nothing unusual in asking-
for that consideration in the interests of
those who are in distress and unable to
provide for themselves food or the necessa-
ries of life. Surely they should very pro-
perly receive consideration at the hands of
the Government. Why should farmers be
deprived of what is essential? In the farm-
ing districts there is an increasingly bitter
feeling regarding the lack of consideration
for their requirements. They are up against
climatic and other difficulties against which
it is utterly impossible for human beings to
fight and live in any degree of comfort. I
had hoped therefore, that the Minister
would have given consideration to the
matter and perhaps discussed it with the
Premier with the obleet of ameliorating the
conditions of those who are esperieneing
such difficult times. The attitude of the
Government towards the Bill to which I
have made brief reference is along the same
lines as that adopted by them regarding the
small farmers of the ieley district. Time
after time I urged the Government to give
consideration to the position of orelhardists
and others in the Bickley Valley. The re-
ception of my request -may have been quite
all right, but results were nil. The public
contributed very generously to a fund which
the "West Australian" opened, but the Gov-
ernment were absolutely adamant and in-
different to the interests of the Bickley
settlers.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chkeir.j

Hfon. P. D. Ferguson: They are not inter-
ested now.

Mr. SAMWPS ON: I would niot he going too
far if I were to say that the Government
displayed callous indifference regarding
those small farmers. From the standpoint
of the Treasurer, after a long period, he
was last year able to report a very creditable
surplus. At the same time, it wag not so
very creditable in view of the attitudde
adopted regarding efforts that I and others

.made to secure assistance for producers who
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were in distress. I have no doubt that re-
ports were presented to the Department of
Agriculture regarding the position of the
Bickley settlers, hut nevertheless the Gov-

ernment remained absolutely obdurate and
indifferent, and provided no funds whatever
for the assistance of the sufferers.

M-r. Lainbert: You always keep .youv
hands in your pockets.

Mr. SA1iPSON: When I accompany the
hon. member, I keep both hands in both
pockets.

Hon. P. 1). Feirguson- You arc very wise.
Mr. SAMPSON: And] if the member for

Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) were to
keep his tongue between his teeth, he would
exercise still greater -wisdom. The disre-
gard by the Government of the small farm-
ers at Bickley seems to me to be symnpto-
matie of their disregard generally of the
interests of the men on the land. If those
concerned are not able to g-et together and
sp)eak with a loud voice, the Government
treat themi with indifference.

Mr. Cross: Why, the Government have
jiis esemutedl the beekeepers.

Mr. SAMNPSON: Years after they should
have been exempted.

Mr. Cross:~ But the present G-overnnment
have done that.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am glad of that, but
I do not know I need refer to that matter
any further. The amazing argument was
advanced in this Chamber that because they
were bee, pig and poultry farmers, suchl
producers were not agriculturists. Surely
that out-Herods Herod in, lack of consider-
ation.

Mr. Cross: Your Government did not pro-
vide any redress for themi.

Mr. SAMPSON: The matter -%vas not
brought forward until 'last year. The settlers
at Bickley who were so adversely affected
by the cyclonic disturbance have suffered
tremendously. They have been unable to
buy fertiliser, and sonic even could not, pro-
vide food for themselves. They were told
that they would, he allowed sustenance if
they were prepared to go out and work, In
other words, the settlers had to 'withdraw,
from their orchards and allow them to revert
to a wild state while they chipped weeds on
sidewalks, or did other work that was conm-
paratively useless. That was the answer
given to them?' and actually not one penny
was provided for their relief. I proffered
requests on their behalf in a courteous

manner, and there are between 30 and
40 letters at the Premier's Office, no answers
to which have yet been given.

Mr. Patrick:- I do not suppose the Premier
even read them.

Mr. SAMPSON: I cannot say whether that
is so, but there has been no response. Why
is thnt? Can any member on either iside
of the House say thiat those small producers
should have been t-cated with such callous in-
difference! Is there any justification for that
treatment? I have never yet heard any
reason why they should be treated differently
from other sufferers. The position remains
tile samie as it 'wig last April 12 months.
These people received 110 assistance, and it
seems to mc that isult was added to injury
when they wecre told that those who needed
food woufl be given sustenance if they would
go out and work.

MAr. Cross: Why give them money for
nothing?

21r. Lambert interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I must ask the

hon. ,nembei: to keep order.
Mr. Lambert: It would not hurt you to

giave thenm port of your Parliamentary
sal ary.

Mr. SAMPSON: It would be a very good
thing if tile hon. member would speak only
after hie had thought.

Mr. Lambert iiuterectud.
The DJEPUTY 8PEAKER: Order!
Mr. SAM11PSON: We do not want to treat

the member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie un-
kindly.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Never mind
about the member for Yilgara Coolgardie.
Address the Chair.

A-r. SAM'PSON:- I have been endeav-
ouring to draw an analogy in respect
to the treatment by the Government
of the Bickley settlers anid farmers
generally, and I find that treatment is on all
fours. The disregard of the settlers by the
Government is very unfair and wrong. With
respect to the trolley buses, the subject has
been talked about at length. I appreciate the
fact that there is need for an improved trans-
iport service at Claremont. The Claremont
residents ore concerned about the matter,
but their support of trolley buses does not
provide any great argument so far as I am
concerned. T have said previously, and the
statement cannot he diaputed, that private
enterprise can provide all that is required.
It was said that the fact. that trolley buses
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-are operated by Western Australian gen-
orated power is a special reason for their
introduction to the Claremont route. My
answer is that the fuel used for motor buses
is constantly being changed, and it will not
be long perhaps before charcoal or producer
gas provides what is necessary. The trolley
buses are not the only alternative for the
people of Claremont. I know the trains
are heartbreakingly slow, and I agre2,
'with the Premier that the distance they
cover is far too great to be practi-
cal from a tramway standpoint. But
whyv the Government should have such
an overwhelming desire to throw £84,000
into the air to provide trolley buses for
Claremont I cannot understand. Private
enterprise is prepared to do what is neecs-
say. What is wrong with private enter-
prisel Private enterprise performs services
at competitive rates, and it would he quite
easy for tenders to be invited for the right
of some motor bus concern to do what is
necessary in respect to this transport ser-
vice. I daresay the Government regret hav-
ing taken action in regard to purchasing
trolley buses for Claremont, but plenty of
warning has been given, and the matter
Ahnild have heen put in nrde-r. There is no
justification for the expenditure. The Govern-
nment could have retained this money and used
it for other purposes. But while there is
£84,000 for an unnecessary service in Clare-
mont there is no money to help the farmer,
small or otherwise. It has been argued that
the tramways have shown a surplus. That
is true, f or the grand total surplus of the
traniways from 1930 to 1936 amounted to
£117,745. Because of that it is urged there
is justification for the spending of this
money on trolley buses.

Hon. C. G. Lath am: It has already been
spent.

Mr. 'SAMPSON: I rdo not suppose we
have ever had a Treasurer who has not spent
alt the money he could put his hands on,
but there is another aspect of the matter.
There has been a profit in connection with
the tramway;, but what about the deficit on
the railways for the same period? That
amounted to £1,200,346. There is a profit in
the one ease, so that profit must he expended
in a quite unnecessary utility. In the other
case there is a big loss of nearly one and a
quarter million pound;, but nothing will be
said nbout that. The net loss amounted to
£.1,001,601. I claim that the argument that
the £84,000 to be expended for trolley buses

is profit earned from the running of tramns is
beside the mark. I would be quite pleased
if the Government were consistent in the
argument submitted. On the one hand profit
from the trains is justification for the ex-
penditure of money for motor buses. When
we come to the Electricity Department we
find that the profit for last year was £44,000,
for the previous year U40,000 odd, for 1934,
£41,949, for 1933, £25,000 odd, and for 1932,
£17,000. Although there has been a con-
siderable profit, the Government have disre-
garded the needs of the small f anner, aud for
several years past there have been practi-
cally no extensions in the outer suburban
districts of electric current. That is another
indication of the indifference towards the
settlers on the part of those who are in con-
trol. In 1918, in connection with electricity
supply, there was a percentage earned on
capital of 3.62. Last year it amounted to
9.04, and yet the Government have shown no
inclination to do what has been urged on
very many occasions.

Mr, Cross: They cannot put in these ex-
tensions until the power house is extended.

Mr. SAMPSON: If that is true now, it
was not three or four years ago.

Mr. Cross: What do you know ahoet it?
Mr. Marshall: One would not need to be

an encyclopedia to know more than the
member for Swan knows about it.

Mr. SAM1YSON: ]Despite 'the state-
mneat that the power house bad reached
its peak three or four years ago, Perth
is using a very much -greater amount
of current than ever before, and the
power house still supplies it. So I
can commiserate with the member for
Canning (Mr. Cross) and acknowledge that
the wool has been pulled over his eyes re-
specting current not being available. There
is the position. The Government have
shown, as indicated by the Leader of the
Opposition, a very definite disregard for
the needs of the man on the land, whether
he is conducting a small farm or a big
farm. Hle is unable to speak with a.
loud voice, for he is more or less work-
ing as an individual. What is wanted
is that all these farmers should get
together and come down to Parliamnent
House that the Government might see what
a large body they are. But that will not
be done, because the farmer is an inde-
pendent man, and I think that his spirit
of independence is exploited. If he were
more inclined to voice his disabilities, he
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would be listened to with greater consid-
oration. But there we have the disregard
of the Government for Bickley and for all
our outer suburban farmers, indeed, for all
men oil the land. I will support thle motion,
but I had hoped that the Minister for
Lands, in reply to mny question in view of
the great needs of the farmers, would hau.'e
agreed to the principle contained in the
Bill submitted by the member for Green-
ough (Mr. Patrick) whereby £100 per an-
numa was to be allowed as a first charge
against the farmer's proceeds for the far-
mner 's domestic needs.

MR. BOYLE (Avon) [11.54] : I deter-
mined soon after the elections, knowing the
closeness of the numbers as betwveen the
Government and the Opposition, that I
would] not be a party to throwing the coun-
try into the turmoil of an election on an),
frivolous ground.

The Minister for Employment: You
would be shot if you did.

Mr. BOYLE: No, I would not.
The Minister for Employment: Too right.

you would be.
Mr. BOYLE: I am unperturbed at the

remarks of the Minister, because I anm sure
I will he in Avon long after he is forgot-
tenl in Northama. There is one exception
that I took in adopting the attitude of
supporting the motion to-night, which is
that we have tried to induce the Govern-
menit to bestow a reasonable amount of
,justice upon what one may term the de-
pressed class in Western Australia, that is
to say, the agricultural community. The
Bill that was brought forward provided for
nothing but bare justice to the section to
which I have referred. The first elemen-
tary right of any human being is to have
first call upon the proceeds of his labour.
That is absolutely denied under the sec-
tion in the Aet which we wish to amend.
Briefly, to trace the Act, it was brought
down in 1894 providing for advances uip to
£400 at 6 per cent; it was amended in 1906,
again in 1912, and again in 1930, when
Section 37A, or the statutory lien, was
brought down. That gave the Agricultural
Bank the first call upon the farmer's pro.
coeds for his cropping, and it referred to
wheat only. That was not received very
favourably by the organisation to whic h I
belong, representing a large section of the
wbeatgrowers, and it was the subject cf a

great deal of adverse discussion. The Royal
Commissioners who inquired into the old
Agricultural Bank Act were appointed by
the Government in 1034, and they brought
down a recommendation for a new At with
which 1, as leader of thle particular organ-
isation I referred to, thoroughly concurred.
But I would like to point oat that the Royal
Commissioners gave no mandate to the
Government to include a lien section. On
page 50i of their report they pointed out
that Section 37A, the lien section in the
1930 Act, was antagonising the farmer to
the administration of the Act. But the
fiolvernment, instead of going on with that
recommendation, hvouight down a section
which is perhaps the most oppressive see-
tion in any legislation in the British flomi-
idons. It albsolutely took from the farmer
any initiative and any control of the fruits
of his own labours and handed him a bond
servant to the Agricultural Bank.

Mr. Patrick: It is most iniquitous.
Mr. BOYLE: The remainder of the Act

that was passed has not any seriously ob-
jectionable features, but this feature which
I took exception to iii 1934 when it was
going through the Legislative Council, is
a very serious feature. In my objection
to itI I cireularised on behalf of my organ-
isation the members of the Legislative
Council, asking them to reject Section 51
as it is now. For we held that it utterly
destroyed any initiative, any hope at all in
the farmer. That Act was assented to on
the 5th January, 1935, and I spoke at the
February conference of the Wheatgrowcrs'
Union, on the 10th February, or five weeks
later. I regret to have to spoil something that
is developing into an interesting little legend,
something that was referred to as a state-
ment by the mlember for Avon. It reminds
me of the words attributed to the fluke of
Wellington, "Up Guards and at them," as
if any general with any sense would be
close esnough to the front line to speak to
the Guards in that way. Nor should there
go down in history thle words attributed to
Lord Nelson, "Kiss me, Hardy," when Nel-
son actually said "Kismet, Hardy," meaning
fate. I should not like any remark attri-
buted to me to be included in such a cate-
gory and so I will tell the House what hap-
pened. Five weeks after the Act was as-
sented to I appealed to the 200 delegates at
the conference in words like these

The Mitchell Goveynent have done very
little for the farmers, and the change of Gov-
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ernment bas brought very little relief also.
However, they now bad ax Agricultural Bank
Act, and should give the legilation a chance.

Nevertheless I criticised Sectionf 51. That
is what the Premier referred to. Thus I
regret that I cannot agree with the Premier's
rendering of my -remarks and I equally re-
gret having to upset what might have passed
into history as an interesting legend.

Hon. P. Collier: Your statement now is
an absolute confirmation.

Mr. BOYLE: The hon. member himself
made a notahle promise a little while before.
I did not wish to bring tip the classic
£100,000.

'Ar. Patrick: Hie should have supported
the amendment.

Mr. Thorn: Still, we will remember the

Mr, BOYhLE: That is the source of much
of the trouble. It is extraordinary that the
Labour Party should fid anything objec-
tionable in the farmers having the first
fruits of £100 of their produce. I have a
telegram from Mir. W. C. Cambridge, a
member of the Fanners' Relief Board of
New South Wales since its inception. It is
dated] the 28th October and states that the
Fairmers' Relief Act in New South Wales
provides that the farmer will receive for
personal use each year 10 per cent, of the
flirst £090 of ross proceeds; five per rent.
of the next £500, and 21/ per cent of any
exess, in addition to stores at scale rates
advanced by the board and recouped from
proceeds.

The Minister for Lauds: Of course tho-se
farmers. are under control.

Mr. BOYLE: Well, control there miust he
of a most benevolent nature, when it en-
sures the Percentage of gross proceeds that
T have enumerated, plus stores at scale rates
recouped from the proceeds. No wonder
that the farmers of New South Wales aire
maintaining the area uinder Crop. In New
South Wales the area uinder wheat de-
creased by 100,000 acres in five years as
against a decrease of 900,000 acres in West-
ern Australia. during the same period.

Mr. Patrick: Up to which year.
Mr. BOYLE: Up to 1934-35.
Mr. Patrick: It is now over a million and

a quarter.
'Mr. BOYLE: I hare taken the figures

fromt the "Australian Year Book." New
South Wales in 1929-30 bad 4,000,000 acres
under wheat and the area decreased by

1934-35 to 3,900,000 acres, a decline of
100,000 acres. During the samxe period the
area in Victoria decreased from 3,500,000
acres to 2,500,000 acres; the area in Queens-
land increased by 17,000 acres; the area in
South Australia decreased by 400,000 acres
and the area in Western Australia decreased
by 900,000 aces. That surely is proof
Positive of the obnoxious and destructive
effect of Section 01 of the Agricultural
Bank Act.

The Minister for Lands: The Act did not
come into operation until March of this
year.

Mr, BOYLE: It came into operation last
year when our acreage was possibly 500,000
acres less. Anyhow, New -South Wales can
provide those advantages, and yet we are
cons idered to be making a most extra-
ordinary request when we ask for greater
consideration for our farmers. We have
never asked for the basic wage for them.
The basic wage is £182 a year for unskilled
labour, whereas the sustenance allowance of
the Bank is £6 per month. Only yesteirday
I had the disagreeable duty of advising a
Goomarin farmer to leave his holding. He
is the first I have ever advised in that way.
He approached me and said his property
had been eaten out by grasshoppers, that be
was practically destitute, had a wife and six
children, and was being allowed by the Agri-
cultural Bank 28s. a week on which to live.
That meant 4s. per day for the family or
Gid. per day per head. I told him that if he
did his duty to his family, lie would not sub-
mit to it. That is another man who is leav-
ing the land because of the injustice to his
family. Ha told me that his wife refused
to remain on the fanm under those condi-
tions, so that my advice was in keeping with
the circumstances.

Mir. Warner: That is not an isolated ease,
either.

Mr. BOYLE: By no means.
The Minister for Lands: Are not the

farmers free agents?
MAr. BOYLE: Of course they are not free

agents- Talk about free agents! I saw
two men lodged in Fremnantle gaol for hav-
ing sold wheat that was virtually their owin
property. One was Hartley of Southern
Cross and the other was the unfortunate
James Keane of Lake Grace. They were
not criminals, but they were taken up under
the criminal law and lodged in the Frertutle
gaol. The department were so unsure of
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their case that they were not game to pro-
ceed against Hartley after having taken
action against Keane.

The Minister for Agriculture: You, put
them in gaol.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I ask the Minister to
withdraw the statement that I putt certain
peole in gaol.

The DEPUTY S,-PEAKER: I did not
hear the Statement.

Hlon. C. G-. Latham: The statement made
was that I put people in guol. I have never
done that in mny life.

rrhe -Minister for Agriculture: I made the
statement and I shall probably refer to it
later onl, because it is from a. report of a
statement made -by Mlr. Boyle in 1932.

Tile DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member objects to the statement.

Hon. C. G. Lathamn: I never put anyone
in gaol and there is 110 proof that I -lid.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the
Minister to withdraw the statement.

The Minister for Agriculture: I withdlraw
the statement.

Mr. BOYLE:- King was not put in gaol
under Section 37A. The department failed
to gaol 'him at Lake Grace before justices.
The department were so anxious to gaol this
particular unan for selling his own -wheat
that they prcee gainst imi under the
Criminal Code, which provides ample mach-
inery to deal with mortgagors who illegally
dispose of their property. It was under
the Criminal Code in the Supreme Court
that King was given six mionths' inison-
ment at lyrciantlC. TChat is tire extent to
which these people were vietimised- We do
not ask that the farmers should receive tile
basic wage.

The M1inister for Lands: Before the Agri-
cultural Bank Royal Commission witnesses
swore that the selling of wheat was a unn'er-
Sal custom.

Mr. BOYLE: That onl the face of it shows
the necessity for aniendinir the law. Is it
the universal custom for people in other
avocations to lie compelled to Sell their own
prndnets for -their living? Is the carpenter
compe1)lled to steal 'his own joinery? No,
because the law of the land provides that
he should have an amiple living wage. If a
mail is a farmer, the reverse is the case. As
soon as he produces. anything-, according- to
the Mlinister his products becomec the pro-
perty of the Agricultural Bank. That is

the institution which must then dole out to
him a miserable £6 a month if he is married,
irrespective of the number of this children,
and £4 a month if he is single. Then we
have the cry, "Remiain on the land." No fewer
than 2,76L farmers have left the land, and
2,000 of them were lin the wheat belt. I have
yet to mcclt the fanner who has voluntarily
left his holding. Men have left because they
have bee.- forced off. These ame men who
have carved out homes for themselves in time
wilderness and who havn watched their places
grIow. The creative instinct is great in man,
as well as in woman. Having created that
wealth, and' having someothing tangible to
sihow, the State then says to the farmer, "You
have now £15 a month to live onl, and your
proceeds automnatic;ally become the property
of the Agricultural Biank." Because we at'-
tempted to rectify that state of affairs, to
bring back some contentment, some security
and reasonable standard of living to thre
wheat belt, we arc told( this is impracticable,
and that the State cannot afford it. From a
demrocratic Government it does not ring true.
1 should be lacking in my duty if I did not,
day in and day out, insist on amending op-
pressive laws of that kind. It was Abraham
Lincoln who said, "You flog a slave and he
will not pick you more than '751bs. of hemip
per day;, offer him a reward for picking
lOQ1bs., oiler hini somne hmope for the future,
and he will pick you l5Olbs." Does -that not
apply to everyon'e? Oncee you take hope anld
anly sense of a h appy f uture f romn these men,
their wives and cliildrea you are destroying
what this State has paid heavily to build
up. There is being destroyed an incentive
aiongst these men to work. We are bring-
ing what is wvorse still into the business we
are destroying the sense of honour anda
honesty amongst them. 'Every man's hland is
against them, everything they do is watched.
The Agricultural Bank inspectors are simph-'
making domniciliary visits. The position in
the wheat belt anld the group settlement areas;,
as- well Is the fanining areas generally, is
one of open -hostilityv to the Bank and to
Bank control, whereas thre Bank should adopt
tin attitude of absolute benevolence towards
them. It was to put an end to that, to bring
some decc mcy hack into the lives of these
people, that we ittemipted to get the amend-
ing Bill put through. I cannot understand
the opposition to that measure. I am amazed
to think that the Government which quite
rightly provided a minimum wage for the
worker and provided through the Arhitration
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Court rewards for skill, known as margins
for skill, should be so paltry and mean as
to deny oar farmiers the first fruits of their
labour to the extent of £2 per week. There
is nothing niew about this. New South Wales
is already making provision for it. The feel-
ing in New South Wales as I found it was
verv different to the seething discontent of
the farmer in this State. I have no particui-
lar fault tii fid with the works in the metro-
politan area. T realise that 50 13cr cent. of
the population of this State, under our
topsy turvy economliic system, is located
within a square 20 miles by 20, known
as the metropolitan area. Neither I nor
anyone else can alter that while the
present system lpertists. The Govern-
mnent are more or less compelled to.
carry out these works. 'Water suipplies are
required for the mietropolitan ,iren, anl
other schemes also are necessan-. I do not
stand in my place to condemn these works,
or to rondenin the finding of mnoney for
Ihemn. I stand here to condemn a flovern-
mneat that wilI allow people who provide
thep wherewithal for these works to go on,
to he kept in subjection under ihe pro-
visions, of Section .51 of the A-ip Iutra
Think Act. Tt is to protoest -igainst that,
flint I raise my voice. I ami only repeating-
a. platitudke when I say, how many reclamna-
tion works would go 6n along the Swan
'River, how many East Perth schools cost-
ing £80,000, how miany water supplies cost-

ingiL between £C3,000,000 and £C4,000,000, how
Mnny ferry stenmers travelling to South
Perth, howl miany new buses running to
Claremont, how many of these things would
he possible if it were not for the efforts of
those for whom I am now putting uip this
lea? Look at the new Colonial Mutual

Life Insurance Company's building! Bigq
buildings are going up in the Terrace from
end to end. How many millions of pounds
are represented in bricks and mortar in the
rity1; and then we pick up a pamphlet and

sethat a gentleman has gone into the coun-
try photographing the wheat and rural areas
of the State to show how p'rospcrous West-
ern Australia is. Overseas Mr. Lyons said
he dlid not know what would happen to As-
tralia if it were not for the producers, who
sent abroad sufficient exports to provide for
the purchase of goods, essential services, and
interest on money abroad. And yet the State
Government are deternined to keep these
people in a state of servitude. That is why
I support the motion.

MR. PATRICK (Greenough)l [12.20]: Al-
though 110 reply to the motion has so far
come from the Ministerial front bench, I feel
I must make a few observations upon it.
When the Address-in-reply was being de-
bated, I referred to one of the matters men-
tionedi in this mnot ion, namiely the trolley
buses to Claremont, as an economic waste.
The Leader of the Opposition made some
remnark about grand opera to-night. If ever
there was a comic opera Uovernmcnt on a
question like this, it is the present one.
Thero is the instLance of their taking up
that particular traniline, carrying it across
the street, and putting it down in another
part; and now they propose to pull it up
altogether. If that is not a waste of money,
I (10 not know what it is, I am sorry the
member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr. Lam-
bert) is not here, because I intend to quote
some remarks he mnade. They are the fol-
towing:-

ECan say that the Giovernment will be well
attrmieti to sta~y their hand in regard to those
trollcy buses and amy other metropolitan ex-
lieriditare which could conveniently be pest-
poacit till we have overcomec the difficulties of
the present season.

That, oF course, is nothing but commnon-
sense. H the rmuther for Yilgarn-Coot-
gardie were here to have his attention
directed to that statement, I have no doubt
lie would -join this side in supporting the
motion. 'Next I should like to quote some
remiarks made by a prominent member of
this Chamber in regard to what may be
called reproductive expenditure. The lion.
ineiber said-

There is a nmisapprehension in thle 'minds of
the people as to what constitutes a reprodue-
tire work. It has been said that if a work
will return interest, it is rep reductive. Take
sewerage connections. The hoilseh older pays in-
terest on the money expended, and becautIse Of
that it is said to 1)0 reproductive -work. It is
not reproductive at all. Reproductive work in'
thle real sense is work -that produces seine
wealth or coimmodity tiet can be consumed in
the S3tate or exported. Because a man an
paty interest en £100 expendedl to have his houseo
connected writh the sewerage system, does not
make it reproductive work. Theo money hie pays
in interest. could, aind 1 robly would, hae mieh
better expendled by him in another direction.
The Government should see that as much of the
work as possible is of a reproductive, or poten-
tially reproductive, natlire.

Then there was an interjection "'Increase
commodities rather than covnene,
and the speaker replied, "'Yes, increase
essential things.'' That quotation is from
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a h'peech delivered by the member for Boul-
der (Ron. P. Collier) when he was Leader
of the Opposition in this Chamber. It is
comumonsense, of course.

Hlon. P. Collier: I thought it was mine.

Mr. PATRICK: Undoubtedly members
must recognise that that statement is full
of commnonsense. The only reproductive
work in this State is such work as, after
the money has been expended, will bring
about further employment. Work of a
nature such as this trolley bus business on
a route where the convenience is not ur-
gently required is, in times like these, abso-
lute waste of public money. I am sorry the
Minister for Lands has not spoken to-night,
because I am sure that had he spoken he
would have produced, just as a conjuror
brings a rabbit out of a hat, that long list of
figures which he is in the habit of quoting to
show what the State has done for the farm-
as. But those figures, as I have pointed out
priviously, merely destroy the hion. gentle-
man's argument, for after all they only
go to show the depressed condition of the
agricultural industry. As the present Pre-
mier said in 1932-

The position regarding Agricultural Bank
advances, the small amount repaid, and the
large aniount of interest outstanding, shows
that farming generally has not been conducted
on a profitable basis

That is what the present Premier said in
1932, and of course the statement is abso-
lutely correct. The mass of figures pro-
duced by the Minister for Lands merely
goes to show that the industry is not being
conducted on a profitable basis. That
statement was made four years ago by the
present Premier.

The Minister for Lands: How is it the
industry can support all these buildings in
the city?

Mr. PATRICK: Of course it can sup-
port the buildings in the city. Let me
point out to the Minister that although the
farmer is producing this wealth, he is not
getting the benefit of it. The Minister
knows very well that all the people who
are handling the farmer's wheat are taking
the same proportion out of that wheat as
they toook when wheat was 5s. per bushel.
The falling price has not affected them in
any way. That is why I say the city has
gained at the farmer's expense. Of course
the Minister knows that. What I was

going to say when the hon. gentleman inter-
rupted mue was that if the position was bad
four years ago, how much worse Must it
bea to-day, when some parts of the State,
as the Minister is aware, have practically
not reaped a crop during the past three sea-
sons. In my opinion, it would be a states-
manlike thing for his department, in par-
ticular, to suspend all payments for lafi
rents during a period such as we have been
passing through. I should like to quote
one siriall instance relating to a farmers'
company, When the depression struck us,
that company, dealing in superphosphate,
promptly sent out a notice to all sharehold-
ers stating that the company did not wish
any shareholder to pay calls until further
notice. Payment of those calls has not
been demanded yet. On the other hand,
take the attitude of the Lands Department.
An instance was brought under my notice
only a week or two ago where the depart-
mnent were actually threatening forfeiture
of people's land when the whole of their
proceeds were in the hands of the Agricul-
tural Bank. Surely there should be some
co-ordination between those two depart-
ments. The Lands Department should have
been in possession of the information that
the whole of the proceeds were held by the
Agricultural Bank. We have heard talk
about psychological effect on farmers. I
suppose the member for Boulder (Hon. P.
Collier) remembers that celebrated speech
of his in which he mentioned the psycho-
logical effect of providing £100,000 for the
farming industry. What must be the psy-
chological effect on a fanner when the
whole of his proceeds are in the hands of
one department and he receives from an-
other department a notice threatening him
with forfeiture of his land unless payment
of rent is made immediately. In answer-
ing a question this afternoon the Minister
for Lands referred to the effect of amend-
ing Section 51 of the Agricultural Bank
Act. He said thre effect would be to bring
ruin and bankruiptcy upon the institution.
In that connection I wish to quote a re-
mark made by the member for Guildford-
Midland (Hon. WV. D. Johnson) in 1931. I
am glad to see the lion, member hao, re-
turned to the Chamber. His remark was-

We had no idea that we were enacting a sc.*
tion that is operating as Section 37A. I am
positive that if this Chamber had understood
exactly what was intended by Section 37A, the
amending Bill would never have been passed.
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Hon. W. D. Johnson: When the mem-
ber for York introduced that, he misled the
Honse.

Mr. PATRICK: Yes, but that is no ex-
cuse for the lion, member supporting a
clause which goes much further in severity.

Hon. W. D3. Johnson: When did I do
that?

'Mr. PATRICK: When the hon. member
supported the Agricultutal Bank Bill
brought down by the present Minister for
Lands.

Hon. W. D3. Johnson: I opposed it, and
I appealed to you to oppose it. I even
went out into the country to oppose the
Bill.

Mr. PATRICK: The hon. member is quite
right. I remember that in his second-
reading speech he said the Bank would be
much better left with the then trustees. But
I think it will be found that when this meas-
ure was going through Committee, he stuck
to the Government.

Hon. W. D3. Johnson: Naturally I -would.
You -had passed the second reading, against
which I voted.

Mr. PATRICK: And the bon. member
supported the ohnoxious principles in the
Bill that he had previously denounced.

Ron. W. D. Johhnson: You know you
blundered.

Mr. PATRICK: There was no blunder
about that.

The Minister for Lands: Why did not
your supporters in the Upper House take
exception to these sections?

Mr, PATRICK: I think thie Minister wil
find that Country Party members in the Leg-
islative Council supported amendments that
were proposed.

The Minister for Lands: Do you know
whom they sent to the C onference? Not
members of the Country Party.

Mr. PATRICK: I will refer to a few
statements made by the member for Boul-der
(Hon. P. Collier), because there is plenty of
wisdom embodied in them. Referring to
Caniners and primary producers who were
threatened with being driven off their hold-
ings because they were unable to carry on,
he said-

No sacrifice is too great in order that that
should be avoided.
He further said-

No section of the community can stand up
against a succession of bed years such as the
farmers have experienced. So is it any wonder

they are restless, dissatisfied, losing hope ad
losing ambition.

That was four ycoirs; ago and since then we
have had four further disastrous seasons.
The member for Boulder also said-

How can one expect mn to go on improving
their holdings by doing the work that is neces-
sary upon a fnrrT if they know that, because
of a lien, over their farm, they may be dis-
possessed to-morrow Or the day after? It is
not reasonable to say that men who labour at)
the year in producing -an essential corn ceodity
should not at least have first claim upon their
commodity for a -fair sustenance allowance.

The memnber for Guilfiford-Midland (Hom.,
W. D. Johnson) interjected-

The Government take the whole of the money,
and on what the farmer gets for the intnen-
ance of himself and family. the Government
charge interest.

The member for Boulder went on to say-
Sustenance should be the first claim on his

production. flow can we expect men to c~on-
tinue in any occupation if they are not per-
mnitted to take out of their work enough to-
provide themselves and their families with m

The member for Gu iId(ford-Mid land, in* op-
posing an amendment I submitted with re--
gvard to the flour tax, asked if I intended
to disregard the claim by the farnutr of k150
for sustenance. Ho said that in his opiniont
what was desirable and necessary had been
outlined in the comprehensive speech by the
then Lender of the Opposition, namely so-
curity of tenure and sustenance to ho a first
charge on the proceeds. Does the imember
for Guil dford-Midlnnd still stand by-that
opinion?9

Hon. W. D3. Johnson: Why should I an-
swer your question?

Mr. PATRICK: Of cours3e, the bon. minem-
ber need not do so.

IIon. W. D,. Johnson: You have not heard
me go back on it.

Mr. PATRICK: Were hon. mentibers sin-
cere in what they stated on that occasion?
Did they believe what they professed or
were they merely, on the eve of an eleetiqh,
indulging in what we were charged the other
night with doing during the first session of
this Parliament-kieflying? Then the
member for Boulder said- ,

It is not sufficient to say that the State is
the landlord and the State will not dispossess
any wheatgrower of his holding. It must be en-
acted in a statute to satisfy the farmer and
give him a sense of security, knowing he is nut
at the whim of any Minister or Government or
inspector of the Agricultural flz'. .

IN9
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That was alil I asked for in the Bill I sub-
mitted Last week, which the Minister for
Lands said would ruin and bankrupt the
Agricultural Bank.

H~on. P. Collier: I am sorry it was out of
order.

Air. PATRICK: Again, the member for
Boulder said-

The question of being dispossessed rests
almost entirely upon the report df the inspector
of the Agricultural Bank. Some of them are
not practical farmers at all, but have secured
their positions after utterly failing as practical
farmers. That is why the security of tenure
to the farmers should not be left to the discre.
tion of the Bank or the Government. It should
be fortified by an Act of Parliament.

That is exactly what wye desired to provide.
We desire to fortify the position by an Act
of Parliament to compel)l the Agricultural
Bank to do what any other credior is re-
quired to do, namely, to go to court and
prove his claim. When speaking in reply,
the then Premier said-

Tt should not be expected that the Govern-
meri~t world impose restrictions upon outside
people that they themselves would not accept.
To adopt that attitude would be wrong. I give
members the assurance that the Managing Trus-
ae of the Agricultural Bank and his co-trustees
will gladly conforen to the requirements of thre
Mortgagees' Rights Restriction Act.

That is all iny amending Bill would have re-
quired them to do. The present Premier
thought that the suggestions of the Leader of
the Opposition commended themselves in
their entirety to the House, and hie proposed
to nmove a further amendment to embody
those suggestions. The Premier now has his

opportunity. He can bring'if a Bill with
the amendments suggested by the then Leader
of the Opposition. If he does so, I can
assuire him that he will receive the full sup-
port of members on the Opposition side of
the House. The member for IKanowna (Mr.
Nulsen), who is not in the Chamber at pre-
sent, said-

In liy opinion £150 is little enough for suts-
tenanee for the man who is producing the
goods.

Then the present Minister for Lands said
in Novcmher, 1932-

If the prices we are noaw getting for our
primary products continue for another two
years, we shall be an exhausted community.

Those prices have continued for a further
three years. Certainly this year there are
higher prices, but they represent really a
mirage. I repeat that those prices continued
for another three years. Can it be expected,

therefore, that this exhausted community can
carry out their obligations and pay interest
and so forth to the Agricultural Ban~k? You
wilt understand now, Mr. Speaker, wvhat I
meant when I said the other ight. that while
I did not object to your ruling regarding my
Hill, it wvas a very convenient one for mern-
hers sitting on the Government side of the
House. The Minister for Lands took ex-
ception to my statement, but 11 feel sure that,
after hearing the quotations I have read from
speeches delivered by members of the pre-
sent Government when they were sitting in
Opposition, members will agree that my re-
marks were entirely justified. In fact, I have
remarked before that the Minister for Lands
is one of the most conservative mien in this
House. He is particularly conservative re-
garding mnatters relating to the agricultural
industry. I remember his denunciation of
Australian prices schemes such as the Pater-
son scheme for butter, because, he said, it
obviated the necessity for farmers working-
too hard. He said that it had ruined the
farmers in New South Wales; because, wvith
the higher prices for butter, they had had
such an easy time that they had gone to the
pack. lIn that regard we ask only for
what other sections of the community
already have. The Minister has rather more
advanced ideas about soem workers. On the
other hand, as regards farming conditions,
his muind is constantly re-acting to those that
nxisted 40 or 50 years ago. We are all
aware that it is the collapse of prices that
has proved s6i calamitous to this State and to
individuals. Qnly the other (lay I heard of
an instance of a mail who wvent on the land
at the beginning of the collapse in
prices. He invested £3,000' of his own
money and had been newly married to
a. lady who had been in, a position in
the city for which she received £5 a week.
He did not ask for one penny from the Gov-
emrinient, and he has lost the whole of his
£3,000. To-day this couple are obliged to
conme to the State and ask for the £6 a
month sustenance because they are deter-
mined to try to stay on their land. The
Mfinistry have an entirely wrong idea of
values in putting what they call first things
first. I am surprised the Minister for' Agri-
culture has not got on 'his feet to-night. He
recently gave a learned dissertation, gathered
largely, I believe, from th6 Encyelopaedia
Britannica, on the habits of grasshoppers.
All I can say is that a man of action-a man
like the first Premier of this State, the late
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Lord Forrest-would have found ten timies
the expenditure the Agricultural Department
has found and saved probably half a mil-
lion pounds worth of crop instead of fritter-
ing away a fewv paltry pounds and doing- no
goo(I whatever. The same thing applies to
the paltry expenditure made thie previous
year in connection wvith emus. I remember
that when the 3Mitchell-Latha Government
were in power the Opposition insisted that,
in times of stress, no unneCessarry legisla-
tion should be brought forward. I think
they were justified in doing that, but nowv we
have our Notice Paper cluttered up with
piffhing little Bills of really no value to this
State as regards pulling it out of the trouble
it is inl. Thle Mfinister for Employment
brought down a Bill to alter bhe customs and
habits of country' people. It is time the Gov-
erment put away childish things and conl-
centrated oil the real prohlems confronting
us, and it would be a good thing if somec of
them would] get out into the country and
view the conditions as they exist in the agri-
cultural areas to-day' . If they did that, they
would prolhably' find themselves supporting
the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition.

THE MINISTER FOR LARDS (Hon.
Mf. F. Troy-Mt. Magnet) [12.43] : I do not
think it is necessary to comment at any great
length upon the remnarks made by the mem-
hers of the Opposition. They all told the
one story in the same way. We have heard
this tale so often now, that we have become
accustomed to it. In their opinion there is
only one section of the community who
render any service to the State, and the other
sections come nowhere. That is not peculiar.
That has been their point of view always.
The Country Party have never had any re-
gard for any interests other than their own.
But for this party it canl he claimed, as I
have shown before, that all the important
legislation on behalf of thle farmers has been
inaugurated by the Labour Government.

Mr. Patrick: Including the Agricultural
Bank Act.

The MINISTER FOR LANDlS: All the
marketing legislation.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Say that again!
Did you say all the marketing legislation?

The SPEAKER: Order!
The MINISTER FOR LAiNDS: With the

exifeption of the Whole Milk Act. The mem-
her for Avon has publicly stated on the
public platform and in the Press that the

Country Party have done nothing for the
farmer, but that the Labour Party bave.

Mr. Boyle: That is quite incorrect.
The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: It is

known that that is his own statement. Thei
iticiuber for Avon made a Very plitli
app en! onl behalf of his constituients. It
would appear that hie is the only man iwto
knows anrthi nLc about the dillicultics of the
la niners. I dIo not think lie knows much. I
know he was one of those who handled the
union wheat business.

IMr. Boyle: What do you call the union
wiheat business?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Union Wheat Pool.

-Ur. Boyle: I helped to liquidate it. I
cleaned up other peoples' mess.

Tine MINISTER FOR LANDS: The posi-
tion was hopeless. The farymers camne off yery
badly, and the business had to be liquidated.
The liquidators put their hands into the
proceeds and took their pay'maents from it.

Mr. Boyle: I did not.
The MIINISTER FOR LANDS: I am

told y-ou did. I. am told there was only one
man who did tnt and thant was the late Mr.
McCabe.

MT. Boyle: You don't know what you are
talking about.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: One
would have thought that when the farmers
were getting a bad deal, men drawing
salaries in the movement would have
done them this little service in an
honorary capacity, but I am told that
every man except Mr. McCabe put his hands
into the 1)001 and pocketed the money. If
they had had any real interest in the farmers
they would not have charged a single penny.
The Leader of the Opposition will probably
defend the membher for Avon, hut we will be
sceptical with regard to anything he may
say because he has told this House before
that he would not take the word of the
member for Avon on anything. He made
that public announcement in this House and
we must take him at his face value. When
did the member for Avon become ai cham-
pion of the farmers? What experience has
he had? How is he competent to tell the
fanner not to remain on the land 9 Who
would go to the member for Avon for know-
ledge about farming? Where are his re-
sults and his experiences? When did he
become competent to lead men and tell theni
when to leave the land?
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Mr. Boyle: 1 have been fighting- to keep
them on the laud.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
experience has the member for Avon had'?

Mr. Boyle: I have had bitter experience
of the land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
know your experience. What right has the
bon. member to tell this House that the
Government are unsympathetic and callous
regarding farmers' interests? The mpember
for Greenough (Mr. Patrick) would make
an excellent coroner. Really be has that
ghoulish look, and be is always holding post
mortems.

Mr. Patrick: My face must be pretty' bad.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The

member for Greenough is competent to
speak on behalf of the farmers. He has
had a long experience and a good training,
and therefore he is entitled to be listened to
with respect; but for goodness' sake let him
get off these post-nmortems. Let him get
nearer home, and ask Mr. Monger about
the offer published at the last Federal elec-
tion to the effect that immediately the elec-
tion was over the farner could cash a
cheque for £290,000,000 signed by Dr. Earle
Page and Mr. Lyons. .So what is the
£C100,000 spjoken of by the member for
Greenough as compared with £20,000,0001
It is a mere bagatelle.

Mr. Patrick: I did not refer to £100,000.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: .1 advise

the hon. member to go in for bigger sums
than £100,000. Dr. Earle Page and Mr. Lyons
justrueted Mr. Moner about the offer of
£20,000,000, and Mr. Monger published the
statement that on polling day the farmers
could cash a cheque for £20,000,000.

Hon. P. Collier: I was modest with my
£10 0, 00 0

Mr. Patrick: We let you off for that; it
was the principles you laid down, not the
money.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Gov-
ernment have nothing to be censured for be-
cause of any neglect of farmers' interests on
this occasion. Neither hhve they any need
to be afraid of charges of neglect of the
farmers at any time. The farmers have
said that they always get a good deal from
the Labour Government. Moreover, the
Government u,*e not responsible for the sea-
sons. All that is wrong with our farmers
at present is the season. Wheat is k& 6d. a

bushel-it has been 4s, 9d.-and if the sea-
son had been good, the farmers would have
reaped their reward. -So the Government are
not responsible for the season turning out
badly this year, or indeed any other year.
Last year we kept the fanner on the land in
the hope that he would be able to reap a
good harvest, and this year we hoped he
would reap a very substantial harvest.
Given a substantial harvest at 4s. Od. per
bushel, there would have been no com-
plaints at all. I repeat, the Government are
not responsible for the season. It is something-
entirely beyond their control. The farmer
wvho has enjoyed a good season this year
will have had no complaints. Actu-
ally some farmers will get a good return this
year, and so we shall have no complaints
fromn them. But those who do not get a
good return will not be able to ascribe that
to any neglect on the part of the Govern-
nment, for it will be due entirely to the sea-
son. The Government did not leave it to the
Country Party to move in the matter, for
earl y in September I sent a minute to the
Chairman of Commissioners of the Agricul-
tural Bank expressing my anxiety about the
season. I asked the Bank to make a
thorough investigation so that the Govern-
ment would know the whole position; Later
on I sent a minute to Cabinet informing
Cabinet of the position and asking Cabinet
to anthorise the Agricultural Bank to act on
behalf of the Government, to make the
fullest inquiries, to give relief where relief
was necessary, and to keep the Government
advised of the position. Could anything
more than that have been done? Cabinet
gave its approval, and the Agricultural
Bank has done what Cabinet expected it to
do. The Agricultural Bank is the instru-
inert that Cabinet utilised, and the Bank
lis informed the Government that the tia-
bili ty which the Government will he asked
to carry is a very heavy one. The Govern-
ment have realised that and discussed it on
several occasions. The Premier was to
have left for the Loan Council meeting on
Saturday last. It was essential that the
Premier should be there, because he carries
with him the prestige of the Premier. No
ordinary Minister call do the work of the
Premier at the Loan Council, because the
ordinary M1inister has not the Premietsa
prestige; so it was very important that the
Premier should be there in order that the
State's interests should be safeguarded.
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Thle reason why he is not there is because
of members opposite.

Mr. Seward: Yout should hare thought of
that before you took your action last week.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: As a
.matter of fact, that is piwrile. It is not for
Ministers to consider, but for Pallainent to
consider. Parliament ought not to embar-
rass the Premier on such an occasion. The
Premier would have iio right to go to the
Loan Council with a vote of no confidence
hanging over his head. He would be asked
what was he doing discussing affa irs of
State at a Loan Council meeting with a
rote of no confidence banging over him and
his Government. Cidarly members opposite
have blundered.

Mr. Patrick: The Minister is the man
who has blundered.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The- only
excuse that can-be offered for Cte blunder is
to say that it was a petty ebuil-ition of pas-
sion. Members opposite alone have been
responsible for this motion. It was not dic-
tated by good sense. It could never have
happened had we been on that side of the
House.

Hfon. C. G. Latham: No, of course not!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It nlever-

has happened when we were on that -side of
the House; wo have not prevented thu -Pre-
mnicr from going to the Loan Council to re-
present the whole of thu people of Western
Australia. Now there is no doubt the State
will not get froni the Loan Council the deal
it ought to get and would have got had the
Premier attended. Members of the Op-
position can explain from the housetops in
the country, but they alone are responsible
.for whet has occurred. Even ait the Merro-
din meeting, a meeting of their own
organisation, a meeting of their own sup-
porters, a motion. was moved to the effect
that the no-confidence motion in this House
should he withdrawn.

Mr. Boyle: Only one man voted for it.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
know that that is correct but it was suffi-
ciently remarkable that it should hare been
moved at a gathering of the party.

Mr. Patrick: It was not.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nobody

was present but members of the Primary
Produeers' Association and Wheatgrowers'
Union.

.Mr. Patrick: The Premier was invited
to attend.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It was
entirely a party gathering.

Mr. Patrick: Thle meeting was called by
a eneral meeting of road boards.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Only one
nauniber voted for the amendment, we are
told.

Mr. Boyle: That was the man who moved
it.

Thle AMINISTER FOR LANDS: In a let-
ter in this miorning's paper, Mr. O'Leary
says that hie seconded the amendment.

M4r. Boyle: O'Leary asked McKenzie to
withdraw the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I repeat
that O'Leary says ho seconded the amend-
ment, and the measlier for Avon says that
only one member voted for it.

Mir. Boyle: O'Leary seconded it, but did
not vote for it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Before
the year is out the farmiers of this State
will know that their own representatives
are entirely responsible for the fact that
they hrp4ve not received the assistance they
should have had.

Dlon. C. 0. Latham- No doubt you will
make as niuch of that as you can.

Mir. Patrick: We have more faith in the
Mliiister for Mines than you have.

Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: The blun-
during representatives off the farmers have
rushed in and done themi very great injury.

I-on. C. Gi-. Latham: We wvill not decry
your Minister for Mines, even, if you do.

The MtNISTER, FOR LANDS: The Min-
ister for Mlines has not been broug-ht into
contact -with farning problems, and even if
lie had been, lie would not have the prestige
at the Loan Council meetings that the Pre-
inier would carry.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is an unfair
thing to say.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
attended conferences in the Eastern States,
and I say that no Minister carries the same
Prestige aS a Premier.

Hon. C. G. Lathanm: Of course he does.
That is an insult to the Minister for Mines.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Members
of the Opposition have done a very great
injury to their constituents.

Mr. Patrick: Many States have been re-
presented by Ministers other than the Pre-
mier. The present Chairman of the Agri-
cultural Bank has attended -such eonfe-r-
ences.
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Ron. P. ID. Ferguson: And so has the
Minister for Works.

The Minister for Agriculture: Some con-
ferences are formal.

Hfon. C. G. Latham: And some are not.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Last

year and the year before the Government
stood to the farmers. The figures already
given to the House show the extent of the
rAcrifiees being mnade on behaVf of the
farming community. Last year the Gov-
ernment advanced to farmers no less thAn
£C227,000.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Where did the Gov-
erniment get it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
tell the hon. member.

Hlon. C. G. Latham: Well, tell us.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I.A.B,

approyals to the extent of £C190,009 were
provided for. There wvas a Treasury ad.
vance of £48,000; refunds of interest, which
was Government money, amounted to thous-
ends of pounds.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Automatic liens.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS:- That

is a new idea. Money owing to the Gov-
ernment and paid to the Government is noe
longer to be regarded as Government
mnoney.

Hon. C. G1. Latham: Automatic liens.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We are

asked to believe that it is not Government
money. Consequently, when an ordinary
bank makes a refund to a farmer to enable
him to carry on it is not the bank's money
but the farmer's money. As a matter of
fact this is Government money, and the
Government made a refund of £30,000.
The sum total is £227,000. Up to the 8th
September, 1936, chaff was supplied to set-
tlers to the value of £51,000, fuel to the
value of £12,179, parts, £7,479; wages,
£5,198; and seed and hay under ien_,
£15,090. Last year the Hank even paid the
merchants -who claimed seed wheat and hay
in order to release those commodities to
the farmer. Yet we are told that the Gov-
ernment are hard-hearted and are driving
the farmers off the land. Last year I told
the Commissioners that I would bring in
legislation to compel the lienees to leave the
seed wheat on the farms. I was annoyed
that the Rnnl. had paid for it. Yet the
very people whom the member for Green-
oughb supports were responsible for its re-
moval. The Bank paid Government

mioney in order to release seed wheat so
that the farmers could utilise it. Yet this
is a Bank which we are told has no con-
cern for the farmers and is driving men off
the land.

Mr. Patrick: They are going off the land
without doubt,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
memrber has not been very altrui ' tie, any-
how. How many men has he kept on the
land in his district?

Mr. Patrick: To what are you referring?
It is not my business to keep people on the
land. What are you talking about?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
only for the hon. member to criticise some-
body else. He might also show some per-
sonal altruismi instead of criticising others.

Hon. C. 0. Latham: That is what he
was trying to do by his Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, at
the expense of the State.

Mr. Patrick: No, for the benefit of the
state.

The MIUNISTER FOR LANDS: There arc
two classes of mnen ill every -walk of life.
One class will respect their trust and hon-
ourably defend a comunity against indi-
viduals who would rob the community. The
other section will rob the community in the
interests of pr-ivate individuals,

lion. C. G. Latham: What do you mean?
What arc you getting at?

Mr. Patrick: What is all the noise about?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Members

opposite -would have the community -robbed
in the interests of mass exploitation by
individuals. That is the trouble in this
country. People may talk as they like
about democracyv but when the Government
enter into so many activities, members
would use the power of Parliament to
rob the community. Undoubtedly this
aspect will have to be faced in future.
The more the State engages in such
activities, the more will people fore
members to exploit the Government. That
is happening to-day. It happened during
the time the Leader of the Opposition held
office. The hon. member told us that his
Government broughbt in Section 37A in
order to protect the farmners. That is some-
thin? new. The excuse appeals to me as an
afterthought. Four years afterwards, we
learn the facts from the bon. member.

I-on. 0. G. Lathain: Read the frets in
"Hlansarri."
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The IUNISTER FOR LANDS: The
A.-ricultural Banik Commissioners have acted
in the interests of the State, They en-
forced Section .51 only to insist upon
something from people who would give
them nothing, and would sell their wheat
and detent the Banik at every opportunity.
The Leader of the Opposition was chased
around this country by indignant farmers
when contesting tile elections of 1930. They
denounced himi and his party for pass-
ing Section 37A. He now says it was passed
in the interests of the farmers. If the ineiii-
her for Greenough had been able to get his
Bill through it would have laid the Bank
open to possilbilities of the greatest
corruption ever perpetrated in the coun-
try; it would have Left the institution with-
out a shread of protection. One section of
the conmmunity would have been encouraged
to exploit the State purely in its own
interests. If the Bill had been passed, I
would have said, "I have done my duty. I
have tried to protect the State and to see
that the institutions of the State are safe-
guarded, but without avail." There is no
,doubt the hion. member broughlt down the
Bill not because he thought it would be car-
ried, but -because he wanted to embarrasgs the
Government.

Mir. Patrick: That is not correct: I ask
that the statnnt be withdrawn.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He can-
not deny it. He said that you, Mr. Speaker,
gave a convenient ruling.

MAr. Patrick: Convenient to you.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: To say

that your ruling was a convenient one, Mr.
Speaker. was to make an outrageous state-
ment.

M~r. Patrick:- But it is not correct.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You, Sir,

in your good nature allowed it to pass, but
it was a perfectly outrageous statement.

Mr. Patrick: You are twisting words
shout.

'The MINISTER FOB. LANDS: The hion.
member says I am a conservative man. I
am not nearly as conservative as he is.

Mr. Patrick: You are the most conserva-
tive inan in the House as regards farming.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
as conservative as the bon. member. He and
I have known each other for nearly 40 years.
He has never changed his opinions in all
that time.

.Mr. Patrick: Yes I have.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
always been a most honourable man. He
would not owc anyone a shilling. He is
perfetly and consistently upright in his
principles and hie did not believe in his
Bill. He could not have believed in it be-
cause it is eontrary to his principles. He
thinks that everyone should pay his way.

Mr. Patrick: If he can.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has

always stood for that, and his family has
stood for it. Notwithstanding that, he
brings down a Bill which would have af-
forded people every opportunity to take the
Bank in.

The Minister for Works: Every induce-
mieat, in fact.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
every inducement. The lion. member could
not have believed in the Bill. One day, of
course, hie and his party wvill be sitting over
here. When they do, they will be called
upon to administer this legislation.

Mr. Patrick: I am different from members
on your side; I am -prepared to stand by
anything I do.

Tlhe MINISTER FOR LANDS: Menbeis.
opposite have complained about the susten-
ance given to farmers and say they are only
getting 30s. a week, and that the Government
have been weighed in the balance and founri
waniting. Let us see what test is applied.
What did they pay the farmers? They
raised £600,000 under the Finance and De-
velopmnent Act, and gave married fazrmers
:30s. a week and rkingle farmners £1. Now
they are weeping crocodile's tears. because
thle farmers are getting only what they themn-
selves gave them. We are without reswalutes,
lbut they had the £600,000 which they raised
as I have said. In addition, from the Chiar-
ities Vote they paid some fanners. TOE. a
week.' 'N they have the impertinence to
move this *motion of no confidence, and we
hare crocodile's tears about a hard-
hearted, callous Government paying the
farmers only .30s. a week. In most
eases the farmer has far more than
that to live upon. I visited a farm
the other day. The owner said he had, only
bad five inches of rain, but that he had killed
four pigs this year and had his own hams
and bacon. He had also killed a beast and
had it in a cask. He was keeping five cows
and had plea thy of milk, butt-er, eggs and
poultry. He had no garden because - the
season was not good enough, but he had the
major part of his living off his own place

1575



1576 [ASSEMBLY.]

and could grist sufficient wheat into flour,
too. That is the position many farmers are
in. Thoembnter forKatanning also censured
the Government. Farmers in his district are
Dot in straitened circumstances. They
are sheep raisers, fruitgrowers, pig raisers
and the like. They always have a beast to
kill, and generally have a little wheat to

git. They have nlever had a bad season
in the Great Southern, and the last two sea-
sons have been the best they have had for
many years. What business has he to ask
for an amendment to the Act? He represents
a body of people who are not suffering from
bad seasons but have actually had the best
seasons for the last 20 years. They are
growers of sheep, cattle, pigs and poultry.

Mr. Watts: That is nonsense and you know
it.

The MIlNISTER FOR LANDlS: What
does lhe knsow about it?

Mr. Watts: Many of them are in great
trouble.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
had no personal experience, and yet he says
his people are starving and that the Bank
is taking them down. The Royal Com-
mission pointed to what happened in his
district. The Bank endeavoured to collect
money from some farmers. The stock mer-
chants put sheep on the properties and the
farmers and the merchants divided the pro-
ceeds, leaving the Bank without a penny
from that source. I met the stock merchants
in my office and said they ought to give the
Bank something, because the Bank had made
those farms. I pointed out that they were
exploiting the Bank, by putting stock on the
farms, sharing the proceeds with the farmer,
and seeing to it that the Bank got nothing.
The merchants laughed at me and suggested
that I should put the stock on. I knew that in
some instances wve would never sebtur money
again. This sort of thinrg was becoming
notorious, and the flank had to tighten up.
The tightening up was done too late; it
should have been done years ago. The
Govermnent gave £2,000 to any man, no
matter who he was, if he wished to take up
land. There was no selection as to character,
capacity, knowledge or experience. Anyone
who wanted land could get £2,000 from the
Bank. rhe Leader of the Opposition com-
plained. He said it was wrong to prevent
men from employing labour wvith which to
clear their holdings. I tried to see that the
s'9ttlers did the work themselves. When,
however, they had borrowed and spent the

£2,000 they wanted more, and the Bank
could get nothing from them. Lots of people
who have left the land were speculators.
They went on the land when wheat was 5is.
a bushel. They thought it was a splendid
speculation, and it was. Many of them
have left the land since, never having had
any desire to make a home on the land. The
member for Katanning (Mr. Watts) comes
along and tells members on this side of the
Chamber, "You arc callous in denying help
to starving farners." Where are they
starving in his district, with poultry, pigs,
sheep, wheat, and orchards? It is not cor-
met that farmers are living on 30s. a week.
Certainly in the electorates of the members
for York, Greenough, Pingelly, Narrogin,
and Kiatanning they are not starving.

Hon. C. G. Latham: What do you know
about the people in the east end of my elec-
torate T

Several interjections.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I know

the district of the member for Greenough
(Mr. Patrick). I know it well.

Mr. Patrick: You say the farmers in my
electorate are not in trouble?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I did
not say they were not in trouble. Nearly every
man in the hon. membler's electorate, however,
is a sheep or cattle or pig producer, and
has milk and butter and eggs.

Mr. Patrick: Some of them have neither
stock nor water.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The 30s.
a week to them is merely a help. The man
for whom I am sorry is the man in the east-
ern districts, in Avon and Mt. Marshall.

Mr. Patrick: Mr. McCallumn said Mullewa
was the worst (listrict lie had encountered.

H-on. C. G. Latham: The Minister has not
even read his report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I live
there, and know more about the district
than the heir. member does.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: The estimate is two
bushels per acre for the Mullewa road dis-
trict.

The MINISTER FOIR LANDS: I do not
know what the estimate is, but I do know that
most of the farmers in the Mullewa district
earny sheep. The .30s. a week is a help. Last
year we fed the farmers' horses and two
COWS. We provided the cows to sup-
lily milk to the women and children.
We provided 1,200 gallons of water weekly
to each of those farmers. We did our job,
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and the State may never get a shilling back.
But we do object to members opposite saying
we have not done our duty. This year, as I
have already pointed out, we instructed the
Agricultural Bank to get matters under way
as soon as possible. Wherever the money
comes from, wve have to find something in
order to help these people. We have not had
the least help fromi members opposite. I
have already asked the Agricultural Bank to
purchase chaff. Two weeks ago the Bank
had already purchased 8,000 tons of chaff in
Western Australia. We do not get up on the
housetops and talk about what is being done
by the Hank; we do the job.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Are you sure it is
chaff and not hay?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It does
not matter what it is.I

Hon. C. G. Lathamn: Not as long as it is
somewhere near.

The MINISTER FOR LAND~S: Hay will
make chaff. There are 8,000 'tons of fodder
available to-dayv.

Hon. C. 0. Lathamn: You bought chaff that
could not lie used.

The MINISTER FOR LA-NDS; We get
no credit for what we do. Now we are accused
of having bonght bad chaff. Last year the
member for Alt. Marshall (Mr. Warner) com-
plained about some chaff that was, sent to
his district. Well, it was the last thing he
might have done. We purchased thousands
of tons of chaff from farmers in this State.
We purchased cheaply in the Eastern States.
but we cancelled our purchase agreements
there in order that Western Australian farm-
ers might get the advantage; and the mem-
ber for Mt.. Marshall complained about a few
tons of chaff out of thousands of tons that
we purchased. Moreover, the farmers got
it for virtually nothing. We never have re-
ceived a word of credit for these things,
although we still do our duty. We are not
concerned about want-of-confidence motions;
we still do our duty by the country. We are
not concerned about never getting any con-
sideration from the Opposition; we still do
our duty by the people of Western Australia.
The Leader of the Opposition made a refer-
ence to the reports of two ladies of the
Women's Immigration Auxiliary. The refer-
ence was highly amusing. Those two ladies
went down to a group settlement. They were
sent there by me. Some years ago, whenI
took over from the previous Government,
the group settlers said they were starving.
So I went down to the settlements.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Characteristic of your
administration!1

The 1WIISTER FOR LANDS: Always
my administration. The sebtlers always be-
come starving in my administration. The
extraordinary feature is that it -happens im-
mediately I take over. I went down, and
found it was not a matter for the Bank,
because the Bank had finanaced beyond its
limit. The Agricultural Bank is not a
charitable institution. It is an institution
created by this State to lend money on
security, and is not allowed to lend money
except on security. Hon. members opposite
seem to think it is a charitable institution
that should come in and christen the child
and make provision for all the wants of the
settlers. The Bank would not advance any
more in the South-West, so I obtained a vote
of £2,500 from the Lotteries Commission. I
used that money to supply the needs of the
settlers and their children. The whole amount
was not expended; some of it remained in
my hands. It was suggested to me then by
the Treasury that we might expend that
money. The Tireasurer asked what I pro-
posed to do with it. I refrained from send-
ing those ladies down before the election. I
do not do that sort of thing. I qaid to them,
"You cannot go down before the election,
because it will be regarded as bidding for
votes; but you can go down after the
election." So I sent themn down after the
election, without any renuest at all from the
group settlers. Those ladies did wan-
derfully good work. They did all the-
hon. member stated. They clothed hun-
dreds of children, and provided medical
and dental attention for hundreds of chil-
dren. Hut those things were not done at the
request of the group settlers. They were
done without any request from them.

Hon. P. fl. Ferguson: It was an indica-
tion of their plight.

The MINISTER FOR LANDIS: As a
matter of fact, it is an indication of the
plight of many people-people on the gold-
fields, maybe, or people in the hon.
member's district, or people in the North-
We~t. However, this action was reserved
only to group settlers. They got an advan-
tage which nobody else could get. I bad
letters from the wheat belt asking why set-
tlers there could not get this attention. There
was no reason, except that the Lotteries
Commission gave the money for a partic-
iar purpose. The bon. memiber should corn-
rnd the Government for having sent the,
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ladies down, and should congratulate the
ladies on what they did. He should have
said, "This is very good work, very chari-
table work." But lie finds ground for con-
demnation.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I say it shows the
condition the industry is in, and that there
is no policy authorised by the Government.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The lion.
members Government extracted wore in-
terest from the pockets of the group settlers
than did the present Government, even at
the time when butter fat was only 10d. a
pound. The instructions issued then were that
group settlers had to pay their interest.
When the the Leader of the Opposition was
in office, in two years his Government got
16 per cent. and 15 per cent. where we have
not extracted 4 per cent.

Hion. C. G. La tham: And the Govern-
ment were condemned for doing it.

The MINISTER, FOR LANDS: And set-
tlers were pushed out. In two years the
hon. member's Government dispossessed 123
groun$ settlers. That Government evicted
them.

Hon. C. 0. Latham:- That is your own re-
port.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is an
official report.

Hon. C. G. Latham: For 1934?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.

mnember's Government took office in 1930,
and fromn December, 1929, to 1932, pushed
off 101 group settlers. In 1932, 22 group
settlers were evicted, and so in their two
years they dispossessed 123 group settlers,
and now the Leader of the Opposition talks
about -'ceurity of tenure.

IHon. 0, 0. Latham:- You know that state-
ment is not true; they were not pushed nut.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon,
member must not say that my statement is
not true.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I do.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: These

are official figures that cannot be denied.
Furthermorer-in the hon. member's own time
the Wheatgrowers' Union were fighting him
because settlers were being- evicted. The re-
presentatives of the Wheatgrowers' Union
came to me and endeavoured to get a settler
re-established after the hon. member's Gov-
ernment had evicted him.

Eon. C. G. Latham: Who was that?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A man

at Katanning. - The Wheatgrowers' Union
were up against. the hon. member at the time.

The Minister for Agriculture:- And the
member for Avon (Mr. Boyle) led them.

Hlon. 1'. Collier: Very ably, too.
Hon. C. G, Latham: And the settler you

refer to was evicted by the court, not by
us. You are referring to a man named Ad-
dis.

The MAINISTER FOR LANI)S. During
the lion. member's termi of office, his Gov-
ernaient evicted no fewer than 123 group
settlers.

Hon. C. G. Lathain: I say they' were not
evicted. That statement is incorrect.

The MINISTER 'FOR LANDS: The re-
turn shows that .158 farms were abandoned
and iii two years they totalled 205. In ad-
dition, there 'were 123 settlers who-were dis-
possessed. What does "dispossessed" meanV
Members opposite now talk about the neces-
sity for security of tenure, bitt there was
none in their time.

Mr. Patrick: That is what I have been
referring to.

Tue MINISTER FOR LANDS: "Kei-
hers, opposite talk about abandoned farms,.
There was abandonment in the Leader of the
Oppo, ition's time -as Mi'inister for Lands.
From April, 1930, to April, 1934, no fewer
than 1,649 farmsg were abandoned.

Hon. C. G. Latham: W~e were not in office
in 1934. You were in office then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes, you were. You

cannot put that up against us. You have
mnixed up your own figures.

Mr. Patrick: And 1934 was the worst
year.

The MI1NISTER FOR LANDS: I think
probably the year is wrong there.

lion. C. G. Latham-, Of course it is.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Anyway,

I secured these particulars to confound hon.
members opposite.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And you put up fig-
ures, to suit yourself.

Mr. Patrick: And included the worst
year.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: I pro-
mise to look into this matter, again, and I
will give members the facts.

Mr. Patrick:. You have got yourself
tangled tip with your own figures.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Members
opposite deny these facts. Here is some-
thing that they cannot deny. Answering
a question by the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn (Hon. H. Miltington), the then Min-
ister for Lands, the present Leader of the
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Opposition, stated that the farms aban-
doned totalled 212 in 1929L-the year I was
in offce-203 in 1930, 351 in 1931, when
the Leader of the Opposition was in office,
and 655 in 1932 , when that hon. member
was still in office.

I-on. C. G. Latham.: They were farms in
the hands of the Bank.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
the information the hon. member gave the
Rouse.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: And there hawe
been 2,000 since.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That in-
formation is to be found in the Parliamen-
tary papers.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Where did you get
the informationI

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Par-
liamentary papers.

Hon. C. 0. Latham: That is pretty
broad; I want to look them up.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
given the hon. member's reply to the mem-
ber for Mft. Hawthorn.

Mr. Seward: Tell us why those farms
were re-possessed.

Mr. Patrick-: Were they re-possessed or
abandonedq'

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Aban-
doned.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: What is the posi-
tion to-day?

I-on. C. G. Latham: Has the Minister
any idea of the number in the hands of
the Bank to-dlay?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
Hon. C. G. Lathanm: The Minister does

not want to know. I will get the number.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
there are farms on the hands of the Bank
after live years of low prices is quite nat-
ural. I will admit that a lot of the coun-
try that has been abandoned was poor.
During the time wheat was priced at 5s.
a bushel, settlers took up large areas of
sandplain country, particularly in the elec-
torate of the member for Irwin-Moore, and
elsewhere. That country has since been
abandoned. Wherever I go I see the poorer
areas abandoned because settlers took up
such large areas, and naturally had to
abandon the poorer sections because they
could not be worked at a profit unless wheat
brought high prices. We have been told
that the Agricultural Bank Commissioners
have been very harsh. The Bank has now

about 5,000 clients in the wheat belt, and
last year they waived the liens of 2,419 set-
tlers. That was done despite the drastic
Section 51, which gives the lien to the
Bank. The Bank Commissioners said to
the settlers, ''We shall not insist on our
rights under the lien; take it all." Yet
we have heard the cock and bull story about
the hardships imposed by the Commission-
ers of the Bank, and about the dreadful
autocrat, Mr. MceCallum.

Mr. Patrick: Well, he is a bit of an
autocrat.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
to admit that Mr. McCallium, as Chairman
of the Agricultural Bank Commissioners,
will not see politicians. It was the inter-
ference of politicians that reined the Agri-
cultural Bank. The member for Avon (Mr.
Boyle) moved for the tabling of a file
that referred to a settler in his own elec-
torate. He does not wvant to see the file
any more.

.,r. Boyle: I did see it.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The han.

mtember is not game to press the matter.
Mr. Boyle: No, not in view of what is

contained in the file.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He is

not game to go ahead with it. He is not
game to say that the Bank was cruel or
oppressive. He knows that the facts are
against him: and I can produce a hundred
files that will disclose that the facts are
,against him. Politicians have interfered
with the Bank in inducing the officials to
make advances of £6,000 on securities that
would not carry an advance of £C2,000 or
even of £1,000. In consequence the Bank
Commissioners have on their hands a num-
ber of securities to-day that are not worth
half the value attached to them. That is
all because politieiains have come along
with their requests, and the Bank officials,
not being in a position to resist their appli-
cations, because there was no security of
tenure, gave way to politicians. One officer
told me that be would not care to offend
one particular member of this House.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: It's a funny thing
but they have told mie the same about you.

The MINISTER FOR LARDS: I have
never influenced any officer in my depart-
ment to do wrong-. No ollicer can say that
I ever instructed him to do anything that is
wrong.

Hon. P. B. Ferguson: I should not think
you would.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But there
are officers who would be afraid of me. They
would have good reason to be. W'e had to
dismiss tour officers from the department
because they were taking bribes from people
outside, O or se such men, should he
afraid. There is no doubt that miembers of
Parliament have influenced the Bank from
time to time, asking for more and more,
until the position got away from them. -I r
the Act had been amended five years or ten
years ago it would have been a blessing for
the farmers. Many more of them would
have been solvent to-day if the trustees hadl
had security of tenure and the benefit of
Section 51. 1 hiave always had the greatest
admiration for Mr. MeLarty and the other
trustees, but they had no security of tenure.

H~on. C. G1. Lathamn: You were there ten
years ago.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Thou-
sands of tanners were doing very well.
For ten years this country enjoyed good
prices and seasons.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Were you not Min-
ister for Lands for that period?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1 was for
part of that time. I did not have an oppor-
tunity to amend the Act until the Royal
Commission submitted their report. What-
ever members of thle Opposition say' about
the amendments, the Act could not have
become law except for the consent of the
Upper House of which the National
and Country Party members comprise a
twvo-thirds majority. The Country ]Party
members dlid not show any opposition. It
was significant that when the Bill camne to a
conference of both Houses the Country
Party in the Upper House never nominated
a member. They left it to two men who
bad no interests in farming, Mr. Nicholson
and Mr. Seddon. They could have insisted
upon their own men being on the confer-
ence.

Hon. C. 0. Latham: How could they have
insistedl

The MIN'ISTER FOR LANDS: They had
a majority and could have put two of their
mn on the Commission. What were they
interested in except the interests of the
private banks?

Hon. C. G-. Latham: I don't think vou
have any right to say that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Perhaps
I have not. The member for Irwin-IMoore
knows the facts.

Hion. P'. D. Ferguson: I understood they
were of a private nature. It was not quite
rig-ht for you to say what you did.

The Minister for Works: 1, too, thought
fur a while they were private.

Tile MINISTER FOR LANDS: Probably
f should not have said that. But there is no
doubt the Country Party evaded their re-
sponsibility. Was there any justifiable reason
winv Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Seddon should
have represented the Upper House at the
Conference? The Country Party could have
insisted that Mr. Baxter or Air. Thomson
Or Nfr. Iiancrsley be app)ointed. The Labor
Party did riot nominate Mr. Nicholson or
Mr. Seddon. I am quite sure the National
Party would have been quite satisfied to allow
the Country Party members to be represented
at the conference on a Jpurely agricultural
Bill. The Bill became law with the consent
of the Country Party in the Upper House.
It became law with the consent of a majority
'iq~iosed. to Labor in the Upper House, and
it became law only because a Royal Corn-
ission had established the need for recon-

struction. The Leader of the Opposition
spoke about the pastoralists. le said that
the Minister without amending the Act
could have given relief to the pastoralists.
As a matter of fact the Minister could not
have done so.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why not!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Because

the Land Act did not permit the Minister to
do so. He could only defer payment and
not make any remission of ddbits. If he
could have done so, why would Parliament
waste time in amending the Act?

lon, C. G. Latham: Y'ou know that the
Executive Council can write off whatever it
likes.

The MINISTER FOB LANDS: All the
Minister could do was defer payment of
reat. Pastoralists asked for remission of
rents and got it by Act of Parliament. Re-
garding the repurchase of estates, the Minis-
ter had no power to do that either, but this
Government obtained the power to repum
chase. 'Why?

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know the Bill
was drafted when you went there.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
know that. I never saw the Bill. The Con-
solidating Land Bill was drafted when I got
there burt it did not provide for the repur-
chase of estates.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes it did.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Oh no.
The boa, member may have thought so. If
it did it was passed as drafted; not one
provision was altered that the lion, member
had a hand in. Yet this House since then
has had to pass an amiending measure giving
the power to repurchase. We have already
valued a number of repurchased estates and
cut down capitalisation by over £E200,000.
Why did not the hon, member do that?

lion. C. G. Latham: Ask the member for
Boulder.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member's party caume into office in 1931, and
were there for three years, and there is no
nionument to their legislation in this country
to-day.

Mr. Patrick: You said nothing should be
brought in but emergency legislation.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What did
they do on behalf of the farmers? It all
this legislation is necessary now, was it not
necessary then!q In 1931 wheat sold for-
is. 8d. a bushel. Was not this legislation
necessary thenI Yet they did not bring it
down. But the present Government did.
Members opposite were three years in office
and did nothing. Then the farmers took
vengeance on them at the first opportunity
and tried to destroy them in the country.
Now they are asking the farmers to give
them another chance. While in opposition
they are pretending that they would intro-
duce measures that they would never intro-
duce when they were in positions of respon-
sibility. The member for East Perth (Mr.
Hughes) made his usual attack on Mr.
MUNeCallum to-night.

Mr. Hughes: Where did Mr. McCallum
get his farming experience?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And he
made a statement which is becoming custoum-
ary with hini. He said Mr. McCallum knew
he would be appointed to the Bank, even
when the Bill was before the House. He said
that Mr. MeCallum knew he was to be
appointed a Commissioner when the Bill was
going through. Where did he get his infor-
mationI Where did this magician come
from, this mind-reader, this seer?

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Hon. C. G. Lathamn: We are trying to
find out; we are awaiting the Commission
that you promised us.

The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: Tha~t will
come in good time. Where did the hon.

inefiber get the iniformation that Mr. McCal-
hui would he appointed to the Bank? Where
did he get his facts? We know he is a
follower of Carlyle Ferguson, the spiritual-
ist.

-Mr. Hughes: MeCallinn got the job; that
is the fact.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: With the
hon. member, two and two make five.. Mr.
McCallum got the job, and becaLuse he did
get it there must be something wrong about
it all. The hon. monitor is always building
up a story about somebody. According to
him, everything is crooked. It is his east
of mind.

1&-. Hughes: You denied that McCallum
was interested in hotels.

The MINISTER FOR. LANDS: No, I
have never been called upon to deny it, I do
not know it.

Mr. Hughes: You do know it.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If Mr.

McCallum has some interest in hotels, what
has that to do with me? The hon. member
-himself may have an interest in hotels; I
do not know. But I do know fac-ts, Aith
which I am. acquainted. The hon. member
said Mr. McCallum was to be appointed
Comm issioner when the Bill was before the
House. Of course the hon. member must
know; he has a philosophy of life. He be-
lieves that al] the wise men are with him and
all the fools against him. I nmyself believe
that all the honest men are against him, but
certainly the wise men are not with him,
His philosophy of life shows an extra-
ordinarily stupid vanity. No doubt ninny
fools are with him, otherwise he could not
get away with all his stories and bluff. He
said it must be hue that Mr. MoNCallumn was
intended to lie appointed a Conimissioner
when the Bill was before the House. -Now

hehas some other cock-and-bull story.
Mr. Marshall: Yes, one every day.
Mr. Hughes: Why does not the Minister

appoint that commission of inquiry?
Mr. Marshall interjected.
Mr, Hughes: You squibbed. You are a

crawl-out.
Mr. lviarshati: Anid you are a political rat.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The

other night the hion. member spoke in the
H1ouse about the farmer. He said he was a
receiver for a farmer's farm, that the poor
beggar was on the point of starvation and
that the employees could not get their wages.

1581.
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I looked into it and I found that the hon.
member got his wages.

Mir. Hughes: And you get your wages.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Hie wvas

a receiver for a faniner, and he complained
that the employees were not getting their
wages.

Mr. Hughes: They were not, either.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What

about the bon. member's wages?7
Mr. Hughes: He got his fees.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, the

lion. member got his fees, but the employees
could not get their wages. The bon. mnem-
her has never starved.

Mr. Hughes: It is not due to you.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.

member ealn see the mote in the other man's
eye.

Mr. Hughes: What fees did you get out
of the estate?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member got all that lie could get.

Mr. Hughecs: No, that is another mistake.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The bon.

,member can call for the files and see ex-
actly what he did get. The Farmers' Debts
Adjustment Board has them.

Mr. Hughes: I have the file myself.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.

member is not going to get away with it by
attacking even' mnenmber on this side of the
House. He is not in a position to attack any
member of the House, not the meanest memv
her of this Chamber.

The Minister for Employment inter-
jected.

Mr. Hughes: Anyhow, I never had to
leave a State.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The bon.
member claims that he knew Mr. McCallum
wvas to be appointed Chairman of the Bank
Commissioners, but be has no proof. Lack
of proof, however, does not matter in the
slightest degree to him. Now let me re-
turn to the Leader of the Opposition.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Getting back to me
again! I am getting tired.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ii propose
to quote the bon. member in his more re-
sponsible moments when he -was Minister
for Lands.

Hon. C. G. Latbanm: Well, it is certain
that I did not have to associate with you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: When
the hon. member could not provide for the

unemployed and for the farmers, he started
lecturing.

Hion. C. G. Latham: Lecturing!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hell.

member said that ,nembers of Parliament
had to tell the truth and it was of no use
their promising the world. This session
he has been promising the world. He went
on to say that when promises were made
they had to be carried out. Nowv that he
has no responsibility, there are hundreds
of promises. He asks why we do not do
this and that and what we are doing with
the money. He added, "Beware of the
man who stands on the platform and makes
all sorts of promises."

Hon. C. G. Latham; That is you.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is

the sort of man he is to-day; that is the
sort of man hie was at M.erredin a fewv days
ago.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Well, what about
Merredin I

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member said, ''Ask a politician where he
is going to obtain the money with which
to redeem his promises.'' Now I ask him
the question. Where is he going to get the
money with which to redeem all his pro-
mises? When he leaves the Agricultural
Bank open to be exploited, wvhere is he go-
ing to get the money to make up the lee-
wayl The Agricultural Bank has advanced
about £16,000,000. The interest on that
suim would amount to nearly £600,000 a
year. When nobody pays anything, because
nobody would need to pay anything under
the Bill introduced last week, how will he
pnake up the leewvay? Those are the facts
be has to face.

Ron. C. G. Latham: The statenment you
are making is not true.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member proceeded, "The future of Aus-
tralia depends on honourable politicians.
I do hope we shall stop the system of pan-
dering to the people. The great trouble
has been the Federal Government pander-
ing to the secondary industries." The mem-
ber for East Perth is not satisfied and is
supporting the Leader of the Opposition
here. This is what the Leader of the Oppo-
sition said, "I want to pay a compliment to
thousands of people who have found them-
selves in difficult circlumstances, out of
-work and on the verge of starvation in
Western Australia. They have played the
game.'' He had not a penny for them.
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Ron. C. Ci. Lathani: Youl said no farmer
had played the game,

The MINISTER FOR L~ANDS: The
member for East Perth said that the Mfit-
.ehell-Lathaml Government did more than
we have done.

Hon. C. G. Latham:- So we did.
The MINISTER 'FOR LANDS: What

does it matter whether the money came out
oone pocket or out of the other? Does

it matter whether we spent the money
from revenue or fromt loan so long as it
was made nvailablel It amounts to the
same thing in the end.

Mr. Hughes: No, it does not because the
Than money is not paid.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nohody
lint a -fool would argue in that way. The
Government carry on the affairs of the
State with loan money and revenue. If they
could get enough revenue, they would not
need loan mnoney,. Because they cannot get
enough revenule, they have to borrow and
they spend both revenue and loan funds.
But all that the Leader of the Opposition
had to say to the people in difficult circum-
stances, out of work and on the verge of
starvation was that they had played the
Vafle.

Hom. C. 0. Lotharn: And then you laugh
at them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This is
the sort of thing that meets with the appro-
bation of the member for East Perth, "They
played the game." They played his game.
The Leader of the Opposition -was younger
and more responsible in those days. I re-
commend him to adopt the philosophy
whieh he was so busy advocating while he
was Minister for Lands. Now I wish to say
a few words about the attempted legislation
which -we are told has been -responsible for
all this bad feeling. We have been informed
that the motion of want of confidence would
not hare been moved had mnembers been al-
lowed to discns- thme Bill to amend the Ag-
ricultural Bank Act. Let mne point ant that
Section 51 of the Act provides for many
things. I shall discuiss them briefly in order
to show what the member for Greenough
proposed to do. Section 37A. for the en-
atmnent of which members at present sitting
in opposition were responsihle, was designed
to give the Rank control over crops, and
that provision was extended to give control
over the wiool clip and butter fat produce.
There -were no crops in the South-West and
utter fat produce was included. Provision

was maide for only one year's interest. As
soon as a settler had paid one year's inter-
est, he could do as he liked.

Hon. 0, G. Latham: Then you do not
know your own legislation.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Let me
qualify that remark.

Hon. C. GI. Lath-am. It needs qualifying.
The MINISTER FOR LANTDS: As soon

as a settler had paid one year's interest and
provided he maintained the security, he could
do as he liked. Wh'at would any other finan-
cial institution allow a man to dol Half of
our farmers are tinder other banks and fin-
ancial institutions, but no complaint at all
has 'been voiced onl their behalf. The exist-
ing practice is good enough for those far-
nuers, but the Agricultural Bank clients 'have
been singled out for exceptional treat-
inent. Did mnembers ever hear of such
hypocrisy? The Bill provided for only half
the farmers in the State-clients of the Ag-
ricultural Banik. Members opposite did not
propose to do a single thing for other
farmers. The other banks have a drag-net
mortgage and take everything. They even
have a lien oven beds and bedding and fur-
niture. What utter hypocrisy! The mem-
ber for Avon appears to be knocked out.

-Mr. Boyle: lo not worry about me.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Well,

wake up! Slection 51 gives the flank control
which it must have. The Royal Commission
pointed out that the institution was being
robbed in the country, and robbed
at times when there was no need to rob it.
I do not suggest that everyone was engaged
in robbing the Blank, but that applied in
a number of cases. It became abso-
lutely necessary to amend the Act.
When the Bill was under discussion,
the Lender of the Opposition said
that the Bank could now take everythinig
from the farmner except his wife and chil-
dren. I Challenge himi, thme member for
Grecnough, and the member for Katanning,
who collaborated withi him, to prove a single
instance of that sort of thing. Can they
quote a single instance of the fanner's wife
being unable to dispose of a dozen eggs, or
10 lbs. or 20 lbs. of butter?

Hon, P. D. Ferguson: She cannot sell
those things without breaking the law.

The MIISTER FOR LANDS: The memt-
ber for Greenough quoted the case of a farmer
in his electorate, a hard worker, who had only
30s. a week f rom the Bank. If that mua
was a client of a private Bank he would get
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nothing. I have looked up the case. This
man is growing only a little wheat, hut he
w'ants eight adults to be mantained.

Mr. Patrick: He had a thousand acres.
The INISTER FOR LANDS: He could

not possibly maintain that number of people
on his holding. If he were the client of a
private bank, lie would get nothing. He
has owed the Agricultural Bank interest for
eight years. The Bank does not know what
to do with him. It gives him 30s. a
week, and he does not pay back any-
thing. The lhon. member says it is
a shocking ease. If he would come to
me first with these eases, and other memtbers
would do the samne, I could make some very
interesting disclosures to themi. There I"
nothing in these particular cases. The farmer
in question is o'niy runiiing a flock of sh'eep.
The hon. member wants the Bank to advance
money to hirn, and to keep on the holding
eight poo-le who ought not to be there. They
would not be kept on the lion, member's
farm.

Mr. Patrick: He lbad a good area under
crop at one time, but WIyS eaten out by e1111us
two years ago.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I advise
members to stick to facts. The member for
Greenough would not put a shilling of his
money into that property.

Mr. Patrick: That does not constitute a
reply to the statements regarding delays. It
took this fanner three months to get a
reply.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He has
paid no interest for years. This man is
ini a bad condition financially. He is
over-enapitnlised, and has received more than
the Bank should ever have given him. He
now asks that he should be given the right
to dispose of his stock. A private bank would
have said to himn, "We will sell your sheep
and wind you up." The Agricultural Bank
does not know what to do with people of
that kind, and so they give them 30s. a week
wihilat they are deliberating over the position.

-Any other institution would have sold the
stock and cut its losses. The Agricultural
Bank is not allowed to do that. It has to
cerry these people on until they can perhaps
make an effort to discharge some of their.
liabilities. The farmer in question was a
good worker when I knew him, but if the
hon member wvere his creditor I am sure
he woulid not agree to release the man's
stock

Mr. Patrick: I am not a money-lender.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member is too shrewd for that.

-Mr. Patrick: There is nao slirewvdness
about it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member could have done a lot of that in his
district.

'Mr. Patrick: Lf I had had the capital.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Let inc
now deal with settlers in the South-West..
The ordinary Agricultural Bank clients there
have paid 50 per cent, of their interest. The
soldier settler clients have paid 58
per cent., and there are group sett-
lers who are paying 2 or 3 per
cent. All have much the same oppor-
tuanities. The Bank put them all on a busi-
ness basis in the first place. What sympathy
had members opposite with these people three
years ago? They made the settlers pay 15
per cent. of the interest when butter fat was
not more than 10d. a pound. To-day it is
Is. 3d. a pound. They forced the settlers
to pay, and in two years had dispossessed
123 of them. If Section 51 were repealed,
the Bank would have no security whatever.
It might get the interest, or it might not.
The settler who could pay, would pay, and
the settler who did not want to pay need
nt pay. We cannot have that sort of

thing. It is something no Government could
tolerate. That is not all the Bill
provided. It provided that the Bank
should, have no seurity over settlers' stock,
only such stock as the Bank had pur-
chased. The Bank might purchase a dozen
cows for a settler over which it would have
security, but it would have no security over
the progeny. Cows cannot live for even.
Under the Bill brought down by the member
for Greenough, if the cattle died the Bank
would have no security over the progeny,
because that would belong to the settler. I
know of eases where the Bank has supplied
cows and, strange to say, all the cows were
barren. I know of one notorious ease where
a settler had cows which calved twice
every year, but the cows provided -by the
Bank -were barren. Stock agents might
put cattle on a holding and the cattle would
remaam there, but if the beasts had been
put there by the Government they dis-
appeared. The legislation proposed was
irresponsible legislation, and it is
what members opposite proposed should
happen under their Bill. It was
also provided that if a settler was dis-
honest or unsatisfactory, the Bank could not
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repossess his holding. The man might
be a most unsatisfactory farmer. Before
the institution could do anything, it would
have to appeal to a magistrate and prove,
amongst other things, that the farmer was
g'rossly incompetent. For a man to be
grossly incompetent, he would have to be
mental, and it would be necessary for the
Hank to prove that. The Bank would also
have to prove that if be were dispossessed,
this would cause him no inconvenience. The
Bill, in fact, provided for the millenium. The
Bank client need pay no interest, but if he
did pay any, the Bank had to make a refund,
or ])rovide further adv-ances without security.
Mfembers know that it is impossible for the
Bank to prove that a farmer is incompetent.
1 hope the member for Avon will wake up
and take notice of this. No doubt my state-
tucuts do not please him, but he is not game
to argue the matter now. He has been
talking about security of tenure and the
necessity for it. It will be hopeless for the
Bank to prove that a man is incompetent,
although he might be on the verge of lunacy.
A inan might be growing no crop or, if he
had an advance with which to put in a crop,
hie nmight be razing- it off with his~ stock. He
mnight also be receiving sustenance. The
moment the Bank tries to dispossess him, the
other farmers roll up and say be is the best
farmer in the world. They declare he has
had bad luck. When the magistrate asks
why he did not have a crop, the reply is,
"His wife was sick" or "He was sick" or
"His horses were sick." Tit any revaluation
the Bank would not be allowed to take into
consideration the fact that his land will
probably improve in value in a few 'years.
The House is informed that such a principle
is -in operation in New South Wales and
Victoria. It is not the same principle.

Mr. Patrick: I did not say that.

The MINISTELR FOR LANDS: The lion.
member said it was the basis in New South
Wales.

Mr. Patrick: I. did ijot.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
look up the statement. The principle applied
only to farmers whose property was con-
trolled by the Government, who had no free-
dom at all. This legislation which the holl.
member complains he could not introduce and
which we are told was responsible for this
motion, was the most irresponsible of any
introduced into this Parliament, without any
exception.

Mr. Patrick: Those are the thanks I get
for adopting suggestions from the other
side.

The MINISTER 'FOR LANDS: flat
suggestionsI

Mr. Patrick: Suggestions made when you
wvere in Opposition.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
Air. Patrick: Ask the member for Boulder.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nobody

ever brought in, a Bill like that before. No
Country Party in Australia ever attempted
to pass a Bill anything like that. Under
the Bill settlers would have a free hand to
do as they liked. The Bill represented statu-
tory repudiation. And such legislation
is called responsible legislation I In a
few years' time the hon. member will thank
Ihis star that the legislation was not
passed, because he would have to administer
it. Nothing more shocking was ever intro-
duced into this Parliament. The statement
that such legislation is in vogue in other
parts of Australia is not correct. It
is in vogue only where the settler's
business is controlled by a board. I
would have done liy best to defeat the Bill,
in the interests of the country. If hon.
membilers opposite encourage the robbery of
an institution of this State, they cannot
escape the conseqfuences. It is no use doing
this sort of thing to get votes. If members
opposite are hungry for office, they cannot
escape the consequences of such promises;
when they get into office they will have to do
something to satisfy the farmers whom they
are misleading. The best thing for them
will then be that they did not succeed with
this want-of-confidence motion. I am sure
that no responsible Government from the
opposite side of the Chamber would intro-
duce such legislation. It is legislation
calculated to provide the millenium. It would
provide, first of all1, a clear income of £1 00 a
year. it wvould provide that, the Bank shall
have no lien. Take the case of a settler in
the South-West wvho is a fruitgrowcr and a
hutter-fat producer. The butter-fat is re-
moved from the lien, and the settler can
get £120 a year from that, The fruit crop,
which is under lien, brings £150. From that
tire farmer gets £C100 clear. He would be in
a most happy position. If the workers of
this countryv could have all their debts and
living expenses paid, and all their household
equipment supplied, and their dental and
medical attention provided, and £100 clear
annually, and at the same time their property
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improving in value, they would be, in the
vernacular, on the pig's back. Who would
not go farmingw under those conditions?
There is the £100 guaranteed.

Opposition Members: The former earns
it.

The M11NISTER, FOR LANDS: There is
all his stock. clear of amy lien. There is all
his side prodNee, potatoes and butter and
eggs, in his own pocket. There is no interest
to pay. The Bank could not put him out
withbout going before a magistrate, whe
all the farmers would say, "He is the best
farmer in the world." And then the Bank
would have to value his property on an ar-
bitrary valuation. It is indeed the inilleniunA.
The problem of the milleninin is solved by
the Bill alTf right, but a bigger problem Pi
created for the country. Therefore hon.
members can thank Mir. Speaker and be
grateful to him for having ruled the Bill
out of order. Nothing more, outrageous was
ever introduced into this House.

MRS. CARDEIL-OLIVER (Subiaco)
[2.28]: 1 might have beeni convinced by the
eloquence of the Minister for Lands to vote
against the motion had I believed all his state-
inents, but I did not. The reason why I did
not believe them all is that I have seen ex-
tremne poverty amongst those peolAe. In a
visit to the wheat belt I sa.w extreme pov-
erty amongst some of the settlers there,
and I have known. in Subiaco families come
from group settlements actually starvin-
I say, actually starving. Not only have they
been starving, but they had been told that
they could not get sustenance because they
had left their farms. So I did not believe
all the statements made by the Minister for
Lands. The hon. gentleman says that all
members on this side of the Chamber have
given one story and spoken of one section
of the people. I propose for a few minutes
to speak of the other section. Tn passing,
I may say that as a new member of the
Chamber f feel that discussions on person-
alities. are not constructive, and that to mne
the-y seem simply crude and rude, besides
having nothing to do with the motion. The
Mlinister for Lands has said that the Govern-
nient are not, responsible for the seasons.
Well, everybody knows, that the Government
are not responsible for the seasons. The
Government are not responsible for the sea-
son;, but they, are responsible for the poverty
that exists. I have seen it everywhere. The
Mlinister also said that in the city he has

heard that people resent the no-confidence
motion, and he believes that the people in
the country too disapprove of it. I can only
say that if lie believes that, let him go to the
country and test the issue there. The
Piemnier asserted it was imperative that he
should have attended the Loan Council to
represent the State. The Viery fact that he
has not gone-of course he was able to go-
may' mean that this State will receive a grant
or loan. Hie said that the psychological
effect or his presence at the Loan, Council
table. would p)robably have resulted in money
being obtained. On the other hand,' I say
that the psychological effect of his absenoe
will probably mean a loam for this State,
becanse 0110 of the virtues, or failings, of
the Britisher is that he is always on the side
of the down-trodden. if the members of the
Loan Council imagine for one moment that
We.-tern Australia is at a disadvantage be-
cause of the Premier's absence, we shalt.
p~robabhly be the gainers. In my constituency
I represent ninny relief workers and siusten-
anice. men, and I have had opportunities daily
to see exhibitions of poverty. The Leader
of the Opposition referred, to 3,000 odd men
w6ho received less than the basic -wage. Those
3.000 mnen represent man-y more than that
number, because there are the faniies to be
taken into consideration. There arc also
others who receive assistaince. through the
Child Welfare lDepartnment and are not asso-
einted with the relief workers or sustenance
re.-ines. Themi we have others who do not
receive asitac under either of those head-
ings,.1. firmly believe that there aire 10,000
individuals in this State who are receiving
considerably less than the basic wage.. and
ninny arc in want and distress. I believe the
Goverment are quite sincere in their desire
to help the farmers and the workers. I be-
lieve, too, that a great majority of the mnem*
hers of this House are equally sincere in
t-heir desire to get rid of the existing poverty.
The reason it is not done is that the Govern-
ment are just had spenders. We have heard
enough about trolley buses for one night, but
I merely refer to that matter again because
it represents a big item of expenditure. We
have heard very little about the Cue-Big Bell
railway, for which we provided £64,000 re-
cently. We were told that the mining com-
pany intended to erect a plant. costing some-
thing like £400,000 and a company able to
undertake that expenditure would not cavil
at a mere, £64,000 for the purpose of con-
structing a short railway. That money could
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have been saved to the State for expendi-
ture in other directions. There are many
other ways in which the Government could
have saved money. Then, again, £84,000
was voted last year for assistance to the un-
employed, but only £,68,000 was spent. Onl
top of that, £800,000 was collected from the
financial emergency tax and we thought that
mioney would have been utilised to help dis-
tresed farmers and -relieve the workers. So
on behalf of the lower-paid residents of my
constituency, I shall support the motion.

MR. HILL (Albany) [2.33] : It is not my
intention to deal with various matters that
have been referred to, but I shall support
the motion, I 'have been around the aban.-
doned farms in the group settlement areas
and 1 have come into contact with the pov-
erty, distress, bungling and dissatisfaction
that exist on the groups. One pleasing
feature is that during the last few months
there ha been almost an entire absence of
trouble in the Denmark areas. That in no
small degree is due to the Butter Farmers'
Union, which has done all that is possible
to bring about a better feeling between the
"groupies" and thme Agricultural Bank. On
'one, oceaqion many of the settlers went to
Denmark in the rig-lt mood to pull down
the Agricultural Baink biliding. They were
restrained to a large extent by the secretary
of the union, Mr. John Hodgson. I have
here a letter that I received from that gentle-
man when I reached the House this after-
noon. It rends:-

I have to acknowledge receipt of yours of] 5th
instant and under separate cover I received the
copy of the Agricultural Bank Act plus the now Bill.
For these I thank you very much and appreciate it.
Yesterday we had an executive council meeting and
we went through the Bill in question. It would
seem to us that within its framework lies an ad-
justment of most of our present troubles with the
Bank. I am directed to draw your special atten-
tion to the fact that the signing of the procuration
orders is the most hated of the feudal powers, and
the punishment for not accepting this serfdom is
the pernicious refund system which is surely
demoralising the settler. It is the one great
argument against the whole fairy castle of im-
possible bricks that the very thing that made
group settlement a namby-pamby silly affair was
the spoon-feeding by people who knew only troughs
and is now going to be valiantly taken up again to
finally corpse so many of the remaining settlers.

Mr. Lambert: Do you know what the
Denmark settlement has cost this country
during the last 25 years?

Mr. HILL: No.
Mr. Lambert: Of course not; you have not

the slightest idea about it.

Mr. HILL. Has the hon. member finished?
Mr. Lambert: We are not concerned about

ycour little settlement.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Lamnbert: I will give you a dozen in-

stances
Mr. HILL: If the lion. member has fin-

ished, I will carry on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order I
Mr. HILL: The letter continues:-
It is very pleasing that the stock position is to

be clarified in the new Bill and we hope that in the
discussion under this heading something illaralant-
lag wlt transpire as to what the Bank's nebulous

ides ealyare at prsn.The question of putting
Dames and other foreigners on the holdings is a
telling thing because that would cause bloodshed,
lam afraid. It takes us all our time to hold them.
in bounds as it is.

I represent a few lumpers as well. I can
assure you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that if any
department sat over the lumpers as the
Agricultural Bank stands over its poor un-
fortunate clients, there would be serious
frwuhle. The memnber for Xrilgarn-Coo-
gardie (M.Lambert) asked mie if I knew
what the Denmnark settlement had cost, We
are not concerned about past blunders,
although we have to pay for them. The
poor settlers down there arc not the authors
but the victims of the scheme. A few days
ago I received a letter from a wan asking
me to procure charitable relief for hint.

Mrf. Lambert interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The

mnember for Yilgarn-Conlgardie must keep
order.

Mr. HILL: That man was one of the Old
Contemptibles. He served for years in the
Royal Field Artillery. He was discharged
just before he was eligible for a pension be-
cause of retrenchment in England. He came
out to Western Australia and worked on the
groups. I saw him about a month ago ina
the Albany hospital, where he had been oper-
ated on for appendicitis. Ev-en then be
kept his heart up. He returned to his home
and later on he wrote to me berause he was
stuck for food and a pair of boots. I realise
there has been a waste of money in the
Denmark area, and we appreciate that wit-
ing-down has been carried out on a gener-
ous scale. We do not desire to starve out
those who remain. I believe that if we do
not demand of them too much interest dur-
ing the next couple of years, those now on
the land will stand a chance of Palling
through. I regret the Agricultural Bank
Act Amendment Bill was ruled out of order
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because the bank clients will feel more thanx
ever that the bank is standing over them with
a whip in hand. If this motion is defeated
I hope the Government will show a more
generous attitude to the farmers and put the
whip out of sight in dealing with the menl
on the groups.

MR. WARNER (Mt. Marshall) [2.41]: 1
intend to support the motion. There is little
need for me to elaborate on the drought con-
ditions as they exist at present. Many meet
ings have beeji held by farmers, traders and
business men at which resolutions have been
carried demanding that reasonable help
should be forthcoming from the Government
in one way or another, in order to enable
production to be carried on. There is a state
of great poverty and distress throughout the
wheat belt. Where assistance hats been given
in the wheat belt married men have been
getting £6 a month and single men £4, and
that is not sufficient. Many of these people
are not going to have ally crops, and those
who do have a crop are afraid that it will
bep taken from them under statutory lien,
and that the proceeds will be dealt out to
them again only in the same measure as has
obtained for some time. We believe that more
assistance should he given to these people
either by forcing money from the Common-
wealth Government or by' curtailing expendi-
ture in the metropolitan area. The demand
is only a just one. For the past five years
farmers and wheatgrowvers have been selling
produce for less than cost of production and
feeding the State's population. Now they
have run into a dead-end through drought
conditions, and it is only reasonable that
means should be found to assist them, even
by taxing the whole of the people. If the
people as a whole contributed by means of
a tax to the support of these farmners, they
would only he giving back what they 'have
received from the farmers. During these
years the farmers have produced a good deal
of wealth for export. If the State had not
had the produce from the farners it wo~uld
not have had money to meet overseas de-
mands. There is a great tax imposed oni all
farmers' products which is used for keep-
ing sheltered industries going. Products

coming from the farmers have kept the State
solvent for years, but we are now faced with
the position under which the farmaers are
going to be forced off their holdings. Many of
the men have caned out a national asset
from virgin forest and grown old in doing

so. Many also played their part in the Great
War. They settled on the land after their
return, and reared families. Most of their
sons and daughters, when old enough to work
have had to leave home and seek employment
in thle metropolitan area or on the goldfields.
These men are worse off, and have suffered
much more mentally than they did during the
war. In many cases they have a gray-haired
woman beside them to share their suffering,
fearing that under the law which we have at
present, through Section 51, they will have
their produce taken from them year after
year. They do not know what help is eoming
to them this season. I dread their again
going through such times as they have experi-
enced in the past. In addition to the suffer-
ings they have endured as a result of the
drought conditions, they have been faced with
the grasshopper plague. I do not want to
dwell on that for too long at present, but I
still believe that the Government did not
take the action they should have taken at
the time evidence wats brought before them
as to what the grasshopper position would
be.

The Minister for Agriculture: What
remedy would you suggest9

Mr. WARNER.: We suggested methods
different from those the Agricultural Depart-
ment adopted. The bon. member was here
and beard me. When I brought the problem
before the House we got very little satisfac-
ton. We had an interesting resume from
the Minister for Agriculture on grasshoppers
in retrospect in which he dealt with grass-
hoppers through the ages from the time of
Tutankhamen, and linked them up with M1%t.
Marshall. He might have mentioned the
Biblical story of time paitriarch whio spent a
period in the wilderness living on these
insects, hbut I think theyv were a different
kind of grasshopper from those that are
here. I warn the Minister that the grass-
hoppers arc going to breed in the desert of
our State and eat us all out. There is a
want of co-ordination between the depart-
mnent and the people in carring out poison-
ing. I want to qjuote from the "Mukinbudin
Leader" of the 16th October. The article is
asg follows:-

Some wveeks ago the presence of huge swairms of
grasshoppers on an abandoned Agricultural flank
property was; reported to the authorities by
neighbouring farmers w.ho viewed the spreading
menance with alarm. Four tons of bran with the
requisite molasses and poison were seat from
Perth to Tamamin and arrangements made by the
Department with Mr. C. Waugh at East York-
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rakine to look after the supplies. The farmers
were advised that the material for poisoning the
grasshoppers -was being made available arid they
annuouniced thefr willingness to assist in spreading
the baits.

Inspector Butfield, of the Agricultural Bank,
and the Bank office at Kelierborrin, were ap-
proached to arrange for the bran. etc., to be carted
to Yorkrakine, a distance of 25 miles, but a reply
was received that the Bank had no mnoney for this
purpose. The Wyalkatchem, Kellerberria and
Meckering Road Boards were approached to bear
the cost of carting the material. Thetyalkatchem
Board were willing to hear a proportionate share
of the cost but the other two boards were not.
The Agricultural Bank was again approached-
this timte the Perth office--but the matter was re-
ferred back to the Kelorberrin office, which again
stated there was no money available for the pur-
pose. Meanwhile the grasshoppers are spreading
far and wide-and there the position remains.

While an ever-ineresing area is threatened with
the plague, a supply of poison, etc., lies at the
Tammin siding waiting for officialdom to find
a paltry £4 to cover the cost of c aring and de-
livering it to the person who is willing to care for it
without charge, while farmers are prepared to
spread the baits without asking recompense for
their labour or the fuel costs involved. The
Bank officials even had the audacity to suggest to
Mr. Waugh, who is a storekeeper at Yorkrakiae,
that he might cart the materials fre of charge.

We cannot find words which would be adequate
comment on the Bank's attitude, hence the query
marks which head this article. We hope it attracts
the attention of Mr. Boyle or Mr. Warner and that
they have something to say about it in the proper
place.

It did attract the attention both of Mr,
Boyle, who was very indignant about it, and
myself, and I went to the Agricultural Bank
and told them that leaving the breeding uin-
restricted could not go on. I hope some-
thing is going to lie d]one to stop the p)est
during tile coming year, and indeed I rni
surprised to see nothing at all in the Es"ti-
mates to deal with it this year. I hope the
Minister for Agriculture, when speaking to
this motion, will give us some information as
to his intentions.

H[on. P. D. Ferguson: Let uts hope the
pest will pass on into South Australia.

Mr. WARNER: I can find nothing in the
Estimates to enable the Minister for Lands
to cope with it by the only proper mthod,
namnely the breaking up of the breeding
grounds. The Agricultural Bank dloes not
own the whole of the abandoned properties.
because the Associated Banks hold some of
them. Certainly it is of no use the farmer
breaking up his ground when alongside him
arc abandoned farms lying untouched. More-
over the plant of the average farmer is not
suffi'eient to enable him to break up his hold-
ing, even if ho were prepared to do it. It

will take him all1 his time to work tip his
holding- for another crop. 'Much has been
said on this side, and I agree with a lot of it,
but I strongly disagree with many of the
things said by members opposite. Alter
long and] careful consideration, the Country
Party brought down the Agricultural Bank
Act Amendment Bill. We had put in a
great deal of time on that measure, and it
was the best thing we could do to assist
fariners by relieving them of the iniquitous

seon of he Act, Un~ortonatoy, Mir.
Speaker, the Bill was declared by you to be
out of order, and so it had to be withdrawn.
I have been a conscientious worker for may
electorate ever since coming to the House.
I have worked diligently for the people who
put me here, and when I fail to do my job
I will have no hesitation in making room for
someone else. But after having worked
conscientiously on something for the fanner,
I strongly object to the insult of the Minis-
ter for Lands, who said we were only kite-
flying. I nam no kite-flyer. I should like
to say something more to the Minister for
Lands about this, but I will not do so, be-
causze if I did say all I should like to say I
Would not he here for the division. I want
to assure the Minister for Lands that what-
ever his op~iniofl of other members on this
.side mar be, ho miust understand that I am
not a kite-flyer. I am here for the benefit
of Western Australia, and not to hara.ss the
Government, but to assist themn in anything
they, mi-ght be doing for the benefit of the
State. Naturally I have thie interests of my
electors chiefly at stake, and when we see
the Minister for Lands getting up as he did
and waving his arms with his hair bristling
like one of those Jew lizards, it fills me with
resenitmnt.

HON. P. D. FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore)
[2.57]: As it is now approximating my
usual bedtime, I do not wvish to address my-
self at any great length to the motion. Still,
I wish to say something about the Minister
for l.ands. Front beginning to end, his
speeh was scarcely anything hut mis-
repriesentation of the facts of the whole case.
I could not help feeling some measure Of
sniliathyv for the Lecader of the Government,
b eauseA I know he must have been very un-
comfortable in the position in which one or
two of his Ministers have placed him re-
ctent'y. I know that on the evening when the
Agrimultnral Bank Act Amendment Bill was
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introduced in an endeavour to alleviate the
unfortunate position in which clients of the
Agricultural Bank find themselves, the Pre-
mier looked very uncomfortable. I am certain
he was unhappy about the state of affairs
that existed on that occasion, and I believe ho
would have rectified the position if hie could
have dnne so. The Minister for Lands accused
members on this side of the House of beingp
busily engaged in kite-flying and pandering
to the electors. In refutation of that charge,
I want to point out that mnenmbers of the
Country Party were working on that legis-
lation long before there was any suggestion
that this country was going to be faced with
a drought this year. As a matter of fact
mon-ths have elapsed since we started to lick
into shape something to take the place of the
present iniquitous Act. If the records were
searched they would disclose that the member
for G4reenough, on behalf of the Country
Party, gave notice of his intention, to intro-
duce the Bill at the beginning of August. At
that tme there was not much suggestion that
we were going to experience anything in tbe
nature of a drought, and that fact plus the
additional fact -that we had been engaged, in
close consultation with the Parliamentary
Draftsman, iii framing that legislation for
weeks before,. would indicate that wre intro-
duced the measure, not as a result of the
threatened drought, but because we realised
that the position of Agricultural Bank
clients was impossible under existing legisla-
tion. Farmers everywhere have been asking
what the Government intend to do to assist
them during this yea-. Until this motion
-was launched, we hare had but one statement
by the l'remier that lie would endeavour to
*do as much as was done last year. That wrould
he altogether insufficient. What wvas done
last year is not going to satisfy the distressed
agriculturists this year. Unless the Govern-
ment can see their, way to do something more
for our producers durinig the forthcoming
year, a very sorry state of affairs will exist
at the end of the year. The farmiing com-
unity, particularly the wheatgrowing sec-

tion in those districts where the crops are
prov'ing almost a total failure and where they
wvill yield a very small return, are much per-
turbed as to the future. So disastrous is the
psychological effect on the farmers that they
cannot put forth their best efforts to harvest
the small quantity of grain that their crops
will produce. The way to induce them to
exert their best efforts is for the Government
to offer them some encourageomen t. Many

,o them do not care very much whether they
harvest their crops or not. They know that
a return of three or four bushels per acre
will not yield sufficient finance to enable
them to pay their way until another harvest
arrives. I have had an estimate of the
crop in certain of our nmain wheat-
growing centres; compiled from infonnation
supplied to me by various Government offi-
cials. It should he of interest if I inform
members of the estimated yields in a few of'
the chief road districts as compared with
the yield in normal years. I will take road
districts because on that basis all our crop
statistics are compiled by the Government
Statistician. The figures ares--

Road Distriot. Average. Estimate 1938, 37.
.Nullewva . .31 buslicls 4 bushels
Dalwalliu 13 ,, 4 o
.Nt. Marshalt .. 10 3 P
Mukiabudin . 10 , It
wostonia .. 11 , 2 o

Notwithstanding that the probable price
this year is ever so much better than we
have had for six or seven years, the re-
turn from crops such as I halve indicated
will yield altogether insufficient finance to
enable farmers to carry on, provide susten-
ance and pay their wvay. All the mnen who
arc growing those crops arc worth keeping
on the land to produce wealth in their own
interests and for the benefit of the State.
It is not likely that after six years of de-
pressed and unprofitable commodity prices,
both for wheat and for wool, there are
many rotters left on the land. I believe
that over 99 per cent. are men on whom the
Government might spread themselves and
help to remain on their properties. This
could be done by providing additional fin-
ance to ensure them sufficient sustenance
for themselves and their families and en-
able them to pay the necessary out-of-
pocket expenses. The Minister for Lands,
i an endeavour to discredit the previous

Government, stated that during their
period of office, something like 400 Agri-
cultural Bank properties were abandoned.
H~e did not tell us; that after four or five
years of Labour Administration there are
about 2,700 abandoned farms. Members
should bear that fact in mind. Moreover,
if the present administration continues and
the methods operating to-day are adhered
to, the 2,100 abandoned farms will be in-
creased 100 per cent. in a very short time.
Western Australia, and Australia as a
whole, cannot afford to have any more
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abandoned farima. Not only are the alban-
doned farms going to prove a tremendous
economic loss to the State, but they will
render the position of the remaining agri-
eulturists so absolutely hopelessi that Ihey
will not be able to pull through either.
Every abandoned property is a menace to
an adjoining occupied property. The mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall (Mr. Warner) has
told us about the locust plague, but that Is
only one aspect. When we consider the
menace of noxious weeds, foxes, rabbits
and vermin of all description, members will
realise how hopeless it is for indilvidual
farmiers to carry on if they are surrornded
by abandoned Agricultural Bank proper-
ties. Take one weed, the wild turnip: Un-
less properties are cared for the wild tur-
nip will get a hold on abandoned propr-
ties and spread to adjoining properties, and
in course of time all will become useless.
The only solution of the difficulty I can
see is for the State so sympathetically to
treat every farmer that remains on" his
block as to make his farming operations
profitable to himself and to the country.
By those means alone will we find the via
media for the re-occupation of abandoned
properties, I believe those properties will
fleVer be re-occupied unless the operations
of the people lfloposing to occupy them can
he made reasonably profitable. People
Will not take uip abandoned proper-
tics and operate them at a loss, as most
farmsv have heen operating during the past
five or six years. If wve could secure a rea-
sonable profit, a great many of the aban-
doned] farms would be re-occupied, as well as
other lands that might be available. rI'hat
can only come about as a result of symipa-
thetic administration by the Government
and by their assistance in every way. Thus
only can the agricultural industry he saved.
Without the industry Western Australia wvill
have absolutely no future. Since we began
exporting wheat and wool we have sent
overseas no less than £97,000,000 worth of
these two commodities. That has meant
financial stability for the State.

Hon. C. G. Latbam:- And has still left us
with the assets.

Hon. P. D. PEROUS ON: Yes, assets
which are capable of producing- another
£C97,000,000 worth of commnodities during the
next quarter of a century. Only by main-
taing these assets can thie country hope to
continue its financial stability, and discharge

the obligations wre have incurred to those
who fluanaed us for the development of the
assets. The -Minister for Lands prated at
great deal about what the Government had
done for the farmer. As a result oF my in-
vestigations, I have not been able to find
anything to show what they have done ex-
cept to wipe off a certain amount of debt
that the farmers owed. They have only
wiped off amounts which the Minister knew
there was but qittle chance of collecting.
Many requests have been placed before him
for the revaluation of repurehased proper-
ties. Wherever he thinks there is a chance,
of settlers making a repayment, however
small,' he steadfastly refuises to make any -re-
duction. Certainly revaluations, have been
made in the ease of some repurehased estates,
particularly in the Greenough electorate, but
in my electorate and others no writing-down
has been effected. With that stubbornness
with which the Minister is endowed, he has
proved adamant in respect to any representa-
tions that are made to him. Without any
inspection or real valuation, officers of th~e
department have simply looked at the files
and have not thought it necessary to reoin-
mend any writing-down. I appeal to the
Premier,' who is a reasonable man, to make
an immediate announcement of what the
Government are prepared to do for the
settlers who are in such distress. There has
never been any reluctance on the part of
the 'Government to state -what they are
prepared to do for other sections of the
community. When the present Minister for
Employment assumed office, as he did with
a great flourish of trumpets, he informed
the country that on the 5th October he
would tell the world what the Government
would do for the sustenance workers. About
that time he announced that they were pre-
pared to improve the conditions under
which these men worked, and that for the
balance of the year the Government were
prepared to find another £23,000 to meet the
cost of these improved condlitions. Truly,
the mnighty eagle of Northam loboured and
brought forth a sparrow's egg., which I
think was only a soft-shell egg after all.
While this was being done by the Govern-
nient at the behest of their friends in Beau-
fort street, it -was impossible to obtain a
statement from the head of the Government
and anything like 1 per cent, of the publicity
that was given when it was a question of
assisting the sustenance workers. It was
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impossible to get from the Government
what their intentions were to enable the
farmer to stick to his holding, and make it
worth his while to take off his poor crop
and arrange for a better one nest year.
Farmers have been holding meetings all over
the State urging that the Government should
make a statement in the matter. It is a
thousand pities that members of the Cabi-
net have not attended some of these meet-
ings. It would have been illuminating for
them to do so, as well as for other members
of Parliament, when they would have had
the opportunity, as I have done, to hear
many pitiful tales. I have endeavoured to
induce the Government to allow metropoli-
tan members to see the position at first hand
in the wheat-growing areas. The Premier,
however, did not think it would be worth
while incurring the small expenditure in-
volved. He thoughlt that members who
wished to visit the areas in question couild
take themselves uip. The only way to obtain
a thorough knowledge of the difficulty of the
position is for members to see the country
for themselves. I spend every week-eud in
my electorate, only one corner of. which is
serioualy affepc by' drought condi-
tions. I have, however, visited ad-
joining districts and have seen how'
serious the position is. As a fanner I am able
to estimate it as accurately as most people.
If I had not visited those districts I would
not have had a tr-ue appreciation of the dis-
astrous conditions existing there. If Min-
isters and metropolitan and goldfield%
members will not see things for them-
selves, they will never understand the
position. Notwithstanding the remarks
of the Premier. I hope he will give
further consideration to my suggestion and
will make some arrangements for a visit to
the districts concerned. I have no desire that
he should enter upon any costly joy-riding
venture. The trip to the wheat areas could
be arranged on an economical scale and no
doubt many members would avail themselves
of the opportunity to go. The visit would
be an educational one to them and perhaps
beneficial to the farmers. A good deal has
been said by the Minister for Lands con-
cerning Government expenditure in the in-
terests of agriculturists. One of the com-
plaints; I have against the Government is
that whilst they may, have spent some money
in certain directions, they have not obtained
value for their expenditure. For every
pound that the fanner spends on his hold-

ing, he is not satisfied unless he gets a re-
turn of 21s. For every pound the Govern-
ment spend in the industry we find that those
engaged in it do not receive 10s. worth in
value. That is the source of the whole
trouble. From page 13 of the Auditor Gen-
eral's report memabers; will obtain some
illuminating information concerning some of
the Government expenditure, which has been
made supposedly in the interests of the
agricultural industry. The Auditor General
says that certain Votes were charged with
about £97,000 for the development of agri-
culture. He also refers to the classification
of some of that expenditure. For instance,
£64,000 has been spent on the recondition-
ing of holdings in Bunbury, Busselton, Den-
mark, Manjimup and Northcliffe. I wonder
what value that £C64,000 represents to the
agricultural community. The great bulk of
the expenditure has been incurred in the
interests of the unemployed and sustenance
amen, and not in the interests of the industry
itself. Why, then, should the Government
take credit to themselves for having spent
all that money iii the interests of the agri-
culturists ? They have reconditioned those
holdings, and they have spent £3,000 or
£4,000 in clearing at Wooroloo Sanatorium
and at Whitby Falls Asylum. In the name
of all that is peculiar, how can that expendi-
ture be regarded as expenditure in the in-
terests of the agriculturists of this State?
It has no hearing whatever on the agricul-
tural industry of Western Australia or on
those engaged in that industry. It is indeed
a far cry to say that that money has been
spent in the interests of agriculture. Again,
'ye find appeal board expenses £940. How
many agriculturists would an expenditure of
£940 on appeal boards benefit? Then there
is contract surveys £C1,575. That, I sup-
pose, is more or less necessary in the inter-
ests of the industry. Next comes wages sur-
veys £2,050. How does that item help the
agricultural industry, and how nmany agricul-
turists will it preserve from starvation? To
me it seems absurd for the Government to
take credit for having spent those amounts
in the interests of agricultural development.
I quote from the last report of the Auditor
General:

During the past four years a total of £199,604
Os. 3d. has been charged against the Loan Fund as
reonditioning of holdings, aU follows:-

Denmark, £32,223 17s. 3d.
Thisselton, £00,990 Be. Id.
flunbury, £12,240 Ws. lid.
Manjimp and Northoliflo, £94,143 14s. Od.
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A total of £199,604 Os. Sd.--nearly £209,000.
The Auditor General appends the following
remarks:

A return prepared by the L.ands Department
showed that £6,140 of this expenditure applied to
24 Agricultural Beak holdings, of which. 15 were
,occupied. Three of the remainder have been
sold; but nothing wes recovered on account of the
expenditure included in the amount of £6,140.
The return referred to showed that £20,022 of this
expenditure applied -to 11 Agricultural Bank
holdjnp in the Itanjimup are, of which only one
or two were occupied.

I worked out. the average, and the total
expenditure represents an average expendi-
* tre of £1,820 per holding for ieeonditioning.

J1 believe the average original expenditure
on those blocks was about £2,000. But to

recondition them an av erage.- expenditure of
£1,820. -was incurred. The Auditor General1
continues-

A perusal of Bank files in regard to four. of these
holdings, to which £:17,386 12. ld. of the~f20.022
applied, showed that they also carried Bank debts
of £10,573 16s. 4d.

With the original cost and the cost of re-
conditioning, that represents an average of
£4,346 per holding.

The reserve sale prices fixed by the Commis
sioners totalled £12,900. If this amount is realised,
it will reproent, a recovery of £2,326 3a. 8d. on
account of the expenditure of £17,386 12s. lid.

That represents n total of £6,989 per holding.
These blocks wvill never be re-occupied if the
.man who is to re-occupy one of them is to
be called upon to pay capital and interest to
the tune of £E6,989 average per block. Jt
is an absolute impossibility; it will never be
done;- and the agricultural industry will never
be rehabilitated on that basis. Further on
the Auditor General remarks--

Land clearing expenditure may be considered
a legitimate Loan Fund charge to the extent of the
value of the work.

Hfere I get hack to my original statement.
that everything depends on the vnlue of thle
work, It is utterly absurd to spend £C6,980,
on the average, for the original cost an re-
conditioning of blocks and expect it to ap-
proximate in any shape or form to thc
valuae of the work. in all probability the
amount represents about 300 per cent. more
than the value of the blocks. It is not right
for the present or any other Government
to say that that huge sum was expended in
the interests of the agricuilturists; of the State.
It is nothing of the sort. The expenditure
was incurred purely in the interests; of the
unemployed of the State, men who were en-
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titled -to assistance in every shape and form,
of course, but not assistance to be charged up
to the unfortunate agriculturists who would
later ie-ocenpy the blocks. The Auditor
General proceeds-

it is probable, however, that the value in these
oases is less than the amount expended. As
regards the Wooroloo Sanatorium, as mentioned
in previous reports, this institution is a public
hospital within the meaning of the Hospitals Act,
1927, and in the absence of a epecific apprropriation
the expenditure should have been met from the
f unds of the institution.

The Auditor General says the expenditure
should natbe charged tip to Development of
Agriculture. No agriculturist of this State
will beniefit one penny-piece as the result of
that expenditure. Tbe Auditor General also
COni))IUW)ts-

'These amounts represent administrative ex-
penditure in regard to clearing gangs drawn from
the; unemployed. -Similar expenditure during the
last four years totalled £2,531 s. 10d. A charge
against the Revenue Fund would be more appro-
piate for expenditure of this nature.

Just One more itemn-
Lead Clearing to Relieve Unemploymet.-

During!L period of four years ended withk the 30th
June, 1935 (when the expenditure ceased), land
clearing work was undertaken on various localities
to relieve unemployment. The expenditure was
charged to the Loan1 Fund as under:

£ a. d.
(a) Ulijugalup 23,934 10 U1
(b) Frankland River .. .. 66,189 9 2
(c) Margaret River.......15,469 11 7

£105,593 11 8

All chargedl up to Developmlent of Ag-acul-
ture, aind no agriculturist will benefit one
penny-piece as the result of that expeudi-
turel Surely a Ministry prepared to incur
expenditure to that extent ought to be honest
enough with the ag-riculturists of Western
Australia to state definitely that that ex-
penditure is not for development of agri-
culture, and not for the benefit of the people
on the land here.

The Premier: ft represents development
of agriculture.

Hon. PR D. FERGUSON: To clear 'laud
at Wooroloo9

The Premier: Yes, anti put it under pas-
ture.

Ron. P. D. FERGUSON: It is for the
beneft of the unfortunate inmates of that
institution. It will not help a single agri-
ecuiturist in Western Australia.

The Premier: It is Development of Agri-
culture.
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-Hon. P, D. FERGOUSON: Not in any shape
or form. It is for the development of the hos-
pital within the meaning of the Hospitals
Act, 1927. The Auditor General says so, and
I gin prepared to accept his decision. The

- 3fnister for Lands was loud in his
- condemnation of Country Party members
'of the Upper House because they raised no
voice in protest against the inclusion of
those sections in the Agricultural Bank
Act which it was designed to correct by
the Bill introduced by the member for
Greenough (Mr. Patrick), and which unfor-
tunately bad to be withdrawn.

Mr. Patrick:- Of course he knew it -was
a mistake.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: I do not know
that the Minister for Lands would. be quite
so0 unfair as to quote seriously anything
that he knew was a mistake. I am prepared

- to give the Minister credit for not want-
ing' to mislead the House any more than he
can help. I know he is a shrewd tactician
who is prepared to state any of his politi-
cal opponents, and to do it unmercifully.
'Whether he does it effectively or not, I do
*not know. He stated that Country Party
members in the Upper House made no pro-
test against this iniquitous provision. If
he will peruse pages 2120 and 2121 of
"Hansardll for 1934, he will see that
Messrs. Thomson, Baxter, Hfameraley and
Piesse did vigorously oppose it. With re-
gard to the proposed expenditure on trolley
buses, I desire to make one reference be-
cause of a statement made this evening that
the farmers are not concerned with that
expenditure. I say definitely that they are,
and that at every meeting dluring recent
weeks, attention has been drawn to the
matter iii order to remind Parliament and
the Government of the parlous condition
of the agriculturists. At each meeting,
spaakers have held that expenditure to be
altogether unjustified. If the Government
have £84,000 available, it would be far
better expended in the provision of susten-
ance and other necessities for agricultur-
ists who will harvest 'very little crop this
year. .That would be far better than the
provision of facilities for the people of
the n etropolitan area who already have
reasonable transport arrangements to en-
able them to get to and from business. It
is reckless extravagance on the part of the
Government to embark upon expenditure
of that description at this stage of the

State's development. We cannot afford it,
irrespective of where the money May Comns
from. There may have been a profit made
on the operations of the tramway system,
but it is absolutely wrong and iniquitous
for the Goverrnent to incur such expendi-
ture. The same applies to the reclamation
of the foreshore in the vicinity of East
Perth, Mention has been made of the fact
that an allocation of £15,000 is not much.
But the estimated cost of the work is
£100,000, which is to be spread at the rate
of £15,000 per annum. over a nuhber of
years. Who will derive any benefit from
that expenditurel' Surely it is the people
who live in the vicinity. While I believe
that in normal or good times there would
be somne justification for that expenditure,
there is none in the existing circumstances.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And then it should
be paid for out of revenue.

Hon. P. D, FERGUSON: No, the expense
should be borne by the reidents of the
locality who will derive some benefit from
the undertaking. I will always oppose ex-
penditure on such works from general
revenue, hilt more particularly- do I
oppose any expenditure of this de-
scription when the rural industries are
in such a parlous condition. Many
settlers, though not actually starving, are
haiunted by the dread of starvation before
the end of the year. For this meason alone
it is absolutely wrong for the Government
to continue expenditure on facilities for
people who are in a position to provide those
facilities for themselves. Most of those who
will benefit have reasonably comfortable
homes in the metropolitan area. I could
take in embers to some homes that would
absolutely shock any Western Australian
citizen. Mfy electorate is not poverty-stricken,
but I could show members some hovels in
wvhich the farmers are forced to live because
thiey are unable to secure the few pounds
necessary to enable them to erect homes.
During the past week-end I saw a man, his
wife and four children, all of whom were
under six years of age, and they were living
in a place that consisted of a dozen sheets of
secondhand iron, a dozen superphosphate
bags, and some hessian. The farmer and his
ftimily had lived in the house for the past
five years. The husband has fought in two
wars for the British Empire, but now he is
unable to get a penny from the Agricultural
Bank in order to erect a borne. In fairness
to the Bank I must admit that two brothers
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are partners in the property, and already
there is one small, house on the farm, but both
families cannot live in it. The brothers have
been partners alt their lives, and neither will
leave the farm. There is ample space on the
property to enable a second home to be
erected. No health inspector in the metro-
politan area would fail to condemn that
bumpy. No health inspector would allow
anyone in the metropolitan area to live
in such a hovel for five minutes, but this
particular family has been condemned to live
in it for five years. While that is going on
in the country districts, it is wrong for the
Government to spend a large sum of money
in beautifying the foreshore in and around
the city. There is no urgent necessity for
it. I shall not labouir the question any
further, except to say that the ease put up
by the T~sader of the Oppositin reprsntedl
an indictment against the 'Government to
which the two strong men of the Ministry
have been unable to provide an answer. I
symnpathise with the Premier in his pitiful
defence to the charges levelled by the Leader
of the Opposition. The Premier obviously
felt he was flogging a horse that bad no life
in it. From the time he rose until he re-
sumed his seat he evidently realised that the
charges levelled at the Government had been
proved up to the hilt. The Minister for
Lands,,the agriculturist of the Government,
the. man they depend upon -to quote figures
f rom. breakfast to tea time seven days a week
regarding what the Government have done
for the farmers, was unable to controvert the
charges made against him by -the Leader of
the Opposition.

The Minister for Employment: What
were those charges?

Hon. P. D). FERGUISON: Aso on previous
occasions, the Minister made a valiant
attempt to defend the Government, but I
have never previously known him to be so
unconvincing. I am certain that the case
made out against the Government is endorsed
by 99 per cent. of the farmers. In the
course of my travels throughout the country
districts . I have not encountered one farmer
who was prepared to put up a defence on
behalf of the Government, On the contrary,
farmers reckon that the Government have
fallen down on the job of maintaining the
one industry that has saved the country in
days gone by. and one that may he looked to
to save it in times of financial stress in
the days to come.

HON. C. G, LATELAM (York-in reply)
13,40]: There have been two speeches only
in reply to my motion. The Premier nat-
urally based his argument on the suppo-
sition that I submitted to the House re-
gardingr his failure to attend the Lon
Council meeting, and his assertion that
the State would suffer on account of that
circumstance. That is not a kindly attitude
to adopt towards the Minister for Mines.
It was only last year that the 'Minister
far Mines was sent to England on an im-
portant mission. I think it will be ad-
mitted that in that mission he did 'very
good work and, due to the information he
supplied, not less than £1,000,000 of new
capital was brought here. I suggest that
he could do as well as the Premier at the
Loan Council, The Premier has not had
a great deal of experience as Treasurer.
He was a subordinate officer until very re-
cently. Surely the knowledge of the Min-
ister for Mines would be as rent as -his.

-The Premier spoke about the Minister for
Mines not being able to speak with
authority. In these days of long-distance
telephones it would require only a few
minutes for the Minister for Mined to get
into touch with the Premier and confer
with him and get his approval or otherwise
to any suggestions he cared to submit. But
the Premier knows that the financial ar-
rangenients were mnade prior to last June.
There will be no new money; that would
not be possible. The only money that might
come this way would be loan money -relin-
quished by the other States in our favour.
Any knowledge that the Minister for Mines
lacked the Treasury officials would have.
It is they who have everything at their
finger tips, not the political hea 'd. it would
be impossible for the Minister to have all
that knowledge. Hie is not able to devote
the whole day to Treasury work. The
people who speak with authority, although
they may use the Minister as their mouth-
piece, arc the Treasury officials. The pre-
sent Treasurer would have had to r.se nis
officials, and the Minister for Mines will
do the same.

The Premier: The Treasurer directs the
Policy.

Hon. C. Q. LATHAM: If any question
of policy arises, the lon-distance tele~phone
can he' used. There is no difficulty in
speaking to- Canberra or Melbourne;, The
Postmaster General's Department 'makes

1595



1596 [ASSEMBLY.]

the line clear for any important business
such as that to which I1 am referring- The
Premier says he feels sure that had he
be'en at the Loan Council meeting he would
have been able to do more than the Min-
ister for Mines. I do not think that is
possible. I regret that it has not been pos-
sible for the Premier to go. There was no
premeditated 'idea on our part of
keeping him away. But when the Minis-
ter for Lands ebaz~gcd this party wvith kite-
flying and said we were dishonest and knew
that the Agricultural Bank Act Amendment
Bill would be ruled out of order he was-
making a statement which was not true. The
Premier said he had hoped to go to the Loan
Council meeting with the people of Western
Australia behlind himi in any request he
might Inake for financial assistance, but that
he was uniable to do so on account of the
motion of no-confidence moved in this House
because he -was. not finding mioney for the
farmers. Nothing of the sort. The motion
was moved because the Government had -not
defined any policy for the farmers. We
.have been here all night, and still not on6
member can tell its what amount of money
is likely to he available for the farmers.
The Premier also stated that I would not
have moved this motion if I had not
expected to wi. Every Leader of the Op-
position hopes to win when be moves a
motion, whether it be one of censure or any
other kind. Rut lie does -not always -win,
and I suppose in this instance I will not
bring members from the other side of the
House to vote for the motion. Thbe Premier
said there. was no precedent for the action
we have taken. There may not be any pre
cedent in this State, but there is in another
State. flees he remember that the Premier
of Victoria was displaced while he was%
overseas! It wtas not so long ago. The
Premier said there was no uirgency in regard
to this matter. There is urgency. The
Premier does not realise the strain imposed
on the people who are suffering. Rut, as I
pointed out previously, I can picture them
looking out upon a prospect of nothing but
dismay and despair. They -will have no
hope in life unless we can tell them what
we propose to~ do for them. The Premier
said our action was a despicable one. Fe
is entitled to his opinion. I do not offer
any excuse or apology. It is a Pity con-
ditions arose which forced us to do -What we
did. He pointed out that this party lacked

courtesy in. the present instance. We have
always extended courtesy to the Govern-
mient, and will continue to do so as long as
we have courtesy extended to us. On Wed-
nesday we did not have that courtesy ex-
tended -to us. It is not a question of the
Bill having been ruled out of order. The
Speaker is at liberty to do that. It was
the treatment meted out to us by the Min-
later for Landls to which I object. If he
controlled himtself I fancy this House wonld
be a mnuch more Pleasant place in which to
discuss niatters9. I have no fault to find
with the manner of his delivery to-night. He
wasa. good deal more moderate than usual.
I. do not propose to say anything about the
member for Nelson (Air. Doust ). I h ave
already said all that I propose tLo say about
that gentleman. He is not present, and I
found it necessary to r-eply to statements
made in the country about my attitude to-
wards the unemployed. The member for
FEast Perth (Air. Hughes) has replied
veryV eff ectively. The Minister for
Lands said that £C15,000 a year was a very'%
small amount. It is aL very important
amount, for it is such sums that in the ag-
gregate mean so much, The Minister also
decried the suggestion made by the member
for Irwin-Moore (lion. P. D). Ferguson)
that members should go into the country.
We on this side have always entertained the
idea that no men should stand in this H~ouse
unless he knows the country districts. Mecm-
bers ought to go out into the districts that.
we h'ave visited, and just see for themselves
the conditions obtainin. I am sure they
Mould then be a. great deal more sympa-
thetic with the farmer. The member for
Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr Lambhert) has seen
something of the conditions, and I know he
would like to be helpful in alleviating the
situation. He ought to take some of his
friends on that side of the Rouse out into
the rural districts: The Minister said that I
wasted money on the Frankland River
settlement. Let me tell him that we seat
inarried mren with their wives and families
dlown there and paid them the rate that they
hand been receiving for doing -nothing in the
metropolitan arc. At that time the unem-
lJoyedl came on to the hands of the Govern-

muent like an avalanche.

Mr. 'Withers: A number of the men work-
ing on that settlement were working on the
road before going to the settlement.
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Hon. C. 0. LATHAM: I do not believe
that, -for the men wvere carefully selected
from Fremantle, MNidland Junction and
Perth, by Mr. Moran and his colleagues.
They w"ere not taken off 'the roads. Mr.
Moran was asked to go there becauise the
Agricultural Banik would have to take over.
The Minister stated that there wa~z C1 70,000
for the farmers last year and that there was
no trace of it, not in the public aonts ur
on the Estimates. What really did happen
is that it was the interest pai.1 by those
people and re-advanced to them when the
Minister for Lands said that £C227,000 -was
released. Section 51 of the Ag-ricultural
Bank Act immtediately and automatically
takes possession of fli the income of thie
fanner. It is not to be expected that the
Bank is going to retain the whole of it.
After meeting one year's interest, surely they
hand back the remainder.

Mr. Lambert: It is used to rectify
anomalies.

Hon. C. 0. LATHAM: T am sorry wep did
not get a chance to do somethiniz in that
respect. I was surprised to hear the Trea-
surer say that the Banik was carrying nut the
policy of the Government. That was what
the old quarrel wvith the Bank was over.
namely that the Banik had no right to carry
out the policy of an :y other authority, since
it was in itself an independent authority.
Now we are getting hack to the had old cc-rs-
tern of letting the Banik carry out the policy
of the Government. We were Idined for
the old Act.

The Premier: The Bank merck b ad the
authority of the Government to administer
relief and so carry out the Government's
policy in that respect.

The Minister for Lands: Why waste so
much timie?

Hon. C. C. LATHAM: If T wasted as
much time as the hon. member did in trying
to make the House believe the unbelievable,
I would sit down.

Air. Lambert: I u-ant to know how to
help my farmers.

Eon. C. 0. LATITAMh: I do not propose
to deal with the tramway question, because
I have made out a case that has not been
answered. However, in regard to the State
steamer, I am prepared -to accept the state-
ment of the Minister that this ship was
ordered on tbe same conditions as was the
Kangaroo, namely, the insurance company
advancing the money. The Minister said he

was surp-rised that I should have stated that
I preferred black labour 'on the coastal
boats. What I definlitely said was that. I
would have black labour on the boats rather
than see our o~wn people starve. I do not
think -there is any man r'ho would not
endorse that, if the required facilities can
be given. I am prepared to accept the
stat emnet of the Minister regarding the
borrowing of £C270,000 from the insurance
companies for the purchase of a new ship.

Mr. Fox: Would you subscribe to the same
prinoiple for the rremnantle bridge-?

Hon. C. G. LsATRAM: Yes, even that
would lie worth while. The Minister for
Lands said that the present Government were
the only Government that ever introduced
legislation for the beneft of the farmers.
What an exaggerated statement thant -wasPI

The Minister for Lands:- Your intentions
were good.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I could go back
over the whole history of our legislation andi
prove that the Minister's statement -was ab-
suird. All that the Government have done
has been but a very small part of the land
policv of the State. The worst land settle-
ment measure ever introduced in this House
was the existing Agricultural Bank Act, in-
trodued' by the Minister himself. If the
Minister's name is to be commemorated in
this State, it will be for the harshness of
that legislation. Whenever the Minister has
a bad ease he introduces extraneous matter
into the debate. Tn-night. be started on th~e
member for Avon (Mr. Boyle) because that
lion, member had accepted payment for ser-
vices rendered. The hon. member with two
other men, Mfr. McCabe and Mr. Polloek,
were appointed liquidators of the Union
Wheat Pool. I can say that for that service
t(he member for Avon. received a smaller pay-
ment than that paid -to either of the others.

T he Minister for Lands: I was informed
that the hon. member received a substantial
p~aymnent, padt of which was for a trip to
the Eastern States.

Hon. C. G. LIATHAMf: So it was. But
the Minister declared that the services of the
hon. member should have been given in an
honorary capacity. -The present Minister
for Works, according to "Hansard" of
1932, page 379, asked for particulars of
repossessed farms. When we took office in
1930 there were 49.3 defaulted securities on
the bands of the Banik. When we left offie
in 1933 there were 1215, but on the 30th June
last the Agricultural Bank Commissioners
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reported that no fewer than 2,791 properties
wvere in the Bank's possession, or 1,576 more
than when the present Government took
office in 1933. There is no question of light
qarnds referred to by the Minister. Those
.Teople have been forced off their holdings
tecause of lack of Government; policy. I
:4uggest that had you been mnore' observant,
31r. Speaker, though you might have been
thlerwise engaged, the Agricultural Bank

Aet Amendment Bill would not have been
di scussed - to-night. I cannot see how we
could discuss it on a motion of this kind and,
on that account, I do not propose to reply
to the Minister's statements. All I would say
is that had the Minister read and understood
thea Bill, he would not have found in it any-
thing of which lie made mention. He evi-
.ently became so mesmerised that he really
did not know whether he was reading the
measure upside down or not. He merely ex-
pressed his own opinion and had no know-
ledge whatever of the subject. He stated that
the member for Greenough did not believe
iii the Bill.

The 'Minister for Lands: I said he was
grateful. for legal help.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: We do not belong
to people who are ungrateful. We are grate-
ful -to the legal member of our party. Re-
ferring to the 30s. a week, the Minister said
ther e re some farmers to whom we gave
10s. &. week. That remark is easily answered.
!h. the old days many a mail residing on a
small f arm went out for employment. Some
of them were waterside workers, as the mem-
hera for Bunbury is aware. We were taking
for the unemployed all the work that was
ivaiable,, and had to -give those men some
%light compensation, and so we gave them

i~.a week. The member. for Collie will
knlow' there were sonic in the bush in exactly

ppsame position. The Minister there is
adpigquite a souna po~icy, namely, that
mnshould have a little block of land

decar to his work.
The Minister, for Lands But you said

we had no policy.

Hon. C. Ci. IATHAM: I am referring to
the.Qld days. The old policy handed down
to,' the present Government has been adop-
ted, bat there is no new policy and no
policy to meet the crisis that 'has arisen
this year. The relationship existing he-
twveen the Associated Bank .clients and the
clients of the Agricultural Bank is totally
different. There would be no complaint
from this side of the House if Agricultural

Bank clients could go to the Commissioners
at the beginning of the year and make ar-
rangemnents for finance for the year, just
as clients arrange with the Associated
Banks. I have had experience of both. I
can go to my bank after my proceeds are
in and I am asked what I want for the
year. I do not say that the banks give a
client all he asks for, but clients of the
Associated Banks know their position
exactly. They know what money is avail-
able for food supplies, and there is no
necessity for them to sell goods over which
a lien is held.

The Minister for Lands: Did not you
say that the Associated Banks have the
best clients?

Hon. C. Gi. LATFITAAI: I said they pickedl
up the best clients as they progressed. The
policy of the Minister for Lands, when he
was previously in office, was to force clients
out of the Agricultural Bank on to the
Associated Banks as soon as they got a
credit.

The Minister for Lands: How could I
force themT

Hon. 0. G. LATHATM: The Minister told
them to get their clearance and get out.

The Minister for Lands: That is non-
sense.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not know
whether the Minister is a farmer or not,
but probably he was one of those forced
off the Agricultural Rank because of the
prosperity he was enjoying. If I had my
choice, I would prefer to be a client of one
of the Associated Banks, despite the fact
that we slpeak harshly of them at times,
rather than work under the conditions im-
posed by the Agricultural Bank. On occa-
sions like this, we are likely to say un-
kind things, but from both sides of the
House moderation has been in evidence.
I appreciate the moderation displayed for
on1ce by the Minister for Lands. There arc
times wflien he cani discuss matters which
might be unpalatable to him in a tone that at
least is not object ion able. I trust that
the motion will be carried.

The Minister for Employment: If it is,
it will be a bigger turn-up than the Mel-
bourne Cup winner.

Hon. C. G. LATHA?&: The Minister has
just woke uip, and imag-ine he is hearing
the result of the Melbourne Cup which
was run more than 12 hours ago. It is my
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painful dutty to subm-it the mlotion standing
in my name.

Question put and a division taken with
tile following result:

Ayes
Noes

22
24

Majority against

ArTs.
Mr. Boyle Mr
Mr. Brockman Mr
Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr
Mr. Ferguson Mr
Di r. Hill j Mr
Mr. Hughes IMr
Mr. Keenan Mr.
Mr. Latham Mr
Mr. Mann Mr
Mr. MeLarty Mr
Mr. North Mr

Mr. Collier
Mr. Covarley
Mr. Croon
Mr. Fox
Mr. Hawks
Mir. Hegney
Miss Neiman
Mr. Jlohnson
Mr. Lamnbert
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Millington
Mr. Needham

Are.
Mr, McDonald

Noxg.

*2

*Patrick
*Sampson
*Seward
*Shearn
J. te. Smith
Stubbs

* Thorn
*Warner

Watts
Welsh
Doar

(TFr,).

11r. Nulsen
Mr. Raphael
M r. Rodoreda.
M r. Slecmoan
M r. F. C. L. Smilth
Mr. Styants
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. TnnY
Mr. Wifleock
Mr. Wise
Mr. Witherp
Mr. Wilgon

PaXIL
, No.

IMr, Mutai.

Question thuls negatived.

BILL.-REGIPROCAL ENFORCEMtNT
OF MAINTENANCE ORDERS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 4.12 a.mn. (Wednesday).

leoislative IfteemblV.
Wednesday, 4th Noember, 1936.
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Leave of absence................... 1569D
Bills: Mines Regulatlon Act Amendment, 1R . 1690

Financial Emergency Tax (No. 2), is....169
Financial Emeenoy Tax Asamint Act Amend-

ment, J3........ ............ 150
Stats Transport Co-ordlinatIon Act Ameidaect

(No. 2), 2R... 160D
Purchasers' Protection Act Amendment 2z.,
Distres or Vt Abolton,, St. ." . so
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Commission........... ...... 1801

Returns: Steel and iran Imprts...........1o
Agricultural Bank, ahandoned farm..........100

The SPEAK ER took the Chair at 4.30
i..,and ired piayers.

QUESTION-BUTTER DUMPING.

Air. McLA.RTY asked the M1inister for
Agriculture: 1, Has his attention been
drawn to it paragraph in the "West Aus-
tralian" of the 29th October stating that.
butter is to be exported to Western Aits-
tralin fromi Victomia at a price of 13sa. a
ewvt.. which is Ss. per cwt. below the price
operating at present in this State? 2, Can
tllny steps he taken to protect the local
ma~rket on behalf of our butter-fat producers
agains ,t the dumping of cheap butter into
this State!

Tite MINISTER FOR AGRICTLPTRU.
replied: 1 Yes. 2, 'The Dairy Products
Marketing Board has the matter in band, and
is taking steps thatt will, it is believed, pro-
vewit ie, dumping of cheap hutter in this
State

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by MVr.
absence for two weeks
McDonald (West Perth)
ill-health.

North, leave of
ranted to Mr.

on the .ground of

BILLS (3)-FIRST READING.

1, M1ines Regulation Act Amendment.
Introduced, by the Minister for Lands,

for the Minister for Mines.
2, Financial Emergency Tax (No. 2).
.3, Financial Emergency Tax'Assessmeat

Act Amendment
Introduced by the Premier.
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