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

QUESTION—GOVERNMEXNT OFFICES
1IN PRIVATE BUILDINGS, RENTS,

Mr. SIMONS asked the Premier: 1, What
amount has been paid by the State in rent
to private owners for buildings occupied by
Government departments in the metropolitan
area for each year from 1915 to 19207 2,
What are the names of owners and the
amounts paid to eachf

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, Particu-
lars are given on return tabled to-day.

QUESTION—HOSPITAL FOR THE IN-
SANE, ROYAL COMMISSION:

Mr. RICHARDSON (for Mrs. Cowan)
asked the Colonial Seeretary: 1, In view of
the fact that therc are 363 women and child-

ren in the Claremont Hospital for the In-.

sane, has it heen definitely decided that no
woman is to be included in the personnel of
tho Royal Commission of inquiry? 2, If so,
why?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY replied:
1, The Commission has been appointed, and
the Government see nc reason to alter or
add to the personnel. 2, Answered by No. 1.

MOTION—GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Northam) [4.35]: I move—

That on Wednesday, 5th Oectober, and
each alternate Wednesday thereafter, Gov-
ernment bosiness shall take precedence of
all Motiong and QOrders of the Day, in ad-
dition to the days already provided.

I am anxions to get some business passed on
to the Legislative Couneil.  There is very
little private members’ buginess on  the
Notice Paper. There is, however, one motion
that ought to be discussed without dclay, and
that is the motion of the Leader of the Op-
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position dealing with the price of wheat for
local consumption. I propose, with the con-
currence of the House, that this shall be con-
sidered after the Wheat Marketing Bill has
been dealt with this evening.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (5)—THIRD READING.
1, Criminal Code Amendment.
2, Northam Munieipal Tce Works.

3. Permanent Reserve (Point Walter).
Transmitted to the Couneil.

4, Official Trustee.
3, Fremantle Lands,
Passged.

BILL—GOLD BUYERS,
Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Scaddan—Albany) [4.47] in moving the
second reading caid: The Bill T am sabmit-
ting this aftermoon is ome to amend the
Mining Aet, which was amended last session
to provide amongst other things for different
conditions to apply to the letting of tributes
on mining leases. It will be rememhbered that
since that Bill beeame law the leaseholders
almost throughout the State deelined to let
tributes on their mining leases en the ground
of their objection to the conditions get out in
the new legislation. We reached such a dead-
lock that the Government considered it desir-
able that a Commission should be appointed
to take evidenee from all sections inferested,
and we also asked the Commission to keep
in mind the fact that there was a third party,
the Crown, equally interested with the others
as the landlord holding the land, The Com-
mission has made its report. T venture to say
that while it may  not meet with the ap-
proval of the whole of the members of this
Chaniber, it will at least be regarded as 2
compromise which may fairly be accepted
so that tributing may be established on onr
mining leases. I do not want to retraet in
any way from the attitude T adopted last sos-
sion. T helieve even now, if it were possible
to insist, a3 of eonrse Parliament could if it
desired, that the eonditions set forth in the
amending Act had to be vomplied with, it
wonld he to the general bhenefit of the State.
T do not venture to say that it would be
henefieial to the leaseholer in everv instance.
After all, the leaseholder is only one party to
what may bhe called an agreement. A tribute
agreement is made wnder the Aet and per-
mits the leascholder to operate on Crown
lands to the c¢xclusion of all other persons,
subject to the leaseholder complying with cer-
tain conditions which are laid down by the



.

Aect or by regulations. The prineipal in eon-
nection with that agreement under the Aet is
the Crown, the State. The purposes in view
is te provide cither by legislation or by ve-
gulation a mcthod under which the land
can be snccessfully worked in the interests
not alene of the leaseholder, but of the State
as well. I want to repeat now what I said
last session, that a great number of the coun-
ditions imposed, or sought to be imposed, by
the leaseholder have the effeet of preventing
the working of land which would otherwise
be worked by tributers. I suppose it would
be as well for me to tell the Chamber that
the Government have at their disposal means
by which, if they felt so inelined, they could
compel the acceptance of the conditions ean-
acted last session. Personally, 1 do not think
such a step desirable at this stage, since we
have had a Royal Commission inquiring into
the matter, and sinee all parties, having been
heard by the Commission, are agreed, so far
a8 I ean judge, to aceept the compromise
suggested by tbe Commission. Thercfore, at
this stage, I consider.it undesirable to adopt
the strong method of calling upon the oceu-
paunts of the Crown lands in question to comn-
ply with the conditions of the Aet of last
session. The first, and probably the prin-
cipal, objeetion raised by the leascholder is
to the provision in last session’s Act, that
if a tribute ig let under the block system, by
metes and bounds, the term shall be not less
than six months, and shall be continued from
time to time until the tribute block has been
exhausted. T pointed cnt at the time that by
thia provision we were calling upon the lease-
holder to place the sub-lessee, the tributer, in
exactly the same position as that in which
the Crown establishes the leaseholder. The
Crown gives the leascholder a defined area,
known as a wmining lease, marked out by
metes and bounds, for a period of 21 years,
with a right of renewal for further periods.
As everyone knows, the leaseholder can ob-
tain a renewal from time to time until he

has worked out the whole of the
ground, What we asked of fhe lease-
kolder by last session’s Aet was that

he should portion out a part of the ares
that has been granted to him praefically with.
ont any time limit stated—at all events, not
less than 21 vearzs—and that until aweh time
as the particular part portioned out—after nll,
a very small part indeed of the area of the
lease—has been worked out by the tributer,
the tributer shali be allowed to continue in
possession. To this provision the leascholler
objeets for a namber of reasons. The reason
"partieniarly advanced against the provision is
that if a company desire to dispose of their
assets to another company, they eannot do =o
immediately if they have let a tribute agree-
ment under last session’s Act. The Royal
Commission, having reviewed the evidence,
submit what I eonsider is a fair compromise,
oné which might well be aceeptable to the
tributer. Tt is contained in Clause 4, which
proposes the repeal of SBection 26 of last
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session’s Act and the substitution therefor of
the following:—
No tribute agreewent shall be made for a
lesser period than six months, but by mutnal
consent such agreement may he entered into
for a longer period, always provided that
such agreement is to continne for the period
stated in the agreement, and thereafter sub-
jeet to six months' notice on either side to
determine the same, unless such apreement
shall become liable to caneellation wunder
Section 33.
The proposed section means that the parties
may by mutual agreement make a tribute
agreement for, say, three years, but that, they
having mutually agreed for such a period, the
tribute shall operate for sueh period, and
that no tribute shall operate for less than six
months, and that the tribute shall, at the ex-
piration of the term, continue for a further
period of six months until onc party gives
notice of termination, which notiee must be a
period of six months. Actuvally, T infer, the
period of a tribute could not be less than
seven months under that proposed section. 1f a
tributing party were operating for, say, four
or five months without having obtained auny-
thing like a fair return for their labour, and
then struck something rich, the company
wonld not be able to displace them for a
period of six months.

Mr, Munsie: The propesed scetion really
provides for a 12 months term.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T do not

think go. I should regard it as wrong to mis-
lead the tributer. That is not what the Bill
sayd.

Mr. Munsie: Anyhow, that is the intention
of the Rayal Commission,

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: !t is not
the intention of the Royal Commission ns ex-
pressed in the clause prepared on the basis of
their report.

Mr. Muonsie: It is the intention, though.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T cannot
help the inteantion of the Commission. I have
not altered a word or a comma in the Com-
migsion’s report. What the Bill proposes re-
presents the Commission’s report. I pgave
mstructions that the Commission’s recommen-
dations, as expressed in their report, should he
submitted to Parliament in a Bill. My read-
ing of the proposed seetion is that one month,
or one week, after the commencement of n
tribute, the company may give six wmonths’
notice of the termination of the tribute. T
may be wrong, of course; and if the hon.
member can give e an assurance that the
intention of the Commission was otherwise— —

My, Mimsie: The intention of the Commis-
sion was the 12-months term, Otherwise, why
did they insert the words ‘“and thercafter
subject to six months’ notice on cither side™’?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T am ox-
tremely doubtful whether the proposed section
would stand the test of being imterpreted as
providing for a 12-months term.

Mr. Munsie: The warden says so. . The
section represents his wowris. His intention is
that the term should be 12 months,
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I will make
quite certain on the point by obtaining the
opinion of the Crown Law Department as to
whether the section, as drafted, bears that
construction,

Mr. Munsie: I wish you would.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: My own
beliet is that six months’ notice can be given
at any time during the eurrency of the tribute
. agreement.

Mr. Munsie: There are three words to
comg out of that proposed section—three
words which the Commission never intended to
have in it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Let me
repeat that the Bill, according to my under-
standing, embodies the recommendations of
the Comnmission without any alteration what-
ever,  Another important point for the Royal
Commission’s consideration was the question
as to what tribute should be paid, as to wkhat
deductions should be made before ftribute
shonld be paid. Section 27 of last session’s
amendment Act provides:—

That no tribute shall be payable unless
the tributers engaged in the actunal working
of the ground have earned per man per week
a sum equal to the ruling rate of wages us
preseribed for the time being by any current
industrial agreement or award in foree in
the district, after paying the costs, charges,
and expenses of mining, treatment, and
realisation. For the purpose of this sub-
section, in ealeulating the sum any tributer
may have earned in any week, any wages or
emoluments he may have received outside
the working of the tribute shall be included
in the aforesaid sum. In calculating such
expenses, wages to cmployees shall be at
the ruling rate in the district for the hours
of labour actually spent in working the
tribute.

To this provision the leaseholder objects that
it is not right to put tributers in a position
where, by laying their heads together, they
may avoid paying any tribute whatever,
simply taking out enough to pay ruling
wages. The Royal Commission propose to
substitute, for that provision, the follow-
ing:—

~ That no tribute shall be payable unless

those tributers engaged in the actual work-

ing of the ground have earned at the rate
of £3 10s. per man per week for the period
worked by them respectively after paying
the cost and expenses of mining, treatment,
and realisation, and such expensea shall be
exclusive of their own wages. In caleu-
lating such deduections, the wages to cm-
ployees shall be at the ruling rate in the
distriet for the hours of labour aetwally
spent in working the tribute area.
The alteration is slight, but practically it
provides that tributers shall pay royalty after
they have earned £3 10s. per week per man.
Another provision of last session’s Act ob-
jected to by the leaseholder is Bection 28,
which reads:— -

{1) Any party to. a tribute agreement

made after the commencement of this Act
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may, by plaint and summons in the war-
den’s court, claim that the conditions of
working under such agreement may be re-
viewed by the warden.
The Contmission submit that that section
should be deleted, which would mean no ap-
peal whatever, either to the warden or to
anybody else, once the parties have come to
an ayreement, [ submitted last session that
it was quite contrary to our unsual methods to
allow one party to apply to have an agree-
ment reviewed immediately after mnking it,
The two parties having come te an agree-
ment, they should both abide by it. The
Commissien point out, moreover, that in the
event of any breach of the agreement the
aggrieved party can appeal to the courts
under ‘our mining laws—which represent a
fair safeguard. There is also the other safe-
guard, that a tribute shall not be let unless
the warden approves of the conditions. The
Royal Conmmission considered that an agree-
ment mutnally arrived at between two parties
should not be aubject to appeal before a
warden's court or any other court, The
Royal Commission further propose an amend-
ment of Seetion 31 of last session’s Aet,
which scetion reads—

‘Where any dispute as to the ground held
under tribute, or as to the product from
such ground, occurs between the lefsee of
any mine and a tribeter, such dispute shall
be determined by the warden on the com-
plaint of either party, and the decision of
the warden shall be final and conclusive,
and without appeal,

The Commission propese the deletion of the
words ‘‘and the decision of the warden shall
be final and conclusive, and without appeal,’’
and the gsubstitution therefor of the words
‘funder the provisions of Part X. of the prin-
cipal Act.”” That is to say, the Commission
suggest that there shall be an appeal to the
warden, and an appeal from the warden to
the gourts, I have now explained the principal
amendments propesed by the Bill, exeept that
the measure provides that sleeping partners
in a tribute shall be registered. This matter
is dealt with in Clauge 2, as follows:—
Every person from time to time benefici-
ally interested in a tribute agreement, and
who is not a party to it, shall within 28
days of beeoming so interested register in
the office of the warden a memorandum in
writing containing particulars of the date,
the parties to; and the number of the tri-
bute agreement, and of the interest therein
of the person registering the memorandum. .

For failure to register, the clanse provides the
following penalty, which is pretty severe:—

Any moneys paid as a share or part of a
gshare of, or commisgion on the profita of
8 party to a tribute agreement to any per-
son Who has not complied with the require-
ments of the section, may _ be recovered
back from him by the person who may have
paid the same.
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By that, of course, it is mcant that should
any person fail to register and should any
other party interested in a tribute make pay-
ment to him, the latter may recover his pay-
ment beeavse of the failure to register.
There is also an alteration to Section 25 of
the Act which is to be amended by omitting
the words ‘‘of not less than the preseribed
dimensions. '’ Feetion 23 deals with what is
known as the klock system. That is practic-
ally the whole of the major amendments pro-

posed.  Members who are interested in the
gubject will lhave read the Commission’s
report.  There is an addendum to it by th:

memher for Hanuans (Mr. Munsie). In that
addendum the hon. member makes certain
moposals. I have net included any of ther:
in the amending Bill for the reason that [
consider I must aceept the report of the
majority of the Commission. In point of
fact, the member for Hamnans did not dis-
agree with the findings of the Commission
except that he indiecated that his agreement
was subject to certain conditions. Perzon-

ally, I have no objection to the conditions he.

set ont, but, in the ecireumstances, I think
members will agree with me that I had to
submit the Rill as recommended by the
majority of the Commission. If hon, mem-
bers desire, they may further amend it in
the dircetions indicated by the member for
Hannans.

Mr. Munsic: What about the remaining
gections of the Act? Do they remain as they
are?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is so;
they remain as they are. I do not propose to
make any amenilments except those proposed
by the Royal Commission. T could detain
the House for some time relating aome of
the difficulties that have arisen both prior
to, and subsequent to the passing of the
Act. The action of the mine owners was
quite contrary to what is the recognised
prineiple in any British self governing com-
munity. That prineiple is that if persons

disagree with the law they are entitled to.

raige their protests,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Directly.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
care how they raise their protests. I have
always held that any section of the com-
munity having a grievance, is entitled to
make it known. That is the way in which
matters can be rectified. I objeet, on the
other hand, to any person, or set of persons,
taking the law into their own hands,
whether it be the humhle wage earnmer or a
“‘mnan in other walks of life. TUnquestion-
ahly the mine owners introdueed a practice
which may prove to be a boomerang; it may
come back on them. I regret exceedingly
that the mine owners adopted that attitude.
I approached the tributers as well as the
Chamber of Mines before I introduced the
Bill last session. I embodied in the Bill as
far as possible, what I considered was a
fair compromise between the views of the
two sections. The Bill I submitted on that
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occasion was not entirely aceeptable to the
tributers, nor was it entirely acceptable to
the mine owners, When it is remembered
tbat the purpose of the measure was to
overcome very serious difficulties affecting
the mining industry, hon. members will
realise that the existing circumstances made
it necessary to introducc some things that
would not be required under more normal
conditions. It has happened that ground
has been broken up whieh contained gold
up to 14 dwts,, but it had to be left in the
mines because the owners imposed condi-
tions on the tributers, making it impossible
for the latter to raise the ore for treatment.
That ore was thus left in the ground, and
in some ecases it must be left there for all
time, thus debarring the State frem receiv-
ing the benefit of the wealth contained in
that ore. This ia an aspect of importance
to the State. I maintain that, notwith-
standing that the Royal Commission pre-
sented the report I have referred to, they
did not keep in mind that there is a third
party interested in the letting of tributes,
a party more interested than the others
concerned. That third party is the State
itself. The State is interested in the econ-
ditions imposed as between the mine owner
and the tributer, when those conditions
affeet the interests of the State directly,
and that is why I say there shonld be an
appeal to the warden. My personal opinion
is that if the State is dissatisfied with con-
ditions under whieh a leaseholder is operat-
ing a mine, owing to the conditions he lays
down in his sub-lease, we should be in a
position to compel the leaseholder to reetify
the position. If it is detrimental to the
State, we should have that power. It is
unquestionably detrimental to the interests
of the community as a whole that a person
having the exelusive right to recover gold
from a bloek of ground, should impose con-
ditions that make it impossible for the sub-
lessee to recover the gold, having the effect
of keeping the gold in the ground for all
time. There is the case of the Great Fingal
Coy. which operated on the Murchison.
Owing to the methods adopted by that com-
pauy, theusands of tons of ore, and valuable
ore too, remain in the ground. It will never
be recovered. That result was achieved by
the company introducing methods which
represented a profitable process over a
limited period.

Mr. Mann: It was profitable for the time
being.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yet, the
State, ag an interested party in securing
the recovery of gold for the benefit of the
community as a whole, had to permit that
practice to continue, knowing full well that
the day of reckoning would come. That
day has come, for the ore must remain in
the mine although broken; it cannot be
recovered. In these circumstances, the
State, being the landlord, is entitled to
make provision enabling us to prevent the
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continnance of operations whieh are detri-
mental from the point of view of the State
itself. The Royal Commission de not
appear to have taken that aspect into
accoont very seriously. I presume there-
fore it is of little use pursning the poliey
mueh further along those lines. Some day
the State will recognise the effects of the
policy I have referred to. They will realise
that if mine owners cease operating along
certain recogniged lines because of moment.
ary advantages, due to existing conditions,
it will result in great loss to the State
becanse ore will be left in the ground which
will never be recovered in the years to
come, I asked the Royal Comumission to
deal with companies in liquidation. That
certainly has no bearing on the Bill as
presented, and no recommendation is made
by the Commission regarding that aspect.
It does not deal with tributers alone. That
subject was introduced because of the case
of the Perseverance mine at Kalgoorlie.
That c¢ompany is in liguidation, but at the
same time it has had a greater number of
tributers working in the mine and it has been
producing more gold than any other mine.

Mr. Munsie: The tributers have produced
more gold from that mine than all the other
tributers in Western Australia put together.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In addi-
tion, the operations of the mine under the
tributing system have paid handsomely. I
alao had in mind the fact that there are
other mines in the State which have been
in liguidation for years, mines which, like
the words of the song ‘‘Kathleen Mavour-
neen,’’ ‘‘may be for years and may be for
ever.”! This is not in the interests of the
State. We have a cumbersome legal pro-
cess to comply with, before we conld impose
conditions which would be considered satis-
factory in the interests of the State. As
the Commission merely recommend that the
department should apply the law to suek
cages and make application to the warden
to impose conditions to meet the eircum-
stances, I do not proposs to take any steps
by way of legislation.

- My, Munsie: Do you not think it neces-
gary to amend the Companies Act?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I think
the sections of that Act operate to-day.

Mr, Munsie: I think they de not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Tf the
hon. memher looks up the Companies Act he
will find that what the Commission recom-
mend ean be put into operation.

Mr. Munsie: Oh no.

The MINISTER FOR MINLEN: At any
rate that is the advice I have reecived from
a quarter where one wounld expect it should
be possible to get such advice. TFurther than
that, when the attention of the Chairman of
the Commiagion was drawn to this aspect, he
admitted there was no necessity for it.

Mr, Muonzie: Since the report was fur-
nished ?

The MINISTER OR MINES: TYes.
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Mr. Munsie: We had the advice of the
warden who has had experience in these
things for years, and he said that it was
necessary to amend the Companies Act. That
was also said by an officer of your depart-
ent,

The MINISTER FOR MINES:

Mr, Munsie: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The per-
manent head of my department says that he
gave evidence to concentrate the attention of
the Commission on the difficulties we have to
contend Wwith, partieularly with companies in
liquidation. He algo tried by questions put
to witnesses who appeared before the Com-
mission, to show that the conditions te-day
are unsatisfactory. He assures me that the
alteration proposed by the Commission is not
required, beeause the power is already there.
It is not a fair proposition to suggest that
the Department of Mines should be turned
into a kind of deteetive forece, going round
the country saying to individuals: ‘‘You are
not operating your lease as we think yom
should, and we will make you show cause.’’
This is a matter which should be considered
by the mining community who should be able
to say whether or not a mine is being pro-
perly worked, and the conditions complied
with,

Mr. Chesson: That is propesed when it is
under the jurisdiction of the Warden of the
district.

The MINISTER TFOR MINES: The mem-
ber for Murchison (Mr. Marshall) knows
that what I am saying is correct.

Mr. Marshall: Orly too well.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Take the
case of a mine at Mulline. For years at-
tempts have been made to get a certzxin
lease worked or forfeited. They cannot go
hefore the warden unless they go through
the SBupreme Court first. As a maiter of fact
they did go to the Supreme Court and moved
that body for the purpose of compelling cer-
tain action to be taken. What was the re-
sultY They lost the case and had to pay
costs. The prospectors at Mulline will not
continue adopting such a course, and they
ask what the department intend doing, for
the purpose of getting an application zre-
garding this lease before the warden. Be-
fore T can do anything in that matter T have
to cavse o speeial inquiry to be made after
first giving notice to the leaseholder, If 1
find, on reeceiving the report as a result of
the inquiry, that the leaseholder is not com-
plying with the requirements of the law, the
department then will take action, The de-
partment should not be placed in that po-
gition. It should be open to any person in
Mulline to go to the warden and applv to
get the lease cancelled if the covenants are
not complied with.

Mr. Munsie: T say so too, |

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
not suggesting that course.

Mr. Munsic: T say we are.

No.

You are
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: Let us sce.
Question No. 5 that I put to the Commis-
sion was as fellows:—

Do the winding-up provisions of the
Companies Act, 1393, and particularly
Section 114, unduly affect the right con-
ferred on miners by Section 99 of the Min-
ing Aect, 1904, to apply for forfeiture for
breach of Iahour conditions; or do such
provisions unduly facilitate the evasion of
labour conditiona of the leases of com-
pantes in liquidation, and if so, what
remedy is suggested?

T do not think that the matter could have
been put more elearly to the Commission. This
is their reply:—

Yes. If present conditions as to tenure
of leases are to remain, there appears no
reason why mining companies in liquidation
should receive special treatment, and your
Commission recommends that the winding-
up provisions of the Companies Act, 1893,
particularly Section 114, be amended in
sneh manner as to make it eompulsory for
the liquidator off any company owning
mining leases to apply to the Warden for
exemption in all cases where such company
is for some gufficient reason unable to com-
ply with the labour covenants required by
the Mining Aect, 1904, and the amendments
thereunder, or any other cause deemed
just and reasonable by the Warden, for ex-
cmption for such period or periods as will
enable such company to complete the wind-
ing-up, disposnl of its assets, ete., re-work-
ing, or re-construetion, )

He has to go to the warden to get exemption.

Mr., Munrie: Can a man apply for the for-
feiture of the lease?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, that is
what I waat. T thought the Commission
would have recommended an amendment of
the Act to provide that a company in lquida-
tion should be subjeet to the eovenants unless
they secured exemption, the same as any
other leascholder, and that any person might
be able to apply to the warden for the for-
feiture of the lease. But the Commission did
not recommend that in the cvent of the lease-
helder failint to get exemption any person
shall bhe entitled to apply for forfeiture of
the lease.

Mr, Marshall: But why cannot any person
so apply?

The MINISTER TOR MINES: Because it
is necessary to go to the Supreme Court.

Mr. Munsie: We have advised that the Aet
be sBo amended.

Mr. Marshall: There is no provision in the
Companies Act covering that point,

Mr. SPEAKER: All this can be better
disenssed in Committee.

The MIRISTER FOR MINES: I am not
denying that it is possible to so amend the
Companies Act, hut T point out that the Com-
mission did not recommend that. They re-
commended an amendment of the Companics
Aect to provide that a liquidator shall go be-
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fore the warden for exemption. He has to
do that to-day. I want to see it earried fur-
ther and provided that if he fails to comply
with the conditions, or if he cannot get ex-
emption from the warden, his lease shall be
subject to forfeiture on the application of
any person to the warden. To-day it is
necessary to go to the Supreme Court for
that.

Mr. Munsie: We degire to see that amended.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The Com-
mission did not say so.

My, Munsie: The warden distinctly said
that was the intention, and I understood it to

be se.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There ia
not the slightest evidence that such a point
was considered by the Commission. Tt is a
question, not of the liquidator going before
the warden, but of any person going before
the warden with an application for forfeiture,
The proper process is to, provide that auny
person may apply to the warden for for-
feiture,

Mr, Marshall: You believe in sueh a pro-
vision{

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Certainly.

Mr, Marshall: T am having a Bill drafted
to give effect to it. I hope I shall have your
support.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I canunot
make any promise until I see the Rill. If
it is in the direction I have outlined, ecer-
tainly I will support it. Let me not be mis-
understood. I say that if a company goes
into liquidation, the liguidator should apply
for exemption to the warden in open court. '

e will state hiz prounds and get his exemp-
tion. If he wants an extension of the ex-
emption he must again apply to the warden,
whereupon the warden may impose ecertain
conditions. If the liquidator fail to comply
with the decision of the warden's court, he
should be in precizely the zame position as
every other leaseholder in the State.

Mr, Munsie: That is the opinion of the
Commisgion, also.

The MINISTER FOE MINES: The Com-
mission did not say so.

Mr. Munsie: I think they did.

Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow thig to be
argucd on the secord reading.

The MINISTER FFOR MINES: T do not
know at what other stage T can argue it. It
is essential among the points submitted to the
Commission for consideration. The Perge-
verance mine is supposed to be in process of
winding up, yet the tributers arc still operat-
ing it, and on conditions which may or may
not be satisfactory to the State, the third
party. I should like to have the point cleared
up- However, I will not now prolong the dis-
cussion heyond saying that the Bill embodies
the "recommendations of the Roayal Commis-
gion, whiech heard evidence from all quarters
—although T am not eertain that the evidence
was a8 strong as I had expected it to be,

Mr. Munsie: Nor am I.
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Tbe” MINISTER FOR MIXES: Some of
the witnesses were mot quite so emphatie in
their statements as I had expected them to
be.

Lfr..Wil]eock: They were afraid of being
vietimised, of being denied further tributes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I know the
men at Kalgoorlie, and T am not sure that
they would worry much about the possibility
of being victimised. A number of these who
ecould have given evidenee were mot at all
likely to be affected. The fact remains that
the Commission had a good deal of evidence,
taken on oath. It was a fairly repreventative
Commission and in the circumstances I have
no hesitation in submitting their recommen-
dations in the.form of the Bill. I hope to
bring about a compromise which will allow
tributing to continwe. On the reeemmen-
dation of the Commission I have piven my
word that existing tributes may continue to
the end of the year, After that date I hope
tributes will be made as freely as in the past
and will be found to work more smoothly than
ever before. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On meotion by Mr, Munsie, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—WHEAT MARKETING.

In Committee.

Resumed from 20th September; Mr. Stubbs
in the Chair, the Minister for Agriculture in,
charge of the Bill

Clanse 13—Price of wheat for local eon-
sumption :

The CHAIRMAN: The Leader of the Op-
position has moved an amendment that the
words ‘‘shall be based’’ in the fourth line
be struck out, and ‘‘subject as hereinafter
shall be fixed’’ inserted in lieu.

, Hon. P. COLLIER: On further consid-
eration I have decided not to press the
amendment, for T have come te sce that it is
ag well to have a little elasticity in the fixing
of the price.

Amendment by leave withdrown.

Hon, .. COLLIER: I should like an ex-
planation of the words in line 5 ‘*but with
due regard to the price to be charged by
millers for the products of wheat.’”’ T am
unable to nnderstand what is sought to be
accomplished by the inclusion of those words.
It seems to mie the aim is to give the Minis.
ter power to so fix the price of wheat as to
control the price charged by the millers -for
the products of wheat. If so, all the power
necessary in provided in Subelause 2, which
preseribed that the Governor may fix the
maximmn price for bread and the products
of wheat. That being so, the words !‘with
due regard to the prices to be charged by
millers for the prodnets of wheat’’ are en-
tirely superfluons.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Those words are consequential rather than
superflucus. If the variations in the aver-
age price at the monthly sales cannot reason-
ably be passed on to the consumers of bread,
the variations will be made to apply to bran
and pollard rather than to flonr., I cannot
agree to the elimination of the words re-
ferred to.

Hon. P. COLLTIER: Apparently it is one
of those cases in which the phrase objected
to will do no harm. Certainly those words
will not confer any greater power omn the
Minister or the board, for the necessary
power is provided in Subeclause 2. However,
I move an amendment—

That after ‘‘wheat’ in line 6, “‘pro-
vided that such price shall not cxceed T7s.
per bughel’’ be inserted,

My, Mann: Or Jess than 5s.2

Hon. P. COLLIER: No, I have no wish
to set any such limit to the downward varia-
tion. My. amendment will mean that thé
price fixed every month shall! be based on the
equivalent of London parity provided that in
no case shall the price of wheat for local
consumption exceed 7s. per bushel. This is
a fair compromise. We have heard that there
i3 no likelihood of the London parity falling
below 6s.

Mr, Sampson: What about the farmer re-
ceiving a fair living wage?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member
does not expect me to sit here like a dummy
while the farmer has the advantage both
ways. For the past twelve months I have
made the offer of a fair wage to the farmer
on behalf of the party I represent, but it has
been rejected.

Mr. Latham:
to do so.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Members on the Gov-
ernment side declined to aceept a fair re-
turn, but determined to take «all they ecould
get, which was more than a fair return to
the farmer and was alse greafer than the
equivalent of London parity by 2s, a bushel.
After the consumers have submitted to this
for 12 months, farmers now want the ad-
vantage both ways. )

Mr. Mann: Your first idea was a sound
one,

Hon, P. COLLIER: Does the hon. mem-
ber think that the local equivalent will fall
below 53, this year?

Mr. Mann: No, but there should be that
precantion.

Mr. C. C. Maley: Would you guarantee
7s. o bushel for the next 12 months?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Not at this stage.
T offered to gnarantee a fair thing and I
eongilered 78, a fair thing 12 months ago,
but those who were representing the farmers
refused to accept my offer.

Mr. Mann: There are different conditions
prevailing now.

Hon. P. COLLIER: My amendment will
not take from the farmer anything which

But you had not the power
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is already provided for in the Bill. The Bill
provides for the loeal equivalent of London
parity.

Mr, Pickering:
does not exceed T7s.

Mr, C. C. Maley: You secem to forget that
the farmer has to provide that wheat.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Government con-
sider that the equivalent of London parity is
a fair thing no matter whether it is 3s. a
hughel. I say we should adopt that equiva-
lent with a maximom of 7s. Everyone knows
that to-day wheat is below 7s, and the
chances are a hundred to one against it ex-
eceding 7s. during the next 12 months,

Mr. Latham: Then why insert the amend-
ment ¢

Hon. P. COLLIER: Merely as a safe-
guard, The hon. member has not the slightest
cxpeetation that the local equivalent for Lion-
don parity will exceed 7s.

Mr. Latham: I know it will not.

Hon. P, COLLIER: Thercfore my amend-
ment takes nothing from the farmer.

Mr., Mann: But there is generally some
method behind anything yon do.

Mr, Munsie: Tt is to prevent the wheat
hoard from going mad and fixing more than
a fair price.

Hon. P. COLLIER:
guard.

Mr, Latham: We will be satisfied with 7s.

Hon. P. COLLTER: 1 do not want to
leave eonsumers absolutely at the merey of a
board, the composition. of which I know
nothing at present. Neither do I wish to
leave them at the mercy of any irresponsible
Minister who may suecceed the present Min-
ister, and who might b: so entirely uncon-
cerned about London parity as to take ad-
vantage of the flexibility of the clause.

Mr. Latham: Why not fix it at 7s.?

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1 thought there was
some limit to the extortions which the
farmers were prepared to practise at the ex-
pense of the consumers after having received
fs. a hushel during the last 12 months.

Mr., Latham: We do not want to fix it at

But you say provided it

It is merely a safe-

7s.

My, C. C. Maley: We have to keep our
wheat in order to feed the commrnity.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The hon. member can-
not get away from the fact that during the
last six or seven months the farmers have
been getting 2s. a bushel more for wheat sold
to the people in this State than for wheat

sold outside the State. )
© Mr. C. C. Maley: How lon~ hns the farmer
had to keep the wheat in store?

Mr, Mann: Why have yon changed vour
mind with rerard to the minimum price?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Secirg that the policy
which T considered a sound one for the
farmers has been rejected by their represen-
tatives

Mr., Mann: You only made that offer a
week ago.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Secing it has been
rejected by the farmers, I am not going to
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place myself in this position, that should the
price of wheat fall—

Mr. Sampson: When was this offer of yours
rejectedd

Hon, P. COLLIER: It bhas been rejected
during the past 12 months,

Mr. Mann: You made yeur suggestion a
week ago; what has transpired sinece then to
cause you to change your mind?%

Hon. P, COLLIER: I saw fit to alter it,

* Mr. Mann: Why?

Hon. P, COLLIER: I was about to tell
the hon. member when the member for Swan
interrupted. Seeing that those comcerned have
for the past 12 months rejected a standing
offer of a fair price to the grower for wheat
for local consumption, after further eonsid-
eration, I am not geing to place myself in
a position of having to defend myself before
the consumers I represent if the London
parity price should fall to, say, 4s. 6d. a
bushel. I am not going to be held responsible
for making consumers pay 33. when, but for
the maximum of Js., they might be obtaining
wheat on the London parity at d4s. 6d. a
bushel. My decision is influenced by the fact
that the standing affer I tried to force on
the House 12 months ago has been refused.

Mr. Pickering: Youn are in accord with the
general attitude towarde the producer of fix-
ing the maximum but not thc minimum?

- Hon. P, COLLIER: That is not my atti-
tude. I do not know whether the member for
Sussex is seriona.

Mr., Johnston: What if Tondon parity goes
to 17s.?

Heon, P. COLLIER: Consumers here will
pay 7s., which is a fair thing.

Mr, C. C. Maley: Suppose the Minister for
Agricultnre sold the whole of the wheat we
have in Western Australia

Hon. W. C. Angwin: IHe eannot sell the
two million bushels which he is now holding.

Mr. C. €. Maley: If the London parity was
10s.,, what wonld happen if he sold the lot
held for Jocal consumption?

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the hon. member
eould have sold the whole of his wheat for
10s. a hushel, there world have heen no
clamour for & pool this year. Rather the hon.
member and his friends would be declaiming
against the pool. 1t is a fact that the farmer
anticipates that he cannot get 10s., or s, or
even a payable price, and conscquently we
have before us this Bill providing for a pool.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Leader of the Opposition has complained
bitterly about the price of 9s. a burhel for
loeal consumption during the last 12 monthly
period, but the farmer had just as much
rezson to complain at the price he reccived
during the previous 12 months. The Leader
of the Opposition wishes to reprat what has
heen the eause of irritation to both the pro-
ducer and the consumer—the arbitrary fixing
of the price. The hon. member seid that on
present indieations the price of wheat, based
on London parity, wonld not exceed 7s. The
same statement could have heen made 12
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months ago when we fixed the price at 9s.
All the information in possession of the ex-
pert advisers of the Australian Wheat Board
in January last went to show that the price
would be in the vicinity of 9s. This is borne
out by the fact that, with the exccption of
20 million bushels or more, the whole of the
wheat in Australia has realised in the vieinity
of the original estimate. The prineiple souvht
to be set up by the Leader of the Opposition
is absolutely wrong. A produecer is entitled
to the market value of his commodity.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Then throw thia Bill
out and let him go on the market.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is only a step further to say that wool
and everything else we produce——

Hon. P. (ollier: The producer is entitleit
to the market price if he can market his goods
without Government assistance,

The MINISTER POR AGRICULTURE: 1
do not know about standing on our own;
each section of the community is dependent
on the other. I am opposed to what the hon.
member suggests; nothing fairer has ever
been given in any of the other Wheat Mar-
keting Acts in regard to the fixing of the
price for local consumption. The Leader of
Opposition is not justified in once again put-
ting in an arbitrary limit one way or the
other.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Minister surely
will realise that the people of the State are
entitled to some consideration for the assist-
ance they give to the wheat growers, Do
the people of England, France, Germany, or
the niggers of Egypt or throughout the
Orient, give the wheat farmers of this State
the samc assistance as is given by the people
of Western Australin? What are we losing
in l‘ﬂ.ilW}l}' freights by the ennepseinnsg wwhish
we give to the farmers? The railwavs are
subsidising the wheat pgrowing industry to
the extent of over half a millien g year. On
artificial manures alone the railways are los
ing over £100,000 a year.

The Minister for Agriculture:
a payable freight.

Mr. MeCALLTUM: The Minister for Rail-
ways told me by way of anawer to a question
I asked that there had been a loss on everv
commadity which was carried on the rail-
ways for the benefit of the farmers, Tf the
eonsumers are to be treated in the same way
as foreigners, why not say to the wheat-
growers, ‘‘We shall treat wou on the aame
hasis a3 yon treat us.'' Why the necessity
for financial backing? Why should the Min-
ister argur that the stand taken hy the
Leader of the Opposition is illogical? Tt is
the attitude of the Government that is il-
logical. The Government are legislating for
a section of the community; they are out for
class distinction, to build up one section of
the community at the expense of the others,
and they are perpetrating all the sins that
for vears past they have accused this side of
the House of having committed. They are
establishing here a precedent which some day
the members on this side of the House when

Wheat is
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they get on the other gide, will be able to use
in the form of a lever in order to assist our
own people. If the argument of the Minister
is logical, why ask the community to stand
behind the farmers? If that is necessary,
surely the people who have gone to the re-
scue and put the industry on such a profitable
iooting, are entitled to some return.

Mr. Mann: Do you not think there should
be a minimum reserve?
Mr, MeCALLUM:

a minimum reserve,

Hon. P. Collier:
pence guaranteed.

Mr. MeCALLUM: TUp to about 3s. 104.
guaranteed now with mothing less than
world’s parity.

Mr., Mann: 1T should like to know what
has made you change ycur policy.

Mr. McCALLUM: We are following the
lines that we have adopted for many months
past. It is over 12 months sinee the Leader
of the party on this side of the House moved
a similar motion. What logical argument can
be advanced against fixing a figure for the
maximum? 3o long as the people of the
State are called npon to shoulder the respon-
sibility of subsidising the industry to the
enormous extent that is being done to-day.
and which has bern done for years past,
they should be given the consideration which
is now sought. If our friends opposite be-
licve that the people of the State have not
done anything, why do they mot go to pri-
vate institntions? Why not wipe out the In-
dustries Assistance Board, Government sub-
sidies, railway concessions, and all the ather
things, and place the industry on the same
footing as every other industry, and compel
the farmers to go to private financiers?

The Premier: Where would yon find your-
self then?

Mr, MeCALLUM: Our friends on the
nther side of the House are not prepared to
treat us as favourably as they treat Germans,
French, Egyptians, and others. " They are not
cven inclined to treat ws on the same level.
No one can say that the figure fixed by the
Leader of the Opposition is unreasonable.
The farmers will be lueky if they get any-
thing approaching 7s. in the next 12 months.
If it is desired to have a continuation of
the poliey that has operated in this State for
vears past, if the majority of the people aro
te be expected to continue to support finan-
cially and otherwise this industry, if the con-
sumers are to be expected not to tire of the
hurden of assisting the wheat farmers, those
farmers will be well advised to give con-
sidleration to the fixing of a limnit, If what
has been propesed is not agreed to, sooner or
later there will be a revulsion of feeling.

AMr. A, THOMSON: T hope the Committee
will not arcept the amendment.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: We will make it Gs.
Will that please von better?

Mp, A, THOMROXN: The member for
South Fremantle has teld the Committee that
the farming community had derived great
henefits from the taxpavers, I am quite pre-

The Bill provides for

Three shillings and eight-
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pared to admit that when the Industries As-
sistance Board was brought inte existenece,
the objeet was two-fold. Omne renson was that
it was desired to assist the farmers out of
their parlous condition, and the other was fo
¢uuserve the interests of the State.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The farmers are a
part of the State. You want to make a dis-
tinction,

Mr. A. THOMSBON : .Judging by the

tirade of the member for South Fremantle,
ole wonders whether the farmers are con-
sidered part and pareel of this State.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: One would say not,
judging by the way you are talking.

Mr, A. THOMSON: here would the
State be if, for instance, we wiped out the
wheat growing industry? All that the far-
mers are asking for is world’s parity, bat
one would think they were asking for some-
thing iniquitous .

Mr, Munsie: We would not think that if
they were not getting more than that to-day.

Mr. A, THOMSON: Prior to the war all
that the farmers ever rveveived was world’s
parity, except in times of stress or drought.
1f Western Australia had been obliged to
import wheat, the consumers would have kad
to pay a great deal more for it fhan they
have done. The farmers are not asking for
any special favour in asking for world's
parity.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: What is world's
parity? They are nof asking for that.

AMr. A, THOMSON: Call it Londen parity.
¥t has been said that hecavse the farmers
have been getting 9s. per bushel the con-
sumers have been paying more for their
wheat than they should have to pay. I admit
they arc paying more than world’s parity at
present.

Mr., Marshall:
cannot deny.

Mr. A. THOMSON: I am admitting that.
Tn 1916 the average price charged to the
Jocal consumer was 4s. 9d., and the average
price received for the whole of the wheat
sold was 4s. 10d. In 1917 the average price
charged to the local eonsumer was 4s, 94., and
the average price received was 4s. 1134, In
1918 the average price charged to the loral
consumer was 4s, 9d., and the average price
received was 4s. 10144, In 191920 the
average price charged to the loeal consumer
was 5s. 6d., and the average prlee received
was 10s., and the censumers on this oceasion
got their wheat at half-price.

Hon. P. Collier: Where ilid you get those
figures¥ .

Mr. A. THOMSON: I awm surprised at the
attitude of members opposite. TUpon all the
alleged concessions to farmers in connection
with the LLA.B. and the Agricultural Bank,
they have paid the current rate of interest,
as laid dewn by the Apgricultural Bank,

Hon. P. Collier: That is why the I.AB.
has written off £85,000,

Mr. A. THOMSON : How muneh more
would the State have had te write off hut
for the I.A.B.? Members opposite have the

You enly admit what you
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privilege of going to the Arbitration Court,
amdl having the price for their lahour fixed
for a definite period in an award. No em-
ployer can break the obligation thus cast
upon him.

Mr. Munsie: Employers are doing it every
day. i
Mr. Heron: They dodge it.

Mr. A, TILOMSON: How can they dedge
that obligation?

Mr. Heron: By shutting down the in-

. dustry.

Mr. A, THOMSBON: If the farmers were
to shut down their industry, where would the
money come from for the payment of the in-
ereased wages awarded to miners?

Mr. Marshall: From the mining industry.

Mr, A, THOMSON: T wish the hon. mem-
ber meant that., By the imposition through
the Federal Parliament of a high protective
tariff, farmers have to pay high duties upon
their machinery and everything they nuse.
They have no redress.

My, O'Loghlen: Who is responsible for
that?

Mr. A, THOMSON: Some of those politi-
cians, supported by members opposite, who
nre in favour of the policy of protection.

Mr. O'Loghlen: TYour colleagues could
have stopped the whole thing.

Mr. A, THOMSON: The protection given
in the case of the sugar industry has cost the
Commenwealth something like 26 million
pounds. No protection iz given to the wheat
producer, who has te compe*e with others in
the world’s market, Tt is expected that the
State wheat yield this year will be about 13
million bushels, of which only about two
million bushels will. be required for local
consumption. The bulk of the harvest will
have to be sold overseas. 1 admit that West-
ern Australia is guaranteeing the wheat pool,
Jwt a3 against that there are the assets of
the farming community, and there is the
product of the farmers’ lubour, namely
wheat. The Leader of the Opposition is
playing with a double-headed penny.,  Ae-
cording to the Notice Paper he intends to
move an amendment imposing & maximum of
7s. and a minimum of js. for wheat for local
consumption.

Sitting suspe'ﬂded from 6.15 {0 7.30 p.m.

Mr. A. THOMSOXN: T wonder what the
Leader ‘of the Opposition, who has moved
the amendment, would say if it were pro-
posed to enact a law providing that when
the Arbitration Court had fixed a minimum
rate of wages, that minimum should also bhe
the maximum; that if the Arbitration Court
fixed a minimum of, say, 7s. per day, no
employer should pay more than 7s. per day.
The primary producers are not asking for an
award at all. We, as representatives of the
primary vroducers, are in pringiple onnosed
to price fixing. We have been compelled to
submit to price fixing in respect of wheat
because of the establishment of wheat pools.
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Those pools were invariably established in
the interests of the consumers. When the
price of 9s. was fixed for wheat for local
consumption, the Prime Minister said that
the Commonwealth had to consider the in-
terests of the producers. 1f 1 could sincerely
helieve it to be the desire of the Leader of
the Opnosition to conserve the interests of
the producers, I would aceept his smmeud-
ment; but he has stated quite frapkly that
he i3 emleavouring to conserve the interests
of the comsumers and does not want the
farniers fo get more than 7s. per bushel for
their wheat. Now, the farmer must accept
the world’s price for his produet,
no protection whatever. He has to observe
Arbitration Court awards. He has to pay
heavy duties on his machinery—in whieh ve-
spect he has no appeal whatever. [In this
connectior let me guote some evidence given
by a practical farmer, Mr. F. A. CLhaffey,
M.L.A,, before a select committee which sat
in New South Wales last year. Comparing
the cost of wheat production in 1904 with the
cost in 1920, Mr. Chaffey gave the following
figures: plough, six-furrows, cost in 1204
£33, cost in 1920 £96; swings, chains, ete,

cost in 1904 £7, cost in 1020 £17; set har-
rows, six leaves complcte £10 and £24 §-ft.
reaper thresher, £90 and £251 10p.; 6-ft.

binder, £38 and £106; eultivator, £21 and
£30; G6-ton lorry and frame, £30 and £110;
spring dray, £14 and £30; 10 horse-power
engine, £150 and £210; 91,’_‘ chaffeutter and
bapger, £50 and £160; wheat grader, £15
and £50; trap and harness, £20 and £35;
ten draught horsea, £200 and £250; two light
horses, £30 and £30; ten sets plongh and
wagon harness, £40 and £80 12a.; two wapon
saldles and spring dray harness, £15 and
£30; ploughshares, toals, and sundries, £25
and £60, Thua the total cost of plant and
machinery required by a farmer to put in
and take off a c¢rop roac from £821 in 1904
to £1,686 1ls, in 192G—an increase of over
100 per cent.

Mr, Munsic: Since 1904 there has heen
an invrease of just about 100 per cent. in the
price of wheat.

Mr. A. THOMSON: But the member for
Hannans will admit that the farer was
justly entitled to an inercase in the price of
his producvt. Further heavy imposts have heen
placed on the farmer hy rerent alterations
in the Federal tariff. For a 12-bushel cron
the same witnesa, Mr., Chaffey, gave the fol-
lowing estimate, per acre: one hushel graded
seed wheat, 9s. 6d.; skim ploughing or enl-
tivating, two operations at fis, 12s.; drilling
in wheat, 12 acres per day, 4s. per avre, 483
larrowing, two or more operations, af 24,
4s.; harvesting and hag-sewing and <tack-
ing, 10s.; oil, grease, and bluestone, 1s 3d.:
four bags at 1s. 3d. each, 5s.; sewing twine,
5d.; cartape to rail (average priee, 1s.), 453
rail freipht and pool charges, Ha.; rint of
tand, 10s.; ipsurance, 1s.; depreeciation of
working plant, £1.656 11s. at 10 per cent,
16a. Gil.; total, £4 49, 8d. per acre,

Iie pets:
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Mr, Munsie: I have been over that gen-
tleman’s farm many times, anld I am sure
those are not his vosts,

Mr. A, THOMSON: The estimates may be
a little high, but Mr. Chaffey is a practical
farmer.

Mr, Mann: Thosr costs seemm above the
average.
Mr. A, THOMSBOX: Possibly they are a

little above the averare; they inelude rent
of land anid (1PprELl.ltln'l of working plant.
However, Mr. Chaffey brings out the average
cost at £1 43, 84, per acre. 1 sincerely trost
the Committee will not fix a price for wheat
for local eonsumptlon The farmers merely
ask for the price they have always obtained
hitherto: a price based on London parity.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 feel that there is no
necessity to stress the faet that all parties
are desirous of helping the farmers of this
State as far as they legitimately can. At
the same time it is essential to take stoek of
onr resources to see to what extent we can
go in assisting them. As the member for
South Fremantle has pointed out, there is a
congiderable loss sanetioned eaech vear in
order to assist the farmers. The representa-
tives of the farmers shonld feel that a con-
tinnance of the pool, backed by the financial
resources of the State, is a generous conces-
gion to them, If they are not prepared to
aceept that, they will find that there will be
such a revulsion of foeling on the part of the
general community that'no party on the floor
of the House will help them.

Mr, A. Thomson: If you cut out the paool
there will be such a financial revulsion that
there will be trouble in the future.

Mr. LAMBERT: T belicve that the Gov-
ernment, seeing that they have the support
of members of the Country Party, feel there
is an obligation upen them to stabilise the
wheat industry as far as possible. Teo what
extent that is possible, is for the Committee
to say. [ think it will be easy tn arrive at
the maximum price which should be fixed for
wheat for home consumption. Due regard
should only he had for the fair averame profit
that the farmer can expeet. I do not think
even the member for Katanning will take
exception to that principle, whether it be ap-
plied to wheat, manganese, or anything else,
To perpetuate the highway robbery which
has existed for two years, and allow farmers
to c¢harpge enormounsg prives for wheat for home
consumption, to an cxtent that has amounted
almost to a seandal, will not he in the in-
terests of the State. Tf we had a free mar-
ket for wheat in Western Anstralia to-day,
we would possibly find that we eonld buy
wheat for home consumption at from 4s. to
3s. per hushel

("ol, Denton:  Perhaps not.

Mr. LAMBERT: The membar for Katan-
ning stressed the point that the farmers have
experienceill enormous increases in the cost
of machinery. Tt is true there have been
those enormous increases but it is not the
farmer alone who las had te pay such in-
ereases. If the hon. member analysed the



[¢ Ocroser, 1921.1

figures, he woull realise that even the in-
ereases he has referred to, ranging over 100
per cent., would only mean a fraction of 1d.
per bushel spread over the crop garncred by
a4 man farming on the lines he suggested. I
hope those members who arc not slavishly at-
tached to the Government will realise their
responsibilities to the State. They had an op-
portunity the other night bunt they missed it.
It is time that big outside organisations,
whether semi-political or not, should not be
allowed to dominate polities in this Chamber,
or to domineer members of this House. There
are some members who are not attached to
the Government but who made certain
pledges to their electors, saying they would
enter the House untrammelled and with the
one desire to do the best they eould in the
interests of the State, There are thousands
of people watehing to sce what these inde-
pendent members will do when it comes to a
matter of paramount importance such ag the
food supplies of the people. As the member
for South Fremantle has already pointed out,
we who are sitting in opposition are in the
same position as we have always been. We
desire to see cheap food supplies for the
pecple and we hope to be backed up by those
who can deeide the fate of the constming
public for the next 12 montha. T trust they
will mot shrink, owing to cowardice, or a
slavish desire to support the Government,
from earrying ount their pledges.

Mr. Mann: Did you cause your leader to
change his amendment?

Mr, LAMBERT: The Leader of the Op-
position is not so easily influenced as the
hon. member would suggest.

Col. Denton: What happened, then?

Mr. LAMBERT: T hope the amendment
will be carried. If it is, we will have an
opportunity of showing the comsuming public
that while we have due regard for the re-
quirements of the farmers, we have somz re-
gard for the intercsts of the conswmer. That
can only be done hy fixing the wmaximum
price of wheat for home consumption. T trust
that the Farmers’ friends, or, T should say,
the representatives of the farmers

Mr. Pickering: The terms are synonymous.

Mr. LAMBERT: There is a very hig
difference, for to-day the friends of the
farmers ave sitting on the Opposition side
of the Hounse, Had it not been for the base
and deadly ingratitude of those we endea-
voured to assist, we would now be on the
Ministerial side of the House. Wc are not
concerned with that point, however, but we
are concerned with fixing the price the con-
sumers will have to pay for their wheat, A
generous concession has been made to the
wheat farmers of Western Australia as well
as of other States, because to-day the con-
sumers are paying London parity for wheat
which otherwise they would probably be able
to get for 50 per cent. less. London is feel-
ing the effect of the financial and industrial
stagnation in England.

Mr, Mann: You would not like to sce—
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Mr. LAMBERT: If the member for Perth
will cease gabbling like a cockatoo on his
perch, and ask a proper question, I will
answer him.

Member:
at any rate.

The CHAIRMAXN: T will have to deal
with some hon, members if they do not keep
order.

Mr, LAMBERT : Let me impress upon
those members who are not attached to the
Government, like the members of the
Country Party, that they should hold the
scales gf justice evenly as between the
farmers and the consumers. If they do so,
we will not see such inflated and fictitions
prices for wheat for home consumption as
we have witnessed during the past two
years. Those who can clearly and logically
survey the position in Western Australia,
and compare it with the conditions in Eng-
land, will agree that we should at least see
that wheat is made available for- home eon-
sumption at a price whieh represents a fair
average profit on production. We should
net sanction more than that. I hope, for
the good name of the farmer, that they will
not make an unfair demand upon the
House, a demand which would not be
sanctioned outside.

Mr., JOHNSTON: T hope the Committee
will not aecept the very pernicious prineiple
involved in the amendment. At present we
have the Prices Regulation Commission in
operation,

Hen, W, G, Angwin: Not for wheat,

Mr. JOHNSTON: No, but for everything
clse.

Mr. Underwood :
Commission.

My, JOHNSTON: T am not in the con-
fidence of the Government bug it may be
that the Commission will be abolished. Even
if the Government, or this House, desired
to retain the Commission, it may be that
the Upper House will not consent to the
Commission c¢ontinuing,

Hon, W. C, Angwin: It is more likely that
they will not agree to this Bill.

Mr, JOHNSTON: If the amcndment is
carried, we will have the anomalous posi-
tion created whereby a maximum price is
imposed for wheat, whereas the farmers and
the rest of .the producers will continue to
be exploited regarding everything they pur-
chase. Surely that is not the wish of the
Leader of the, K Opposition. I sgubmit to
members who are opposed to price fixing as
a prineiple, that they eannot accept the
amendment, which will put the producers
of Western Australia ot 4 disadvantage
compared with everyone else in the Siate.
It is guite likely that the Priccs Regulation
Commission may be abolizshed, and in such
circumstanees it would be wrong to fix a
maximum price for wheat. The wheat
farmer has had to pay inflated prices for
everything he uses, compared with pre-war

You are knocked off your perch,’

We will abolish the
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rates. Machinery has gone up from 100 to
300 per cent.; railway freights have been
increased three or four times; and the price
of twine, oil, and other necessaries has in-
creased too, ranging from 50 to 3U0 per
cent. We are asked to say that, no matter
how much prices have increased, the price
of wheat shall be fixed for the cnsuing 12
months. There are other things produced
in Australia whieh a farmer must use. He
must have boots and elothing. No proposal
has been brought forward to fix the maxi-
mum price for those articles. On the other
hand, the Federal Parliament has increased
the price of the farmers’ boots and%lothing
by means of the heavy tariff.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Whose fault is that?

Mr. TOHNSTON: It is the fault of the
representatives of the congested city arcas
of Australia, drawn from all parties, who
are combined together to increase the tariff.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: The Federal Government
¢ould not survive 24 hours if the farmers’
Tepresentatives were not with them,

Mr. JOHNSTOXN: But on this point there
is no unanimity of opinion.

Mr. Munsie: The farmera’ party sup-
ported the high tariff. It could not have
been got through without them.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Yes, it could have been,
just as the hon. member may succeed in
getting this amendment through. When the
intercsts of the people in the eities are
affected, we find an unholy alliance between
both sides of the House to exploit the
farmer, The city representatives are
anxious that the farmer should not get
more than 7s. per bushel for his wheat, no
matter what may be the cost of his pro-
duction.

Hor, W, C. Angwin: What leads you to
that conclusion? Only one city representa-
tive has spoljen..

Mr. JOHNSTON : Various interjections
have led me to fear the customary alliance.

Hon. T. Walker: Do you think that, in
point of fact, the price will ever again
reach 7a.?

Mr. JOHNSTON: I do not know, but I
do know that however much the price of
wheat may appreciate, it is proposed that
the farmer shall reeeive no benefit from
that appreciation beyond 7s. per bushel for
loral consumption.

Mr. Munsie: Local consumption, repre.
senting about one bag from cach farmer in
the State!

Mr. JOHNSTON: If the amendment be
carried, the tendency to a’ congestion of
population in the eities will be aceentuated,
I remind the representatives of the con-
sumers that when the price of wheat is
high, prosperity is genmeral throughout the
wheat-growing States. There has been no
attempt in New South Wales and Queens-
land to reduce the present price of 9s. The
Labour Crovernments of those two States
have a proper appreciation of the import-
ance of giving the farmer a fair deal

[ASSEMBLY.}

Mr. O’Loghlen: You know why the price
of 9s. per bushel was fixed in New South
Wales?

AMr, JOHNSTOXN: Yes, there was a Gov-
ernment guarantee. [t is to the credit of the
Labour Governments of thase two States that
no attempt has been made to depart from
the honourable agreement entered into, Tn
this State the agitation, of which the amend-
ment is a symptom, has been going on for
some time. I cannot dissociate the amend-
ment from the continued attempt made in
this Chamber to reduce the pricc of wheat. In
view of the possibility of price-fixing being
abolished next year, I hope the Committee
will think seriously before accepting an
amendment which, if carried, will fix the
maximum price for wheat for local consump-
tion while there will be no other fixed price
in the State.

Mr, WILLCOCK: The hon. member de-
clared that the price of wheat was reflected
in the general prosperity of the State. So
far from that being the case, in my opinion
much of the existing industrial depression is
ascribable to the faect that the prices of
wheat, bran, and pollard are virtually pro-
hibitive, History shows that on the price of
wheat depend the prices of other thinga
throughout the world. that whon wheat is
high everything else is high. and th~ cost of
living correspondingly great. Tt has heen
snggested that lmt for the wheat growers
there would be no commmity at all in West-
ern Australia. However, it is clear that we
liad a eonsiderable population before the first
wheat was grown in Western Australia.

Mr. Underwood: Of late years we would
have had a pretty hard time had there been
no wheat,

Mr. WILLCOCK: Still, we should not be-
come obsessed with the idea that the pros-
perity of the State is entirely contingent on
the wheat yield. There are other industries
which, while perhaps not as important as
wheatgrowing, vet are prime factors in the
general prosperity of the State. Personally,
I attach but little importance to the amend-
ment, because I do not think the world’s
parity for wheat will again reach anything
like 7a. Tt is ag idle to anpgest that the ag-
ricultural industry has not been assisted by
the people of the State as it would be to
contend that in the event of n total failure
of the wheat crop it wounld net be right for
the people to come te the reseue of the
wheatgrowers once inore. By the same
token, if catastrophe were to fall upon the
wheat vield in other parts of the world, the
consumers in this State should not he asked
td pay prohibitive prices on that seore alone,
as= geeurred in Ameriea during the early
stages of the war bhefore that country was
ewhroiled in hostilitics.

Mr. MaeCallum Smith: The exportation
of wheat from India was prohibited.

Mr, WILLCOCK: But why should the
wheat consumers in this State he made to
suffer because of a catnstrophe in some other
part of the world?
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Mr. Johnston: The price of machinery
would be affected.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Still we, as local con-
sumers, sheuld not be made to suffer, since
the local eonsumption amounts to but a small
percentage of the total yield. If the whole
of the wheat harvest of this State were con-
sumed locally it would be difterent, and prob-
ably we would be prepared to pay a bhigher
price for our wheat. I will vote for the amend-
ment, since it will preelude a repetition of
what oceurred last yecar.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The wheatgrowers
can do reagonably well on a price of 7s. per
hushel. In my opinion the growing of wheat
in this State is essential to the very life of
the State. Representing the people, the Gov-
ernment have spent an enormons sum of
money on the development of wheat growing.
But it must be remembered that the money
wag spent, not ouly in the interests of the
wheatgrower, but on behalf of the rest of
tho community alsa. If, instead of growing
wheat, we had had to import it, we would
have been in a vastly different position.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: That applies every-
where.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: Quite so. It is a
sound proposition from thbt ecommunity point
of view, leaving out the point of view of the
farmer, that we should cndeavour to grow
wheat,

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
grow it, we would starve.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: We would possibly go
to some country which did grow wheat. The
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) re-
ferred to the price paid for wheat this year.
‘We are paying more than we should have
to pay. The wheat board made a very bad
mistake and imposed upon the consnmers of
Austrglia, but in previous years, when wheat
was 9s. 4d. in America, we werr paving only
58. for our wheat. During all those years
from 1915 onwards, we in Australia were
paying only about one-half of the priee which
was being paid by the peeple of America.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Why is it then that
we {id not get more for the wheat we ex-
ported?

Mr, UNDERWOOD: There arec a good
many reasons which are probably known to
the hon. member ag well as to myself. America
was an exporting eountry, and yet the Ameri-
ean consumer was paving almost twice the
price which roled in Australia.

Hon, P, Collier: And the consumer in Eng-
fand was paving for Ameriean wheat twice
the price which he was paying for Australian
wheat.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: He was in a bad
place. becanse he was not growing wheat.
In addition to fixing a maximum price,
we fix a minimum price. Our farmers
can grow wheat and do well at 7s. a bushel
or lees. T agree with the memhber for
Geraldton (MMr. Willeock) that a shortave of
wheat in Russia, Canada or America should
not be made a reason for charging an exces-

If someonce did not
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sive priee in Australin, The only time when
we ghould pay an excessive price is when we
have a shortage. To give effect to the mini-
mum price, we would require an Australian
pool. If we in Western Australia fixed a
minimum price of 351, the world’s parity
might go down to 3s. 6d., and wheat would
then be sent here from South Anstralia.

Mr. Lambert: And flour too.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, and all wheat
produets. I wonld like to see an Australian
pool. Without it I do not know that we
shall be sucecessful. I wart to see wheat
growing encouraged in Australia, and T want
the grower to get a fair living. On the other
hand, not being a eity man but representing
people far removed from the city, there are
industries other than wheat growing which
deserve and require consideration. The
miners, the pastoralists, the fishermen and
the pearlers all degire and are entitled to
congideration. It has been said that when
the price of wheat is high, everything else is
high in price. That is not correct. The
price of wheat to-day is higher than it has
ever been during my recollection in Australia,
but the prices of almost all the base metals
are lower than they have been for many

years,
Mr. Willeock: They are not being pro-
duced.
Mr., TNDEEWOOD: And the reason is

that the cost of wheat and living generally
is too high to enable them to be produced at
the prices ruling in the world's market, The
price of wheat is high; the price of wool is
not too high, Chilled meat is to an extént
unsaleable,

Mr, Pickering: Do net you think that
wool has its own troubles?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, but members in
using these fignres of speecl seem to forget
that we can de without tin and lead and
woot for a while or possibly for ever, but
that we cannot live without wheat, which is
the staple food of all civilised people. There-
fore, in dealing with its price, we should en-
deavour to make it as reasonable as possible
to the consumer while giving to the grower
a reasonable living for his labour.

Mr. LATHAM: I oppose the amendment
becanse T represent a whent-growing elee-
torate. T am not so much opposed to the
fixing of the price of 7s, hecanse that is a
fair and reasonable price, but I must protest
against fixing the price at all. Our commo-
dities should be controlled by the law of
supply and demand. There cannot be any-
thing unreasonable about that. Last year,
when a certain ballot was taken thronghout
the State, it was found that there were fewer
than 7,000 wheat growers in Western Aus-
tralia. Yet gome speakers would have us be-
lieve that they would impose upon those 7,000
wheat growers the penalty of contributing
something to the State which would place
them at a great disadvantage.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No, we want to see
that they do not impose upon the consumer.
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My, LATHAM: In the year before last,
the price of wheat was 7s. 8d. a bushel, which
was below ovérseas parity.

Hon. W, C. Angwin;: It was not so.

Mr, LATHAM: The world’s parity was
7s, Bd.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: No, it was 7s. G6d. in
1920. I have Mr. Hughes’s statement.

Mr, LATHAM: The price of 7s. §d. was
fixed during a portion of the year and it
caused a tremendous lot of dissatisfaction
among the farmers, Last year the price
fixed was slightly above world’s parity and
it eaused a good deal of dissatisfaction
among vconsumers. The Leader of the Op-
position should remember that it is cur duty
to control the business of the State for the
welfare of the community. We have no right
to set one section against another. The
amendment, however, will provide a means of
control against a higher price.

Mr. MacCallom Smith: Tf you got the
world’s parity, would you be prepared to
pay for the actual cost of railing super to
the country distriets?

Mr. LATHAM: T am not much eoncerned
about the cost of super. The farming com-

munity have a very small margin of profit.

The Industries Assistance Board have a con-
siderable number of farmers on their books,
and the faet that these men have been under
the board for five or six years shows that
wheat growing is not such a very profitable
business. The way to kill the wheat industry
13 to eontrol it.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
against the pool?

Mr. LATHAM: Xo,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: By the pool you will
be controlling it,

Mr. LATHAXM: I wisk to get away from
control as soon as possible, but at the pre-
sent time it is essential to the wellare of the
State that every penny possibie should he
oktaine:l for our wheat,

Hon. T, Walker: You mean from without.

Mr. LATHAM: If wo were to throw our
wheat upon the opem market, the tarming
community of the State would lose a con-
siderable amount of money.

Mr. Marshall: That would represent the
operation of the law of snpply aml demand,

Mr. LATHAM: DPerhaps se. [f agenis
were operating heve, they wonll not pay
farmers on the basis of tho hivhest price
likely to be obtained during the year. Thair
basis would be on the lowest price likely io
be obtained during the ycar.

Hon. T. Walker: That is the law of sap-
ply aml demand.

Mr. LATHAM: The law of =supply aml
demand as 1 know it is a fair and reasonable
one as set out in the Bill—world’s parity
from month to month. )

Hon. T. Walker: That is renlation, nnt
freedom of contract. That is the preventing
of freedom of contract.

Mr. LATHAM: T know very well what it
is.

Then you will vote

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. T. Walker:
plied to the farmers.

Mr. LATHAM: [ am not agrecable to a
wheat pool unless it is necessary; but it is in
the interests of the State that a pool shounld
be established this year. It would not be
in the intercsts of the State to fix a price
when the actual price might prove to be
either higher or lower.

Hon. T. Walker: It could be altered every
month,

Mr. LATHAM : Provision is made for
altering it every month, but it weuld not be
fair to the farmers to fix a maximum priee,
and I would not be doing my duty to the
farmers I represent if I did not protest
against the proposal. I do not suppose
there is any worker in the State who is a
more genuine worker than the farmer.

Mr. O'Loghlen: And he enjoys the freest
and bealthiest life.

Mr., LATHAM: Yes, but I would like to
take the member for Forrest to some places
in the wheat areas——

Mr. O’Loghlen; I have seen them all.

Mr. LATHAM: Then the hon. member
should champion them, All the farmers do
not suhseribe to the political organisation
to which I belong. If something could be
done to put these men on a sound finaneial
footing and cncourage people in the eity to
go out and produre wheat, we have the
market for the produce.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: That is the reason
why you cannot sell the two million bushels
you have here, ’

Mr. LATHAM: We could scll it at a
price.  There are econtracts in existence
under which we are supplying wheat at a
higher price than it is being sold at here
to-day. I must strongly oppose the amend-
ment,

Hon. T. WALKER: We¢ ought to rejoice
that it is proposed to fix a maximum price.
Tf our wheat averages 7s. per bushel for
the next harvest the whole country may
well rejoice.  The possibilities are, how-
ever, that wheat will come down consider-
ably.

The Premier: T do not thinki so.

Hon. T. WALKER: I think the farmers
will be lucky if they get 5s. 6d. a bushel,
The wheat contributed by Australia will
make very iittle difference to the price of
that commodity elsewhere in the world,
London ecannot he supplied altegether from
Australia, apd will, therefore, be supplied
by the other big wheat producing countries
of the world. We are joined to the com-
mereial movement of the rest of the world.
We cannot eseape from that wonderful
organisation run by the banks of the eivil-
ised enmmunity. To talk about fixing in
advanre a high or & low price in relation
to the rest of the world is sheer abwurdity,
Althongh we are bound to the rest of the
globe as to our surplus wheat, there is a
Inrge degree of wisdom in trying to fix the
price of wheat for our own people. In con-

1t is State socialism ap-
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nection with the pool we take into account
the requirements of our own people. We
say we want so much for eurselves and so
much for seed for the next harvest. The
remainder of our output we have to find a
market for. The contention of the Leader
of the Opposition is that we should make
as cheap ag possible the wheat coosumed
by our own people,

Mr, Latham: At the expense of one see-
tion of the community.

Hon. T. WALEER: At the expense of
none. Suppose we exported no wheat, hut
stacked it in heaps within the State!

Mr. Latham: Then we would not grow
‘any,

Hon, T. WALKER: But we are sending
our surplus away. Tt is that surplus which
must remunerate the farmers, not that
which is intended for our own ])eople The
hon. member has spoker of the law of
supply and demand. Let mec read what am
eminent authority said—

Of all physical agents by which the in-
crease of the labouring classes is affected
that of food is the most active and uvni-
versal. If two countries equal in all other
respects differ solely in this, that in one
the national food is eheap and abundant,
and in the other searce and dear, the
population of the former country will
inevitably increase more rapidly than the
population of the latter.

Mr. Latham :
affect me at all.

Hon. T. WALKER: The hon. member is
too bucolic. Our population is only attained
by making our food supplies and our means
of livelihood cheap. It pays a couniry to
have cheap food.

Mr. Pickering :
dear.

Hon. T. WALKER: The dear things come
back to us as payment for our surplus wheat
and other things that we send away. It
appears to me that it is the farmers’ party
that is suffering from 'lack of logic. A
wheat pool means compnlsion, restriction,
and control,

Mr. Pickering:
pool ¥

Hon, T. WALKER: XNo, but where is the
law of supply and demand! The Govern-
ment have stepped in and said ‘‘To hades
with the law of supply and demand!’’ They
are now arranging for the handling and the
marketing of the wheat.

Mr. Piekering: It is cheapening the form
of marketing.

That argument does not

And have other things

You do not object to the

Hon, T. WALKER: Of course it is, 1t is
judgment applied to distribution. Tt is the
State that is doing the distribotion. Tt is

socialism. It is intelligent control of the
distribution of our great commodities. If
we have control in the delivery and the
distribution of our wheat, what lack of logic
is there in having a cantrol of the price?
We are told that we must regulate the price
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of wheat but leave ever)thmg else unregu-
lated..

Mr, Latham :
regulated: : .

Hon. T. WALKER: The hon, member
wants this’ principle established in regatd
to wheat, but when I ask him to apply that
principle in other .direetions, he will not do
it. When I ask him to join with me in urging
a like distribution of all commodities and all
products he stops, and will not have it. He
shudders at it. To him, in one direction the
law of supply and demard is all right; but
in other directions, no! Let me inform the
hon, member that profiteering represents the
law of supply and demand. But he cries out
against profiteering. I want the wheat col-
lectively eontrolled, but I also want collective
control of the commodities and materials re-
quired on my farm. By-and-by the advan-
tages which the farmers now have, a.nd
which they so muech fear to lose, will be ap-
plied to other sections of the commumty

Mr, Latham: The farmers cannot afford
to lose those advantages.

Hon. T. WALKER: We all of us cannnt
afford to lose them, [f we hang together in
that important element, our food supply, Iet
ns see that our own people—our own pro-
ducers and our own eonsumers within the
geographical boundaries of this island con-
tinent—are fed and provided for first of all.

Mr, Latham: Chiefly by the farmers.

Hon, T. WALKER: Does not the farmer
live for himself? Were it not for other mem-
berg of the community, the farmer would be
running about clad in a goat skin; or, if he
could mot get that, he would be satisfied to
wrap a kangaroe’s tail about his loins and go
to work in the hot sun. Every man in this
community is working for the farmer. 'The
gold producer outback, who has ag many pri-
vations to endure as ever the farmer has,
works for the farmer, ereating a standard
value for the wheat and the other products
of the farm. If cvery citizen of the metro-
politan area emigrated from these shores,
there would soon he an exodus of farmeors;
the farmers would very quickly follow the
other members of the community. It is only
the presence of the multitude, all working
for each other, that enables all to exist.
Hon, members sneer at the word ‘‘mocinl-
ism,’’ but socialism cxists, The farmers ure
now recognising its value. FEvery member of
the community whoe works at all, works
for more than himself; he works for
the whole community. Even the journa-
list works for the whole community.
Everyone knows how much the farmer’s
life is |hrightened by the newsvapers;
they stimulate thought. The world advances
with the increase of thought; thought is,
after all, the chief producer, the primary pro-
ducer. The Diogenes of the past is gone,
with his tub; we live amengst men, and
work for men, The savage conceit of think-
ing that hecause onc is n farmer one is every-
body, is evidence that one still stands in need
of some civilisation,

_ Everything else is uh-
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Mr. Pickering: The farmers are the most
modest men in the world.

Hon. T. WALKER: The most modest?
And is Sussex an example of them? If that
is 80, save me from being of the class! How-
ever, we see now that the farmers are in
favour of the wheat pool, and in favour of
regulations for the pool. I am convinced
there is no chanee of wheat going beyond Ts.
per bushel for the next harvest. Therefore
the farmer cannot suffer from the carrying
of the amendmont. Let that figure of 7a.
stand as the ptiec of a bushel. * The pro-
ducers of wheat will always know that they
have that price of 78, as a standard, Let me
ask hon. nembers opposite what object is to
be gained by sctting the farmer against the
consumer, the country against the town? To
foster such a fecling is the worst disservice
that can possibly be done the farming com-
munity. We do not want political troubles
of that kind. There is no work more
national, no work more free from party, than
“the farmer’'s work, which should not, ‘ba
asgocirted with any political erced or any
political organisation. It is the common
property of us all to cultivate the carth;
that is our first duty to our fellow men.
Therefore, I advise my friends on the cross
benches not to create bitterness on this gues-
tion. We on this side have helped the farmer
at every step; we ecame to his assistance in
the hour of his weakness; we extended the
,facilities for obtaining help through (he

. Agrienltural Bank; we promoted the far-
mer’s interests by redueing railway freights,
by fernishing him with water supplies, In
assisting the farmer, we assisted the country;

. and through the country we assisted every
other worker, We of this party have no feel-

. ing against the farmer. Hon. members op-
.posite faney we are agpinst the farmer, and
under that misapprehension they are adopt-
ing a course which must result in the fax-
mer's ruin.  Remembering that it iz the sur-
Mus wheat we have to flourish on, let us fix
the price of the wheat our people require at
78. per Dbushel. "That price, in view of the
market prosneets, ia a very hig price indeed.

Capt. CARTER: T sapport the amend-
ment, and T wonder at the opposgition fo if.
.The princinle of the clause is a price to be
fixed by the Minister on the first of cach
month, hased on the equivaleat of London
parity. We have heard nothing urged against
that prineiple. Then, why should it not ob-
tain straight away? TLondon parity at pre-

© gent is s, 8., and we arc offering the far-

mer 73,

Mr. Johnston: Yon are not offering 7a,

Capt. CARTER: We are offering o maxi-
mum of 74, To give that price i3 to give 4d.
rer hnshel above London paritv, and there-
fore the farmer will not be losing his bar-
gain. The member for Willinms-Narrogin
said that city members, representing eity in-
terests, werc opposing the Bill.

Hon. . Collier: That is juat electionecring
stuff.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Capt. CARTER: Tt has been clearly
proved to the Committee that the question
shoutd be one of equity, and not of favour.
If any favour has been given so far, in my
humble orinion, it has gone to the farmers.

My, Latham: We do not want any favours.

Hon. P. Collier: 1In that case, go on your

own,
Capt. CARTER: T{f the hon, member does
not want a favour, he should be logical and
accept cquity. We are offering equity in
what the farmers ean get for their wheat
overseas or the equivalent in the eity of
Perth.  All the arguments in support of the
amendment on that prineiple have beew
sound. It is not necessary for me to go over
the ground I eovered earlicr in the debate,
for the arguments advanced this evening
speak for themselves. The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin, however, said that when the
price of wheat is high, there is proaperity in
the eity. He delivered that as an axiom new
fiom the gods. I give it the lie direct and
will produce figures in support of my conten-
tion, In 1915 there were 100,000 head of
poultry in the Belmont district alone and
at that time the price of wheat was §s, per
bushel. In 1921 there are not 500 head and
the price of wheat is 9s. per bushel,

Mr. Latham: They shifted into the coun-

try.

Capt. CARTER: Those figures directly
contradict the statement by the member for
Williams-Narrogin and they indicate the dis-
tress and stagnation of the eitv dweller.

Mr. O'Loghlen: That does not only apply
to Belmont.

Capt. CARTER: There arc many other
such cases. The member for South Fremantle
can give further instances, and I can give
further instances at Osborne Park. The
poultry, pig raising and dairying industries
are stagmating, and there is a retrograde
movement all round beeause of the high priee
of wheat.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Several men who
were pat there bv the Repatriation Depart-
ment were cstablished with Government
funds, - .

Capt. CARTER: 1 do not want to go ex-
tensively into that aspeet, but there are men
living on their lollings af present through
the good graces of the Repatriation Depart-
ment alone. They are living on their pensions
and are net making anything out of the
poultry industry.

The Minister for Agrieulture:
price fixing do for them? .

Capt. CARTER: Absolutely settled them.
In 1920 when fhe loeal price was less than
the world's parity. they were not eonsidered
laeal consumers, To-day beeause the world s
parity is greater, they are considered loeal
eongumers.  ‘That was the Minister’s ruling.
Instead of getting wheat in 1920 at 7s. 8d.
per bushel, they paid 11s, and I can produce
the documents to prove that statement., To-
day, with wheat at 6s. 84., they are paying
91, per bushel, That i3 the answer to the
contention that with a high price for wheat,

What did
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there is prosperity in the city. On the con-
teary, I believe that in the allicd industries
—and I think my opinion will prove to bo
correct—we will find the best avenuve ior our
wheat,, At the present time we do not realisz
that our 3 per cent. of the world's supplies
does not control the world's market. We are
by no means the deciding factor, We wmust
find an avenue for our wheat when the
world’s trade is against us, and we will find
" that the best market will be in the bacon,
poultry aud kindeod industries, which will
absorb the by-products and the wheat itself.
Another contention by the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin was that this attempt—and
he spoke in tones of distress and anguish—
to decrease the price of wheat below Ys., was
unjustifiable. Why should the price not be
decreased below 9s. sceing that to-day Lon-
don parity is at 6s. 8d. per bushel? At the
same time, we sold wheat to Germany and
Franee and other European countries at
7s. Td. per bushel.
Mr. MeCallum:  They charged Franee 12s,
Capt. CARTER: Yet they soll to Germany
at 7s. 7d. Have we not the right to the same
cengideration for our own industriea? The
member for York oppnosed the p'mendment
beeause, he said—and [ do not think T hava
heard anything more parochial or so insular
—he represented a wheat growing distriet, 1
claim to represent the mass of the people,
not merely the poultry farmers, the dairy

men or the pig raisers, although there
are  plenty of them in  the metropoli-
tan area. T believe this is a matter
whieh should he dealt with from the

standpeint of equity in the interests of the
great majority of the people in the State.
Statements were also made from which we
would regard the farmer as a man hardly
dealt with, and as a man who has a very
small margin of profit. That argument was
used to holster wp the case in opposition to
the amendment. I have had some experi-
ence in Western Austrabia and I have been
all over the wheat growing areas where T
met farmers who were boys at school with
me. These men are now in possession of
farms worth anything between £5,000 or
£6,000.

Mr.
nothing,

Capt. CARTER: Nothing beyond brawn
and energy. I give them every credit for
the position they are in to-day. We find
men in similar pomtmns in varions parts
It feads us to believe that the
farmer has been able to attain a pretty fair
financial position in Western Australia. I
believe in ecffect that the price of wheat
should be reduced to provide a market or
lay a basis for a market which will be of
value to Western Australia, a market which
will be of value in establishing kindred in-
dustries, and by so deoing we will pave the
way to the establishment of one of the
finest assets for the State.

Mr. DURACK: I oppose the amendment.

O’Loghlen : Some started with
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Mr. Q’Loghlen: Naturally.

Mr. DURACK: Not becanse I am a wheat
grower, nor yet because my electorate is a
wheatgrowing distriet.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You belong politie-
ally to the Primary Producers’ Association,

Mr. DURACK: I am opposed to price
fixing on prineiple.

Hon. P. Collier:
during the war,

The Minister for Agriculture: The mem-
ber for Kimberley is not a wool grower,

Mr, O’Loghlen: Why is be in favour of
a pool? .

Mr. DURACK: It does not serve the
purposes the member for Kanowna men-
tioned. We want to encourage an abund-
ance of wheat growing. We will not en-
conrage it by fixing the price of wheat.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Why not pocl it?

Mr, DURACK: That is a unionistic co-
operative prineiple.

Especially for wool,

There wé

Hon. P. Collier: I thought so.
have it.
Mr. DURACK : Considerable reference

has been made to how the consumer will
suffer as a consequence of these high prices.
I would like to gee how the consumer will
suffer. I apply the position to my own
household. The memher for Kanowna says
we must consider the needs and necessities
of our own household. My household con-
sists of 10; sometimes there are one or two
more, and sometimes one. or two below that
number. The cost of bréad for my honse-
hold represents a certain sam of money per
day based on 9s. per bushel.

Mr., O7Loghlen: Do you
amount of hread as Prowse?

Mr. DURACK: If the price of wheat
were fixed at 7s. it would represent 40 or
50 per cent, less in the cost of the loaf. On
that basis I would be paying only ls. per
week more for my bread at the higher
fipure,

Mr. MecCallom: Is bread the only thmg
it affects?

Mr. DURACK: No, but I was simply re-
ferring to the bread position. Is there any
member here who denies that the farmers
are entitled to a subsidy, if he likes to
regard it as such. For my part, T am pre-
pared to pay a subsidy to the men who have
to suffer the hardships of life on the land,
to the extent of 15 & week,

Mr. O'Loghlen : Wounld you give that
subsidy to every other industry?

Mr. DURACK: I am not speaking as ona
interested in the wheat industry.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Of course, you are.

Mr. DURACE: The member for Pilbara
says that agriculture is necessary if we
desire to carry on the affairs of this State.
The last census showed that the trend of
popilation has been towards the city. Our
population during the last 10 years has
increased by something over 46,000, while
that of the metropolitan area has increased
by 49,611,

eat the samq
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Hon, P. Collier: That may be due to some
large portion of the country being held by
Hne man,

Mr, DURACK: That may be so.

Hon. T. Walker: " And that may apply tno
the North-West and Esperance districts as
well as the North.

Mr. DURACK: T am showing that our
objective should be to encourage people to
go out into the eountry arcas.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Have you encouraged
people to go upon your holding?

Hon. W, €, Angwin: The member
Kimherley says it is no good.

"Mr. O’Loghlen: How many men are there
on your holding to the square mile?

* Mr. DURACK: T am not discussing that
at present.

Hon, P. Collier: There are too many for
you to remember.
- Hon. T. Walker: T am told that we could
gink Great Britain in the hon. member’s
holding.

Mr. DURACK: We are not discussing
that.
! Hon. P. Collier: Then you talk about en-
Muragmg population,

‘Mr. O’Loghlen: At any rate,
inember saw it first,
. Hon, T. Walker: Would the hon. member
like to see a thriving white population on
his run{
: Mr. DURACK: We should encourage
people to go to the country areas and any-
thing that can be done in that direction
should be done. I want to pursue a policy
that will get the people back to the country
to deve]op it.
+ Hon, T. Walker:
icstance?
- Mr, MANN: T intend to support the
amendment. T had purposed moving a
further amendment in keeping with the
amendment suggesied by the Leader of the
Opposition & week ago. On second thoupghts,
however, [ realised that we must consider
that South Australia, the State adjoining
aur own, will be a free trader. If we fixad
a minimum price for wheat at 5s. a bushel,
we would reach a position where South
Australia would he able to land wheat
Jand flour

for

the hon.

Upon your run, for

in our wmills or to at a
figure below our . local prices. In
these circumstances, it would be useless

for us to fix a minimum price while our
neighbouring State is a free trader, Through-
out my election T stated it was my desire fo
see a cheaper loaf. I am speaking also as a
wheatarower, In the latter eapacity I would
be quite satisfied to get 7s. per bushel for
my wheat.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You would like it if yon
could gef it this year,

Mr. MANN: I would be satisfied if T
knew I vould always get 5s. per bushel, I
have to consider those whom I am represent-
ing, nainely, the consumers, and those who
are dependent upon the becom]ary industries.

Jinto the farmers’
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Without continwing the debate, therefore, I
support the amendment.

Mr. RICHARDSOXN: I intend to support
the amendment. The crux of the position
was touched upon by the member for York
(Mr. Latham} when he said that without the
wheat pool the farmers would suffer eonsid-
erable loss. We are endeavouring to assist
the farmers by the establishment of the
wheat pool. The estimated harvest is 13
millien bushels. Of that quantity, seme two
million bushels will be required for local
consumption. Let us see what we propose
to give the farmers through the establish-
ment of the wheat pool, and to ask of them
by the fixing of a maximum of Ta. on wiheat
for local consumption. As apgainst the price
they would get in epen market, they will be
gaining say, 1s. per bushel extra throuch the
pool. On 11 million bushels for export that
ahilling represents £550,000. Supposing the
world’s parity to he 9s,, in fixing the maxi.
mum for local consumption at 7s. we shall
be taking from the farmer 2s. per busiel
on two million bushels, or £200,000, which,
subtracted from the £550,000 extra gained
through the wheat pool, leaves the farmer
advantaged to the extent of £350,000 by our
establishment of the wheat pool. My caleu-
lation assumes that \‘rorld s parity will re-
main at 9s.

Ton. W. C. Angwin:
thing like that.

Mr. RICTTARDSON: No, but T am at-
tempting to show what we shall be pitting
pockets by the ostablish-
ment of the wheat pool, even allowing for
the fixing at 7s. of the maximum price for
wheat for local eonsumption. Withort the
aid of Parliament the wheat growers of
Woestern Australia would be in a very awk-
wardl position next year. Certain primary
industries are dependent exclusively on wheat
growing. It would almost appear *hat the
farmers are trying to ereate a monopoly in
guch industries as pig and poultcy raising
and dairying, for their efforts o mmintain a
prohibitive price for wheat, if vuneecessful,
must resnlt in erushing the people engagel
in those industries in the metropalilan ar-a,

AMr. Latham: Whv don’t those peaple pre-
duce wheat for themselves? No attempt is
made to fix a maximum for their products.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They are not askmg for
the cstablishment of a pool.

Mr, RICHARDSON: Bran and pollard are
b-ing sent over from South Australia at a
lower price than the millers here vun com-
pete with, 1f our millers are eamnclled to
reduve the price of their by-produrts in con-
sequence of that competition from the last-
crn States, up will go the price of fdour pal,
consequently, of hread. I agree with the
member for Perth (Mr, Mann) that 3t veuld
be a mistake to fix a minimum price fer
whent, because, of that very diffienliy iu rc-
sprect of the prices of offal. Something has
been said of the extortionate prices charzod
for farming machinery, But that is not a

It Wlll not be any-



[4 OcroBER, 1921.]

Tecurring annual charge. With care a good
harvester will last for many years, whereas
the sales of wheat reeur every year. I hope
_that in the interests of the whole community,
including both consumers and growers, the
amendment will be earried.

Mr. HICKMOTT: I see no use for the
amendment. Many members are positive
that wheat will not realise anything like 7a.
a bushel. Why, then, fix the maximom priee
at 7s.f In 1894 we sold wheat at 1s. 6d.
per bushel.

Mr. Latham:
that year{

Mr. HICKMOTT: As a rule the farmer
has to take what he can get for his wheat.
No reasonable argument has been adduced
in favour ot fixing the waximum priee at
7s. After all, how many pigs are raised in
the metropolitan area?

Mr. O’Loghlen: Nokody ecan afford to
raise them now.

Mr. HICEMOTT: Poultry experts say
that wheat is not a good food for fowls,
that there is nothing better than oats. Oats
are being sold to-day at 3s. 4d. per bushel
Fogpitt Jones & Co., experts in bacon, tell
us that crushed oats are just aa good as
wheat for the raising of pigs. What abont
feeding pigs on oats at 3s. 4d. per bushel?
But no, pig raisers prefer to pay even 10s.
or 125, for wheat from an agent, instead of
buying it at 9s. direct from the pool.

Hon. P. Collier: They cannot buy it from
the pool. You ought to know that.

" Mr, HICKMOTT: Yes, ther have only to
buy a truckload. Eggs have been selling at
4g. a dozen.

Hon, P, Collier: Cause and effect.

Mr. HICKMOTT: And a friend of mine
told me that Inst year he got over 2s. a Ih.
for his butter,

Mr. O’Loghlen: He was putting up a tale.

Mr, HICKMOTT: It is a fact, not a tale.
However, there is no occasion for the amend-
ment, because we are assured that wheat, in-
stead of going up, will have a rapid fall;
that the world is gettiug back to normal and
that Australia’e little parcel of wheat will
not moke any difference to the world's price.

Mr. SAMPSON: When this matter eame
before the House a weck ago the Leader of
the Opposition, in what appeared to be a very
logical speech, pointed out that he was pre-
pared to support such a priee to the farmers
as would gecure to them n reasonable refurn.
I recall my first night in this House; the
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon., W,
C. Angwin) .by way of interjection said I
was rather inexperienced. To-night T feel in-
clined to agree with him, because when the
Leader of the Opposition made those state-
ments I felt that in the best intercsts of the
farmers it would be wise to fix a maximum
and a minimum price. T then said that 1
heartily endorsed his statements. To-night
I find that all my admiration——

Hon. P. Collier: TYou will still be safe in
sticking to me.

I wonder what eggs were
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Mr. SBAMPSON: When I heard the hon.
member move his amendment I was amazed
that it was possible in so short a period to
produce so great a change. 1 have not yet
heard any sufficient reason why the amend-
ment should have been submitted. To-night
we have heard a long and excellent speech
—excellent in that it contained many words
and arguments—regarding the farmer and
the desirability in the interests of all con-
eerned that there shonld bz a maximum
but not a minimum price,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Tie is one of the biggest
wheat growers in the State.

Mr. SAMPSON: Ts that to be a sufficient
angwer for all his sin8? Because the member
for Kanowna (Hon, T, Walker) is a wheat
grower, that is no justifieation for him going
back on his fellow wheat farmers. If it is
his desire to advance the State as a whole,
he should take steps to insure to the man on
the land such a reasonable return as will
make life on the land attractive. The time
has eome when our words should be real mir-
rors of our meaning. That remark is not
nearly so invelved as the volte faee which
the Leader of the Opposition has performed.
We must give to the man on the land a
reasonable.opportunity to make a fair living.
It weuld be unfair to adopt a provision fixing
a maximom price and, on the other hand, by
not fixing a minimum, suggesting that when
an opportunity oceurs the unfortunate wheat-
grower will be tied down to the last farth-
ing.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: What is the esti-
mated cost of raising a bushel of wheat?

Mr. SAMPSON: Experts estimate the
cost in the region of 5s. a bushel. | )

Hon, T. Walker: About 43. Gd. a bushel
on an average of 12 bushels to the acre.

Mr. A. Thomson: The average for the
State is less than 9 bushels,

Mr. SAMPSON: T had hoped that there
wonld be a really sympathetie and honest
regard displayed towards the backbone of
the country. I oppose the amendment becanse
it is wrong in princinle in that a maximum
i3 mentioned but no minimum, and this I re-
gavd as being disereditable to the party from
which it emanated.

Hon. W. €, ANGWIN: Tt is no surprise
to me that the member for Swan iz disap-
pointed, becase he happens to be a member
of a political society and as such, in many
ingtances, has to do as he is told.

Mr. Pickering: You are in a similar sort
of society.

Ton. W, ¢, ANGWIN: No I am not. The
hon. member is also connected with a politi-
cal body which does not hesitate te step over
his head and get works carried out in his dis-
trict, because of the weight exerted by that
body with the Minister. The other day, Mr.
Chairman, a geantleman in your distriet dur-
ing your absence referred to the district of
Swan and remarked that in some cenires
there were progress associations and fruit-
growers’ associations, hut that it was preler-
able to have a branch of the Primary Pro-
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dueers’ Association. 1e stated that at Woor-
oloo they had a progress association and for
two and a half years had been tryving to
get improvements at the railway station for
the handling of fruit. They came to him—the
organiser—and he told them he could do
nothing for them until they formed a branch
of the association. This they did and within
six weeks an engineer was measuring the
platform. This was due to the efforts of the
association. ‘‘You write to vs in Perth,’’ he
added, ‘‘and we go to the Minister, and as
the representatives of your association, we
have more weight.”’

The Minister for Works:
come to me, anvhow.

Mr. Sampson: It is time somecbody did
something.

Hon. W. (", ANGWIN: Yes, when mem-
bers do not do mueh on their own be-
half, 1f the Minister for Works has
had the same experience of you, Mr.
Chairman, as I have had, there is no necd
for the Primary Producers’ Association
to see that necessary work is earried out in
your district, though there may be at Wooro-
loo and in the distriet represented by the
member for Swan. The hon, member has
forgotten that when the Leader of the Op-
position dealt with this question previously,
he pointed out that last session he had en-
deavoured to have the price of wheat for
loeal consumption based on certain con-
ditions, but that the House on two occasions
rejected his proposals.

Mr, Sampson: T referred to what oceurred
only a week or two ago.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Quite so, and the
hon. member’s party refused to support him.
SBeeing that support was refused, there was
only one other course to adopt. It is wseless
to comre here week after week holding up the
business on one and the same question when
one knows that he is sure to be defeated.
Therefore a compromise must be accepted.
What is asked by the amendment is that the
wheat board shall not have power to increase
the price of wheat above the equivalent of
London parity during next year as they
have done during the last 12 months. We
have bhcen paying more than the equivalent
of London parity for wheat during the lash
12 months. The people of this State have
been robbed.

Mr. Sampson: You made an agreement.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: If the Premier has
an agreement, T ask him to lay it en the
Table of the House, 1 guarantec that he
eannot produce any agrcement. How i3 it
that South Australia can to-day sell wheat
and send the offal to Western Australia if
there is an agreement?

Hon. P. Collier: And Tasmania the same.

Hon, W, (', ANGWIN: Yes; there is no
such thing as an agreement, Several state-
ments have been made tonight with regard
to Mr, Hughes. I want to point ont that the
f.o.b. price of wheat per bushel in 1916 was
38, 4.6d.; in 1917 4s. 6.5d. though we were
paying 4s. 9d.; in 1918 3s, 0.7d.; in 1919 39,

They do not
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8.1d.; and in 1920 7s. 6.1d., when we were
paying 7s. 8d. or an average for the
five years of 3s. 86d. f.o.b. These figurea
were quoted by Mr. Hughes just prior to his
departure for England, and I take it that
they are correet. What is the position this
vear! We are anticipating to return to the
farmers 7s. 8. a bushel, but that is based on
the price for 23,000,000 bushels of wheat
which has yet to be sold. Is it possible that
the board can waintain the average price of
9s. a bushel when they are selling at the
present time to millers for local consnmption
at 93. and for flour for shipment to South
Afriea, Bast Pacific Islands, ond New Zea-
land for September and November at 6s.9d.7
There have been three reductions of 3d. a
bushgl for wheat for flour to be shipped
overseas. Is it fair that thizs price of 9s.
should be continued?

Mr, Latham: We do not want it to con-
tinue.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN, 1f T believed what
the hon. member believes, that there shonld
be no control whatever, T should oppose
every clause of the Bill. The hon. member
dare not do it. He believes in trade being
free from control, and yet he votes for
control under this Bill.

Mr. Latham: Only for this year.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Let us see if he
will vote on the third reading of the Bill
according to his principles. In Chicago,
during the months of June and July of this
year, deliveries of wheat were quoted at 3s.
7d. a bushel, and for September delivery at
5. 214d.

Mr, A, Thomson: What about the differ-
ence in exchange? :

[Mr. Angelo took the Chair.]

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Perhaps the hon.
mwember is of the same opinion as a member
of the farmers’ party in the House of Repre-
sentatives, who said that the parity price of
wheat in Australis should be the cost of
sending it to London and bringing it
back again. .

Mr. A. Thomson: I do not say that.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Tf Messrs. Monger
and Company told the hon. member to vote
for that, he wonld do so. I find from the
‘‘Primary Prodlucer’’ of the 30th September
last a lengthy reference to the visit to Wagin
of Agent Johnson. I do not knew if he is a
relation of the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin, but he pitches as good a tale as the

hon. member, This agent of the farmers’
party said that the Land -Aet Amend-
ment  Act meant £215,000 reduetion

in land values throughout the State, that
during the Fremantle strike the Railway
Department bad c¢laimed demurrage on the
wool in course of transit, but that theis¢
president (Mr. A. J. Monger) had pointed
out that they could not charge this sum,
thus saving the growers £4,000. Mr, .John-
son also said that the reduction on poison
Jands had saved the farmers a stupendous
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amount; that the water charges along the
Coolgardie line had been reduced from s,
per 1,000 gallons to 2s. 6d. per 1,000 gallons,
thug enabling the farmers to keep stock.
The article in question was headed, ‘* What
P.A.A. branches are doing,’’ ¢‘QOrganiser
Johnson visits Wagin.’? When a repre-

sentative of this organisation goes about

the eountry belittling the Goverament in
the way I have shown, and indicating that
-the Government have to do what they are
told, it is time someone took serious action.
- Tt is even time that members of the Cham-
ber amalgamated and stood behind the Gov-
ernment, and told that party to go to hell
That is the proper place for them. More
tima is oceupied by this Chamber on the
wheat question than upon anything else.
There ave members opposite who represent
almost all branches of primary production,
and yet their sole interests appear to be
applied to the wheat question. - If wheat
ean be grown and sold in the United States
for 5s. 2%4d., the same thing ean be done
here. There are also members opposite who
do not grow apy wheat at all, and yet they
are opposed to a fair proposition that fixes
the maximum at 7s. In reality, 6s would
* be enough. I am doubtful whether it is
right to impose a minimum price for wheat,
beecause that will become the price upon

which the Government will give their
guarantee.
The Minister for Mines: Why do you

want to fix the maximum at 7s.¢

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Almost through-
out the year we have been paying a higher
rate than the London parity; folly 1s. 6d.
per bushel more. : .

The Minister for Mines: If you are satis-
fiecd with 6s. a bushel why do you want to
fix the maximum at 7s., based on the Lon-
don parity? You have nothing to fear by
leaving the position as it is set forth in
the Bili.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: We have had our
experignce -in the past to guide us. The
Bill passed last year said the price was to
be fixed on the London parity, but it has
been higher than that. What we want to
do is to prevent similar action from being
taken again. We want to see that the price
does not exceed 7s, upon which the Gov-
ernment would guwarantee about 3s. 104.

Mr. Latham: Wa are satisfied.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: Then the hen.
member is satisfied with the amendment.

Mr, Latham: I do not say that it is neces-
sary. The price of wheat will not reach 7s.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Tf possible, we are
going to prevent the wheat board from
placing a value upen wheat above the
Londen parity.

Mr. Latham: I hope we shall get the 7s.

Hor. W. C. ANGWIN: I shall vote for
the amendment.

Mr. PICEERING: I come from an elee-
torate which, unfortunately, is not troubled
by maximum prices, but is concerned with
minimum prices.
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Hop. P. Collier;: What do you grow in the
South-West?

Mr. PICKERING: On every occasion
when I bave spoken the Leader of the
Opposition has casi cheap sneers, endeav-
ouring to belittle my knowledge of farm-
ing. I have had 15 or 16 years’ practical
farming experience in this State.

Houn. P. Collier: I have never denied -it.

Mr. PICEERING: I resent the imputa-
tions which the Leader of the Opposition is
constantly casting on me.

Hon. P, Collier: 1 have never done any-
thing of the kind.

Mr. PICKERING: The interest of the
Opposition in & maximnm price for the
farmer’s wheat is something deserving of
notice. "When butter was being sold at
prices ranging nearly to 3s. per lb., there
was a howl from the Opposition; but to-

day, when butter is down to 1s, 3d.
per lb.——

Hon. W, €. Angwin: How much?

Mr. PICKERING: One shilling and
threepence.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: We have to pay
2g, for it.

Mr. PICKERING : When the price of
butter i3 down to 1s. 3d, one hears no
ery from the Opposition for the regulation
of the price. I heard no clamour from
the Opposition that assistance should be
granted to the potato grower when, last
year, potatoes were down to £3 per ton—a
price which did not pay for the digging.
When fruit was down to starvation prices
during the war, there was no agitation from
the Opposition for fixing the price of Iruit.

Hon. W. (. Angwin: Your asgociation
should have seen to that.

Mr. PICKERING: The truth hurts hon,
members oppositee. I do not trust the
arguments of the Opposition in support
of this amendment, The price of wheat
may fall below 3s. 8d., and then the farmer
will have to bear the loss.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: No fear; the Stata,

Mr., PICKERING: We hear nothing in
this Chamber about the iniquitous sugar
steal.

Hon. P. Collier: I rize to a point of order.
The hon. member hag been discussing fruit
and potatoes, and now he is on the question
of sugar; and I submit that those matters
have nothing whatever to do with the ques-
tion of the price of wheat.

The CHATRMAN: T will ask the member
for Sussex to coufine his remarks to the Bill,

Mr., PICKERING: The question is
whether we shall fix a maximum price and
a minimum price for wheat for local con-
gumption. The amendment of the Leader
of the Opposition originally referred to a
maximum price not exceeding 7s, and a
minimum price of not less than 5s., per
bushel, For some reason which he has not
stated, the hon. gentleman bas cut out the
minimum, I am trying to show the incon-
gistency of the Qpposition, who do not care
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what the community has to pay for supgar,
or how the jam industry is ruined by the
high priee of sugar,

The CHAIRMAN This Parliament has no
coptrol over sugar,

[Mr. Stubbs resumed the Chair.]

. Mr, PICKERING: The question of the
influence of protection has been largely
dealt with by other members, and perhaps
I may refer to it. We know the effects of
the iniquitous imposts which this country
has to bear owing to the excessive tariff
we struggle against.

Hon, P. Collier: I rise to a point of order.
I submit that in this Chamber we have no
power to deal with matters of the tariff,
which are selely within the province of the
Commonwealth Parliament,

The CHAIRMAN: I support the point of
order, and I ask the member for Sussex to
confine his remarks to the subject before the
Chair.

Mr. PICKERING: During the previous
part of the debate considerable reference
was made to the bearing of the tariff on
this question,

Hon. T. Walker: I submit that the hon.
member is disputing your ruling, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Bussex will kindly confine himself to the
amendment.

Mr. PICKERING: It is obvious that the
.member for Kanowna does rot want me to
express my views on the tariff.

The CHAIRMAN: Will the member for
Sussex be so kind as to obey the Chair? I
have asked him to confine himself to the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. PICKERING: One of the phases
dealt with at considerable length by the
member for Leederville was the cost of
wheat to the poultry farmer. In my opinion,
the suceess of poultry farming 1s not so
largely dependent upon the price of wheat
as that hon. member desired to convey.
Quite irrespective of the price of wheat,
there have been more failures in connection
with poultry farming than in connection
with any other phase of farming in this
State, failures due to jignorance of, and lack
of attention to, the poultry farmer’s busi-
ness. If poultry farmers liked to grow
Indian corn, sunflowers, and so forth, they
could largely supply the feed their stock
require.  One can understand the attitnde
of the member for North Perth in desiring
to have the price of wheat for local coun-
sumption fixed at ¥s

Hen. P. Collier: The member for North
Perth (did not speak.

Mr. PICEERING: No; but he made sev-
eral interjeetions. FHe eneourages pig clobs,
and I, suppese he is anxious that the pigs
of the elub members shonld be fed cheaply
at the expense of the farmers. When eggs
were at a price of 4s. per dozen, T never
heard any  seggestion  from the poultry
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farmers that the price of eggs shomld be
regulated. I trust the Committee will not
allow themselves to be misled by the ‘‘mis-
representatives’’ of the poultry farming in-
dustry..

The CHAIRMAXN : Let us confine our-
selves to the question before the Chair.

Mr. PICKERING: I oppose the amend-
ment because I have no faith in the motives
underlying it. T am not prepared to trust
people who, while they are ready to fix a
maximum, are not ready to fix a minimum,
for the necedy farmers of the South-West.
Since 1914 the wheatgrowers have had a
good spell; but, as sure as night follows
day, droughts will come again in Australia,
Our farmers want all the advantage they
can get in good times to tide them over the
inevitable times of diffieulty. Not a single
farmer wants to be placed again in such a
position that he can be charged with re-
ceiving charity from the State through the
LA.B.—charity of which he had to pay
back every penny, with interest added.

Mr. Johnston: Seven per cent. interest,

Mr. PICKRERING: We have heard very
mueh about what the State has done for the
farmers. They do not want to be placed in
the position of having te ecome to the Gov-
ernment again. They want to have the op-
pertunity during the years of good prices
and geod seasons to place themselves in such
a position that they will be independent of
State assistance in the future.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following resnlt:—

Ayes .. .. .. 26
Noes . .- .. 10

Majority for .. .. 16

AYES.

Mr. Angwip " Mr. McCallum

Mr. Carter Mr. Mullany

Mr. Chesson Mr. Munsie

Mr. Clydendale Mr. Richardson

Mr. Collier Mr. Simons

Mr. Corboy Mr, J. H. Smith

Mrs, Cowan Mr. J. M. Smith

Mr. Davies Mr, Troy

Mr. Gibson Mr. Undeirwood

Mr. Heron Mr. Walker

Mr. Lambert Mr. Willeock

Mr., Mann Mr. Wilsan

Mr. Marshall Mr. O'Loghlen

(Teller.)

NoEs

Mr. Angelo Mr. H. K. Maley

Mr, Broun Sir James Mitrhell

Mr, Durack Mr. Pickering

Mr. George Mr. Piesse

Mr. Hickmott Mr. Sampson

Mr. Johnston Mr. Scaddan

Mr, Latbam Mr. A. Thomson

Mr, C. C. Maley Mr. Denton

(Tetler.)

Pair:

Aye, Mr. Boyland; No, Mr., Tarrison.
Amendment thus passed.
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Hon. P, COLLIER: Clange 13 provides
that ‘‘for the purposes of this section, the
Minister may make a condition of the sale
of wheat to millers, for gristing that suech
products as may be sold for consumption in
the State, shall be sold at prices approved
by him.’’ Subelause 2 deals with the same
question, and refers to the fixation of the
price charged for bread and the pioducts of
. wheat on sales for local congumption in the
State. Therein it is set ont that the Minister
may fix the price. I am not sure whether the
Housze should not replace the ‘‘may’’ by the
mangatory ¢‘shall.’’

The Premier: The clause gives us the
right to interfere.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 8o long as the mil-
lers and others are dealing fairly with the
general public regarding the sale of flour and
the products of wheat, the Government will
not consider it their duty to intcrfere, If the
millers adopt a profiteering attitude and take
advantage of the position to charge a high
price for flonr and the produets of wheat, it
will be time for the Government to step in.

The Premier: That is the position.

Hon. P. COLLTER: 'The only question
which arises in the event of the House al-
lowing ‘“may’’ to remain in the clause, is:
8hall we trust the Government to do the
right thing.

Mr. Underwood:
the position.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is really the
position. The question is whether we wonld
be justified at this stage in trusting the
Government_so far as the price of wheat is
concerned. As to the members of the Gov-
erpment themselves, I would be quite willing
to leave it at that, but we must not overlook
those who are sitting behind the Govern-
ment, .

Mr. McCallum: The unseen hand again.

The Minister for Mines: I think the
Leader of the Opposition is afraid of a
change in the Government.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The only thing that
will bring about o change will be the atti-
tude of the Government in relation to the
representatives of the farmers sitting behind
them.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: If they don’t tone
down that party, there will be a change.

Hon. P. COLLTER: There may be the
necessity to protect the public against the
profiteer. It will be admitted it would be an
easy matter for those dealing in flour and
the by-produects of wheat, unless the Gov-
ernment take a firm stand, to put up the

-prices, beeause it is generally understood that
the Prices Regulation Act will not be re-
newed this year, in which case the millers
bakers, and everyone else ¢oncerned, will have
a free hand.

The Minister for Mines: Thia elanse gives
us the power to step in under such circum-
stanees.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is so. I do not
feel digposed to move an amendment to sub-
stitute ‘‘shall’’ for ‘‘may,’’ because I

L]

That iz not altogether

1079

think at such a time discretionary power
shovld be left in ihe hands of the Govern-
ment. I should like an assurance from the
Government that no profitecring will be al-
lowed in the direction I have indieated.
The Premier: You ean have that as-
surance, :

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauzes 14 to 17—agreed to.
Schedule: .

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: T move an amend-
ment—

« That in line 2 of paragraph 3 tle words

fexcept with the written consent of the

Minister’’ be struck out.
This provision was not included in the last
agreement. I do not know why it is put in.
The Westralian Farmers Ltd. have a monop-
oly in the handling of wheat, and if we agree
to the inclusion of the words, they will to a
large extent have a monopoly in the sale of
wheat.

The MINISTER FOR AGRTCULTURE :
The inference to be drawn from the remarks
of the hon. member is that it is incomprehen-
sible how these words have crept inte the
Bill. Hon. members will remember a leading
article appearing in the ‘‘West Anstralian’’
of the 19th September, in the course of which,
referring to the Wheat Marketing Bill, it
was stated— :

In another detail the Bill will be
amended. No one seems to know how the
provision in the third clangse of the pro-
posed agreement with the Westralian Far-
mers Ltd., giving them the right, with the
written permission of the Minister for Ap-
ricalture, to deal in wheat on their own
account, erept into the schedule. Its pre-
sence, after being commented wupon in
these columns, exeited quick protests from
cominereial men; and the Leader of the

Opposition on Thursday announced that he

would in Committee endeavour to have the

obnoxious principle eliminated. MMr. Col-
lier will not encounter much difficulty in
effecting his purpose. It is regrettable that
the measure should be marred by a defect
of this kind, which concentrates attention
upon certain activities of the Farmers Co-
operative Society, and gives a handle to
those who conterfd that it is a mischievons

influence in nolitics. Then the Bill is im-

prosed by affording protection to the loeal

congumer, and by depriving the agents of

a right to traffic in wheat, all the troubles

of marketing will not vanish, Indeed, they

will then commence.
Amny stick is good enough with which to beat
a dog so far as the ‘*West Australian’’ is
concerned regarding certain Ministers in
Cabinet, No inference has been too cheap to
draw. The inference here is that influence
hkas been brought to bear upon me as Min-
ister for Agrieulture to include something at
the last moment which should not have been
placed in the Bill. This same provision has
existed ever since a Wheat Marketing Bill

-
.
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has been brought before this House, This
Chamber passed similar legislation last year.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Where i5 it?

The MIXISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T will give the hon. member the whole of the
facts. In the 1917-18 Bill the Westralian
Farmers, as agents, undertook and agreed
duripg the continuance of the agemcy, not to
buy, sell, trade in, hold, store or otherwise
deal with any wheat (except seed wheat,
poultry and pig wheat, provided the hand-
lings of such wheat were in avcordance with
the Wheat Marketing Aet, 191G), on their
own account or on behalf of any other person
exgept the Government, without the authority
of the Minister first obtained. In the 1918.
19 and 1919.20 pools the Westralian Farmers
Ltd, were the sole acquiring agents, and the
same undertaking was given. In the 1920-21
pool the Westralian Farmers were the sole
acquiring agents, and Clause 3 of the Bill
provided that they should not sell, trade or
deal in wheat without the authority of the
Minister first obtained. Tn another place
the words ‘‘withont the authority of the
Minister first obtained’’ were struck out. Tn
this schedule the words have been included
solely with a view to the distribution of seed
wheat. During the last 12 months we have
distributed a large quantity of seed wheat
throegh the Agricultural Department and
the Agricultural Bank, and we wish to en-
courage the maintenance of proper standards
of peed wheat. On that score alope will per-
mission be given to the Westralian Farmers
Itd. to deal in wheat of any deseription.
_That is the sole purpose of the provision.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Nobody respects
the Minister more than do I, but he requires
to see to his owa protection. I know how
Mr. Baxter, the late Minister, was treated
when e had to fight the Westralian Farmers
Ltd. on any point, It was hell on earth for
him. Whenever the Minister eomes into con-
flict with the Westralian Farmers Ltd. his
life will not be worth living. In his own
interests, the provision should come cut. He
will have every member of the Country Party
on to him.

Mr, Latham: Rats!

The Minister for Mines: That is pure
assumption on your nart. Personally I do
not eare a tuppenny dump for the Westralian
Farmers Ltd. .

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: They are lowering
the Qignity of the Ministers of the Crown in
going about the country making the state-
ments they are induiging in.

Mr. Piesse: What are the statements?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T have previously
quoted the ““‘Primary Producer.’?

Hon. P. Collier: They saidq they would
make Ministers do what they wanted done,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: T know of pressure
having been brought to bear on Ministers,
When Mr. Baxter eame into confli-t with the
Westralian Farmers Lid. hiz life was made
unbearable, and eventually he was kicked
. out of the Government. In the interests of
the Minister himself, these words should come
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out. Backed up as they are by a political
organisation, the Westralian Farmers Ltd.
are a monopolistic trading concern endea-
vouring te crush everybody else. If the
thing be left to the Minister, his position
will be most unenviable. Even now it is
anything but rosy, for if he sells wheat too
cheaply there will be a row, and if he does
not sell it at all still there will be a row. It
is our duty to protect the Minister. T have
not read the mewspaper article quoted by the
Minister to-night. My sole reason for moving
the amendment is the protection of the Ain-
ister. .

Hon. P. COLLIER. Did the knocking nut
last year of this permissive power proposed
to be given to the Ministzr oceasion any in-
convenience in the administration of the
pool? If not I should say, for the reasons
given by the member for North-East Fre-
mantle, the provision is better out, in order
that the Minister might be relieved of any
pressure likely to be brought to bear upon
him,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The distribution of seed wheat through the
Agricultural Department and the Agrieul-
tural Bank last year wgs not as satisfactory
as it might have been, and we decided to
improve it this year by utilising the organi-
sation of the Westralian Farmers Ltd. Per-
sonally, having voiced my protest, I am pre-
pared to leave it to the judgment of the
Committee, We have at Fremantle a large
reconditioning plant to dispose of which is
particularly suitable to the eontemplated
work, and for which the Westralian Farmers
Ltd. are prospective bhuyers conditionally
on our endeavouring to promote the seed
wheat distribution. It is on this ground and
on this ground alone that permission will be
granted to the Westralian Farmers Ltd. I
can see no harm whatever in retaining the
words and I apprehend no persecution from
the Westralian Farmers Ltd,

Mr, Maun: Limit it to seed wheat.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE :
Very well, T will give an undertaking that it
will be limited to seed wheat.

Mr, Lambert: Hit it out.

The Minister for Mines: The Minister has
given an undertaking that it will be limited
as requested.

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

Ayes .. . .. 16
Noes e .. .. 23
Majority against o7
AYES.
Mr. Aagwin Mr. McCallum
Mr. Chesson Mr. Munsie
Mr. Clydesdale Mr, Simons
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr, Corboy Mr. Walker
Mr. Heron Mr., Willeock
Mr. Lambert Mr. Wllson
Mr. Marshall Me. O'Loghlen
{Teller)
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Noga,
Mr, Angelo Mr. H. K. Maley
Mr. Broun Mr, Mannh
Mr. Carter Sir James Mitchell
Mrs., Cowan Mr. Pickering
Mr. Davles Mr, Piesse
Mr. Denton Mr. Richardsen
Mr. Durack Mr. Sampson
Mr. Glbsen Mr. Scaddan
Mr., Hickmolt Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Johuston My, Underwood
Mr. Latham Mp. Mullany |
Mr, Q. C. Maley (Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I
ment—

That the following be added to para-
graph 4:—f‘The agent undertakes and.
agrees with the Minister that all wages
paid for work done by its employees, or by
the employees of any sub-agent or of any
contractor under the agent or any sub-
agent relating to this agency, shall be at
the ruling rate of wages for the same
kind of work in the distriet in which the
work is performed. The agent shall be
responsible for the payment of all wages
dne to the employees of its sub-agents and
of contractors under the agent and its sub-
agents earmmed in work relating to this
agency; and in default of payment the
Minister may pay any such wages and
recover the amount so paid by him from
the agent as money paid for the agent at
its request.’’

I hope that, after the protestations from
members on the other side of the Housa
that they favour paying the ruling rate and
doing a fair thing by the emploree, Ty
proposal to attain this object will be
accepted.

The Minister for Mines: It is an over-
sight that it was not included.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE: I
have spoken to the acquiring apents and
they have no objection to the amendment,
although it may appear to some of us to be
a matter for the Arbitration Court.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: T move an amend-
ment—
That in paragraph 19 the words ‘‘one-
-~ eighth of a penny’’ be struck ont and
‘‘one. farthing’’ be inserted in lieu.
In most of the agreements each agent has
had to put up a security of £20,000, In
1919 this was altered to £10,000, when the
‘Westralian Farmers Ltd. came in. In the
1919 agreement the limitation of liability
was one farthing per bushel which about
equalised the £10,000 security. Wkat is the
use of making the security £10,000 when
the farthing is turned into an eighth of a
penny, equal to ouly about £5,000%
The Colonial Secretary: One-eighth of a
penny on 12 million bushels would be £6,200.

move an amend-
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Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: The limitation of
liability to one-eighth of a penuy is very
low.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE: I
see no necessity for the amendment. There
is not the eclement of doubt in regard to the
liability for damage and out-turn that there
was in the initinl stages of the pool. The
rate and the bond proposed constitute a
fair basis, when one congiders the rapid
and efficient manner in which our wheat
has been handled in the past.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Paragraphs 18 and
19 are coniradictory. The former provides
for a houd of £10,006, and the latter for a
liability of ome-eighth of a penny per
bushel, which is equal to only about £5,000.

The Minister for Mines: That is not un-
usual. -

Hon, P. COLLIER: Anything may hap-
pen next year which did not happen last
year, and a serious loss may ensue.

Mr. A. Thomson: It was oue-cighth of a
penny last year.

Hon. P, COLLIER: I think it should be
a farthing this year.

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . 18
Noes .. .. .. 21
Majority against 3
— L]
ATES.
Mr. Aangwin Mr. McCallum
Mr. Carter Mr. Munsie
Mr. Chesson Mr. Simons
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Troy
Mr. Collier Mr, Walker
Mr. Gorboy Mr. Willcock
Mr. Gibsob Mr. Wllison
Mr. Heron Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert {Teller.)
Mr, Marshall
NoEs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Mann
Mr. Broun Sir James Mitchell
Mrs. Cowan Mr. Pickering
Mr. Daviea . Mr. Piesse
Mr. Denton Mr. Richardson
Mr. Durack Mr. Sampson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Johnston Mr. A. Thomson
Mr, Latham Mr. Underwood
Mr. C. C. Maley Mr. Mullany
Mr. H. K. Maley (Teller.)

Amendment thua negatived.

Schedule, as previously amended, agreed
to.

Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY—
PRESENTATION.

Mr. SPEAKER [11.4] : T have to inform
hon. members that I presented the Address.
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in-reply to His Excellency the Governor,
and that I have received the following
reply from His Exeellency:—

My, Speaker and Members of the Legis-
lative Assembly: I thank you for your
Address-in-reply to my Speech with which
I opened Parliament, and for your ex-
pressions of loyalty to Qur Most Gracious
Sovereign.  Signed, F. A. Newdegate,
Governor.

House adjourned at 11.6 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 5th October, 1921.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prapers.

PRIVILEGE—GRATUITY
DISPOSALS.

Spcc'ml Report of Select Committee.

-, WILSON (Collie) [4.30]: On a matter
0f prn ilege, I wish to bring up a speeial re-
port of tha seleet committee appointed to
inquire into transactions relating to war
gratuity bonds.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon,
procead,

Mr. WILSON: The special report of the
committee is as follows:——

We have the honour to report that, in
obedience to a resolution of this House
passed 21st September last, we commenced,
ag a select committee of the House, an
investigation of the methods adopted by
financial agents and others regarding pro-
fiteering in the buying of war pgratuity
bonds from returned soldiers of the ALF,,

BONDS,"

member may

{ ASSEMBLY.)

and other matters contained in the said
resolution. We summoned Mr. R. @&. Friel,
Commonwealth Sub-Treasurer, to give evi-
dence at 11 o’clock this morning, and to
produce certain papers and documenta.
Your committee had taken the precaution,
as far back as Thursday last, 29th Sep-
tember, to wire the Prime Minister re-
questing him to give Mr. Friel the neces-
sary permission to supply the committes
with the required information, but regret
to say no answer to that wire has been
received, Mr., Friel attended this morning,
and informed the commiitec that he had
wired the Commeonwealth Treasurer the
day following the appointment of this
eommittee, and inquired as to his position.
He was instructed to take no action pend-
ing further advice., He had since sent
further wires to which no replies had been
received, and in view of his instructions
he declined to give evidence, or produce
any papers or documents. Your commit-
tee are of opinion that the evidence of
Mr. Friel is essential to their work, and in
accordance with Section 7 of the Parlia-
mentary Privileges Aect, 54 Victoria, No 4,
report the matter to the House and recom-
mend that action be taken in accordance
with that section.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mit-

- chell—Northam)} [4.32]: I move—

That Mr. R. G. Friel, Commonwealth
Sub-Trensurer in Western Australia, be or-
dered to give the evidence and produce
the documents required by the committee
in the terms of the summons at such time
and place as the committee may desire.

Question put and passed.

Mr. WILSON: I move—

That the Premier be requested to tele-
graph the foregoing resolution to the
Prime Minister.

Question put and passed.
QUESTION—CATTLE TMPORTATIONS,
EMBARGO.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN asked the Minister for
Agriculture; 1, Is the embargo against the
importation of cattle from South Australia

stil  in  foree? 2, Is he aware that
the ecattle tnat are being imported come
from a locality hundreds of miles from

where plevro was discovered? 3, Is it a fact
that only eight train-loads of stock have
come from South Australin, while eighteen
train-loads went from Western Australia
during the past twelve months? 4, Are the
cattle now held at EKalgoorlie clean? 5, In
the interests of consumers, does he intend to
lift the embarge?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Yes, 2, No. 3, No. The correct
figures are 20 inward and four ontward. 4,
All these cattle have now been slaughtered.
5, Yes, when it is considered safe to do szo.



