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

PAPERS PR ESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, State Steamship
Service, balance-sheet and profit and loss
account for the year ended 30th June,
1914. 2, Government Savings Bank,
balance-sheet, report, and returns for the
year ended 30th June, 1914.

By the Minister for Education: Edu-
cation Department, amendment of regu-
lations.

QUESTION - RAILWAY EXCURB-
SION FARES.

Farmers attending the University.

Hon. J. MITCHELL asked the Minister
for Railways: 1, Is it a fact that farmers
attending the special farmers' classes
at the University are denied the excursion
fares granted to other University stud-
ents? 2, If so, will he take steps to ren-
der these cheap fares available to those
attending the farmers' classes in future?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, Yes. 2, Considerable
concessions are already granted for
the assistance of education, and it
is not proposed to add to them
at the present time. In view of the ad-
vantages to be gained from these classes.
it is hardly likely Chant the farmer will
neglect this opportunity simply because
the fares are not specially reduced.

QUESTION - EXPLOSIVES MAGA-
ZINE, WOODMIAN'S POINT.

Mr. BOLTON asked the 'Minister for
Mins :1,What quantity of explosives

was Field in Strelitz Bros.' magazine at
Woodman's Point at the time of declara-
tion of war between Great Britain and
Germany! 2, Were Strelitz Bros. the
duty accredited agents for the firm of
Nqobel, Ilaniburg? 3, What quantity of
explosives has been removed from Strelitz
Bros.' magazine since the declaration of
war between Great Britain arid Germany?
4, What quantity of explosives is at pres-
ent in Slrelitz Bros.' magazine?

The -MINISTER FOil MINES re-
plied: 1, Approximately 150 tons. 2,
Yes; hut ail licenses for storage are in
the name of Strelitz Bros., as thie depart-
mnent have always insisted upon having
local responsibility. 3, Approximately
147 tons. 4, Three tons. (There have
been no consiglIments received since the
outbreak of the war.)

QUESTION - RAILWAY FREE
PASSES TO LARGE FREIGHT-
ERS.

Mr. MUNSIE asked the Minister for
Railways: Seeing that 19 p~ersons held
free railway'passes on December 19th,
1911, ill considerat ion of thie payment of
large freights, can he inform me at wvhat
date those passes were discontinued?

'The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The free passes referred to ex-
pired on the 31st December, 1911. Passes
were issned for 1912, but the regulations
were amended as from the 1st January,
1913, and since then no free Passes have
been issued.

QUESTION -HOSPITAL FOR IN-
SANE, CLAREMONT, OVER-
CR0OWDING.

Mr. VERYARD asked the Premier: 1,
Is he aware that the Hospital for the
Insane at Claremont is ov-er-crowded with
patients, and that considerable space is
being used which was not allocated for
patients'? 2, If so, is it the intention of
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the Government to place on the Estimates
a sum to provide further accommodation?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The In-
spector General has reported such to be
the case. 2, The matter is under con-
sideration.

QUESTION - PROSPECTING ON
PASTORAL LEASEHOLD.

Mr. 3. P. G-ARDINER asked the Mfin-
ister for Mines: 1, Is he aware that a
pastoral lessee in the Pilbara district is
unduly harassing prospectors on his
lease? 2, If so, will he declare a mining
reserve on this Tease, and thus create em-
ployment for a large number of men?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, It has been so reported, and inquiries
are being made. 2, 1 cannot say until
reports have been received and considered.

QUESTION-JETTY FOR BEADON
POINT.

Mr 1 P GIARDINER askced the Min-
ister for Works: When wil
survey be made at BeadonI
jetty as promised by the ex-
Works?7

The MINISTER FOR T
plied: The question as to w1
vey will be commenced is nom
sideration.

QUESTION - POLICE
MENT.

Illicit Sale of Liquor Pro
Mr. J. P. GARDINER sl

mier: 1, Is it; a fact that on
last an officer of the Police
approached the wife of a at'
Claremont, representing that
physical distress, and prevaile
much against her will, to corn
of the Licensing Act? 2, Does
of the adoption of such meth
gard to holders of gallon lice
not, will he take steps to bar
removed from the force?

The PREMIIER replied: 1,
methods attributed to the pi

particular case are now being investi-
gated by the Commissioner of Police with
a view to any further action deemed
necessary.

QUESTION-ELECTORAL CENSUS.
Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY asked the At-

torney General: 1, Did the Chief Elec-
toral Officer furnish an estimate prior to
the general election for an electoral cen-
sus for the whole of the State? 2, What
was the amount of such estimate? 3, Did
the Chief Electokt Officer give an esti-
mate for the four Perth electorates? 4,
If so, what was the amount of this esti-
mate9

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, Yes. 2, In framing the annual esti-
mates, at a period when the police were
available to do the bulk of the work, the
Chief Electoral Officer asked for £4,000
for the canvass alone. 3, No. 4, See
answer No. 3.

I a definite ELECTORAL DEPARTMENT-AN
E'oint for a EXPLANATION.
M~inister for The ATTORNEY GENERALT. (Hon.

T. Walker-Kanowna) [4.40]: Perhaps
7ORKS re- I may be permitted to make a statement
ben the sur- in reply to the charge of inactivity on

under con- the part of the Electoral Departmenit.
Last night it was stated-I was out of
the Chamber at the time, or I would have
made the correction then-that there were

DEPART- on the roll for the Perth electoral dis-
trict the names of some 3,500 people who

isecution. were not entitled to vote, and that tlwee
red the Pre- had been at least 100, probably nearly
5th October 200, of those people challenged by the
Department Liberal scrutineers upon going to the
arekeeper at poll. It was stated that although this in-

he was in formation had been forwarded to the
~d upon her, Chief Electoral Officer nio action had been
wit a breach taken by the Electoral Department. I
he approve now desire to inform the House that

ods with re- the hon. member referred to did take to
nses? 3, If the Electoral Office a roll, upon which
e this officer there were pencillings-out of some 2,000

odd names. To be exact, 2,449 names had
2. and 3. The been ruled off. Further, the statement
alite in this was made that these names ruled off were
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chiefly names of persons who were not
resident in the district, who had been as,~
certained niot to be resident in the dis-
trick. On the 1st December last the Chief
Electoral Officer asked the hion, member
to give such information as would enable
the department to make clear and definite
inquiiries with respect to the charges
which the lion, member had made. The
Chief Electoral Officer on that date wrote
a-s follows:-

Sir.-WTith reference to the copy of
the Perth district roll, which you sub-
mitted to me after the'recent Assembly
election, and upon which a large num-
ber of namies were ruled off, I under-
stood you to say that such names re-
presented electors who had been ascer-
tained, from your exhaustive canvass
of the district, neither to live at the
address for which they appear on the
printed roll, nor at any other address
in the Perth electoral district. To en-
able me to formulate the necessary in-
quiries, and to decide upon the extent
to which such inquiries should be car-
ried out, I shall be glad to know
whether I have correctly understood the
statement you made to me. Thanking
you in anticipation for a reply by re-
turn of mail, I have the honour, etc.,
etc.

Now, that was on the 1st December. It
was not until the 7th December that a
reply was received, although, in order to
expedite matter;, a reply was requested
by return of mail. On the 7th December
the hion. member wrote to the Chief
Electoral Officer as follows-

Dear Sir,-Tn answer to your letter of
the 1st inst., as I thought T had already
explained to you, the marked roll for
the Perth district was attained in the
first instance, prior to the issue of the
writ of the election, by my friends in
making an entire houise to house can-
vass, and ascertaining the occupants of
each house, and if they were not on the
roll requesting them to sign a claim
card, Then, during the election, the
roll -was dissected street by street, and
thle Occupants of each house, so far as
they appeared on the roll, were listed.

Then each house was visited, and care-
ful inquiries were made as to whether
these people still occupied the address
given on the electoral roll; if not, were
they known to be resident in any other
part of the electorate. It was then, on
this information, that the names were
ruled off as you find them on the roll.
I mighit add, however, for your infor-
mation that, among thle thousands
whom I ruled off on the roll, there are
a great many ruled off for the reason
that, in, the peculiar compilation of the
roll, some persons' names appeared
twice and even three times, and some-
times, as you will observe, these names
were side by side. The enasures, there-
fore, include the duplicated names of
these persons. I do not know that I
can give you any further information.
I thought I had already made this dlear
to you.

Now, as a matter of fact, from the very
day that the bon, member called at the
Electoral Department, the department
was at work. The reason why the Chief
Electoral Ofificer sent that letter to the
hion. member was that the department
might be sure as to the particulars which
could he furnished to aid in the inquiry.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Have you the
Chief Electoral Officef~s answer to that
last letter of mine, the answer that I re-
ceived to-day? Re ad it if you have.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes,
I think that was on the 9th. Here it is-

I beg to acknowledge, with many
thank;, the receipt of your letter of
the 7th instant, contents of which I
*have carefully noted. I was under the
impression that I had correctly under-
stood Your verbal statement to me
with reference to the roll you sub-
mitted, but at the same time, realis-
ing that it is always better to have
these things in writing, I thought it
advisable to trouble you. to confirm
your statement. I am now glad I did
so, as it appears that, in addition to
what you verbally told me, there were
other reasons why some names were
ruled off on the roll, viz., on account
of duplications, etc. This will be duly
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taken into account when the investi-
gations are being tabulated, so as to
avoid recognising such "struck offs"
as for "non-residence." I am making
a thorough investigation of this mat-
ter.

Hon. J. D. Connolly :Yes, "'I am
making"; he had not made.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hion, member stated that at the time
nothing had been done. But the Chief
Electoral Officer writes, "I am making
a thorough investigation," meaning, "I
have commenced, am making and wrill
continue to make it."

Hon. J. DJ. Connolly :I received that
this morning, as a matter of fact.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
letter continues-

I am making a thorough investiga-
tion of this matter, but on account of
the number of cases which have to be
followed up, it will naturally take
some time before inquiries can be com-
pleted. Again thanking you for your
communication above referred to, I
have the honour to be, etc.

Now this is a statement the Chief Elec-
toral Officer made to me this morning-

With reference to the statement
made last night in the Legislative As-
sembly by the Hon. J. D0. Connolly, as
reported in this morning's West
Australian (catting attached hereto),
I beg to report for your information
that Mr. Connolly left a Perth district
roll with me upon which 2,439 names
had been ruled off, and informed me
that these names represented persons
who had been proved, by the compre-
hensive canvass he had caused to be
made prior to the election, not to re-
side in the Perth electoral district,
neither at the address for which they
appeared on the roll nor at any other
Perth address. On the 23rd Novem-
ber I applied to the Commissioner of
Police for assistance to have inquiries
made into 389 eases, which represented
the number of electors marked by Mr.
Connolly who had* recorded their

votes, according to the polling place
rolls. The Commissioner of Police ad-
vised me that it would not be practie-
able to undertake this work by his
officers, and the file reached me on the
27th November. I then decided to
undertake the inquiries by the aid of
temporary officers of this department,
and such inquiry was commenced on
the 30th. November, and the first pre-
liminary outside inquiry completed on
the 7th December. As the first day's
inquiry, however, revealed that a num-
ber of electors were found still to re-
side at the addresses for which they
appeared on the printed roll, I wrote
a letter to Air. Connolly, dated lst De-
cember (copy attached), in order to
ascertain that I bad not misunder-
stood the verbal statement he made to
me, and in order that I might decide
how far inquiries would have to be
made. To this letter 1 did not receive
a reply until the 7th instant, Copy of
such letter and my acknowledgment
Of same are attached hereto; as is also
the instructions issued to the officers
who made the inquiry. As regards
the statement made by Mr. Connolly,
I attach hereto a memo. (marked A),
which sets out the result of the in-
quiry as far as time has admitted of
it being completed. The further in,-
quiry required with regard to those
electors who have not as yet been
found in the Perth electoral district is
being proceeded with, but as it en-
tails finding people outside Perth, it
will, no doubt, not be complete for
some time, as it wvill be necessary to
obtain the assistance of the police in
many eases. I desire to draw atten-
tion to the fact that the names ruled
off on Mr. Connolly 's roll included
persons who were still livingr at the
addresses for which they appeared
duly enrolled, and in one case the elec-
tor bad lived in the house for 20 years,
and in another case 10 years. 3Mr.
Connolly is reported by the West
Australian as having stated that
"though the information was forwar-
ded to the Chief Electoral Officer, no
action had yet been taken." With re-
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ference to this, I can only refer to my
statement above, which shows that the
greater part of the inquiry has al-
ready been completed.

I have the names of those residents who
are referred to as having lived at their
present addresses for 20 and 10 years
respectively, but I do not know that
I ought to disclose them. This is the
statement the Chief Electoral Officer
refers to. I

(1.) Total number of names ruled
off the roll, 2,439. (2.) Total number
of names of electors who voted and
whose names were ruled off the roll,
389. Of the 389 who voted, 156 were
found by the officers who conducted
the inquiry to reside at the addresses
for which they appeared on the roll
70 were found to reside at other ad-
dresses within the Perth electoral dis-
trict; 60 were found to have left the
Perth electoral district within three
months of polling day; 103 have not
yet been found in the Perth electoral
district (inquiries proceeding).

I think the House ought to be in posses-
sion of these facts in view of the state-
ment made last night by the hon. mem-
ber.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Will I be in
order, Mr. Speaker, in making a per-
sonal explanation'?

Mr. SPEAKER: No. I cannot allow
the hon. member to make a personal ex-
planation.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Well, the
Attorney General has said what is not
strictly in accord with facts, and I
wish to put him right.

The Premier. It was the statement of
the Chief Electoral Officer.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I submit, it
would be in accord with the wishes
of the House if you could see your way
clear to allow the hon. member to make
a personal explanation in reply to the
explanation of the Attorney General.
The hon. member evidently thinks that
some of the statements made are not in
accord with the facts as he knows them,
Arnd it would be only fair if he were 0J-

lowed to make a personal explanation.
The Attorney General: I have no ob-

jection to his doing so.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I thought
not.

Air. SPEAKER: The member for
Perth desires to make a personal explan-
ation. My difficulty is that his personal
explanation must necessarily be a dis-
cussion of the statement made by the
Attorney General. Let me read a pas-
sage in May with regard to the situation,
so that hon. members may know how
they stand-

In regard to the explanation of per-
sonal matters, the House is usually
indulgent; and will permit a state-
ment of that character to be made
without any question being before the
House; but no debate should ensue
thereon. General arguments or obser-
vations beyond the fair bounds of ex-
planation, or too distinct a reference
to previous debates, are out of order;
though a member has been permitted
by the Speaker to make, upon a sub-
sequent sitting, an explanation regard-
ing alleged misrepresentation in de-
bate. The indulgence of a personal ex-
planation should be ranted with cau-
tion; for, unless 'discreetly used, it
is apt to lead to irregular debates.

I do not wish to be harsh, If the hon.
memher desires to make a personal ex-
planation 1 feel I may be allowing him to
do something a little irregular, but if he
does not pursue the discussion initiated
by the Attorney General I am willing to
allow him that privilege.

lr. TAYLOR: There is scarcely any
necessity to quote May, because Standing
Order 116 covers the position. Under that
Standing Order, with the indulgence of
the House a member may make a personal
explanation. I think any hon. member is
in order under that section in making a
personal explanation with the indulgence
of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have not forgotten
the Standing Order referred to, and I
know its intention. By the indulgence
of the House a member may explain
matters of a personal nature, but such
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matters may not be debated. The Attor-
ney Genera! has already made a reference
to a matter which is not personal, but
public.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Attorney
Gpneral has read correspondence between
the member for Perth and the Chief Elec-
toral Officer, and bas put his own con-
struction on it.

The Attorney General: I made no com-
ment whatever.

lion. Frank Wilson: I think the hon.
member is entitled to make his personal
explanation.

Air. SPEAKER: The subject matter
of the Attorney General's remarks is en-
tirely one of a public, and not of a per-
sonal nature. It is in connection with
the conduct and operation and adminis-
tration of a public department. The
Attorney General did not debate it. I
watched him closely in that regard. He
read a file-which I can hardly say was
a personal explanation either.

Mr. Taylor: He got it in all the same.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Did he not make
a personal reflection onl me?

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not hear it.
He read portions of a file, and I watched
him closely to see that he entered on no
discussion.

Hon. J. D. Connally: He did more
than read a file.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have said that, al-
though it is a little irregular, I am going
to allow the hon. member to make a per-
sonal explanation,' provided he does not
enter into any discussion.

Hon. T. D3. CONiN1,OLLY: I will be
careful not to enter into a discussion. I
only wish to repeat what has been said
by way of interjection, namely, that the
Attorney General -read the correspond-
ence and made his own comment on it.

The Attorney General: I mnade no com-
ment whatever.

Hon. J. D3. CONNOLLY: He put his
own construction on my remarks. Now
what is this I am chbarged with?

Mr. Bolton: Nothing; it is you who
have made the charge.

Hon. J. D. CONNQLiLY: I am charged
with the serious offence of saying some-
thing not true in regard to the Chief
Electoral Officer. I have said nothing not
true about that officer. This is borne
out inl his own correspondence, in the
letter which I had yesterday. I do not
think it needs explanation. The corres-
pondence, as far as read by the Attorney
General, speaks for .itself. The letters
clearly show that the statement I made
yesterday, with the exception of one cleri-
cal error, was correct, The personal ex-
planation is this: I am accused of say-
ing that the Attorney General took no
action. I say he was justifiedI in that by
his letters and on the correspondence
which the hon. member has read, where
it says action was not taken until 30th
November. He speaks of the 2,500 or
3,500 names being investigated. If the
Chief Electoral Officer or his officers had
exercised ordinary common sense-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member is now debating the matter.

Hon. J. D3. CONNOLLY: I did not
intend to do so, but I want to say that
if the Chief Electoral Officer had looked
at those names he would have seen that
a number were duplications. I am not
surprised to hear that when he visited
the addresses of some of the people he
found the people there.

The Attorney General: These are not
duplications.

Hon. 3. D3. CONNOLLY: I am fair in
assuming that they were duplications. No
doubt ho would have met the addressees
at the addresses, and I want to say there-
fore that the Chief Electoral Officer did
an unnecessary amount of work in visit-
ing certain houses.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Heitmann: Chair; you are not in
the Legislative Council now.

Mr. SPEAKER:- I hope no member
will abuse the privileges given him by
the House.

Hon. J. D3. CONNOLLY: I did not
intend to do so. I have said all that is
necessary.
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BILL-GRAIN AND FOODSTUFF.
Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan-
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe) f[5.2]; 1 move--

That so much of the Standing Or-
ders be suspended as is necessary to
enable the passing of a Bill through
all stages on this day.

Mon. members know already the object
of the motion, It is for the purpose of
passing a measure through all its stages
at this sitting if it is thought necessary.
I may explain that when bon. members
are in possession of the facts and par-
ticulars which wake it necessary to pass
this Bill I am prepared to leave it to
them to say if it should he passed through
all its stages at this sitting or not. This
is a matter of urgency, and I am under-
taking the responsibility by suspending
the Standing Orders, but if members
think that the measure is of such a nature
that they will not pass it to-day because
there should be some further discussion,
then I am prepared to let it go. It is
entirely a non-party measure. It is an
'urgent matter, and the measure can be
passed through all its stages at this sit-
ting- if -we so desire.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[5.4]: 1 do not think any member will
object to the suspension of the Standing
Orders at the request of the Premier
when he states that it is necessary to in-
trodue sJpecial emergency legislation, as
7. anticipated last night when discussing
whether it was desirable to suspend the
Standing Orders. We have already had
some conversation with regard to this
proposed legislation, and whilst wve are
not in possession yet of the full par-
tictilars of what is suggested to be placed
before the Chamber, we are quite pre-
pared, I take it all of us, that the Stand-
ing- Orders shall be suspended in ease it
may be desirable to pass this legislation
through all its stages to-day. Without
being offensive at all, I hope I may point
out that -when members of the Opposi-
tion wvanted the suspension of the Stand-
ing Orders last night, iii order that this
aetion should he taken, it was rejected
at the instance of the Premier. The bon.

member might lust as well have agreed
to the suspension of the Standing Orders
then as to-day.

Mr. SPEAKER: The suspension of
the Standing Orders without notice re-
qures a statutory majority, that is, a
majority of the whole House, I have
counted die Rouse, and I find there is a
majority present.

Question put and passed.

Bill introduced.
The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan-

Brown Hill-Ivanhoe) [5.6]: 1 move-
For leave t o introduce a Bill for "A~n

Act to makce provision for insuring
and distributing supplies of grain and
foodstuffs and for purposes incidental
thereto and Consequent thereon."
Question put and passed.
Bill introduced, and read a first time.

Message.
Message from the Governor received

and read recommending the Bill.

Second reading.
The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan-

Brown Hill-Ivanhoe) (5.71 in moving
the second reading said: The Bill that is
now before members has had to be
drafted and submitted in a few hours
and perhaps without that careful con-
sideration that is so essential for such
an important measure. But we are for-
tunate in having at our hand an Act of
a similar nature which is already in op-
eration and has been so for some time
in the neighbouring State of South Aus-
tralia, which enabled us to draft the Bill
in a way which will be satisfactory to
members. The title, I think, itself ex-
plains pretty fully the object of the Bill,
but I suppose it is necessary that I should
inform members, as far as in my power,
the reason why it is necessary to bring
in the measure. After all it is one that
has far-reaching effects, and is one of a
nature that it is not very often heard
of in any part of the British Dominions,
or in any part of the world, and, is only
necessary to meet abnormal conditions,
and in Western Australia, unfortunately
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as in the other parts of Australia, in
most of the other States, we are doubt-
ful as to the harvest-as to whether we
shall have sufficient for our own require-
ments, and when I say our own require-
ments I mean sufficient for the purposes
of gristing into flour, bran, and pollard,
and for the purpose of providing seed
for this year and perhaps a portion to
carry over to the following harvest as
wvell. I know there is a difference of op-
inion on this point. The Foodstuffs
Commission appointed under an Act of
Parliament passed last session, have in-
formed me that they are of opinion after
careful inquiry that wve shall have sufr-
cient. They have not pledged themselves
to say more than that, while Mr. Sut-
ton, the Commissioner for the Wheat
Belt, who is also a member of the Com-
mission, has made inquiries in that direa-
tion and in other directions, and has
had later particulars than those sup-
plied to the Commission. It is just pos-
sible there way be an actual shortage,
even if we obtain every bushel of wheat
and ounce of flour we have in Western
Australia, and which we are likely to
obtain from the harvest. Unfortunately,
some of the districts arc rendering less
than was anticipated only a month since.
The crops are not turning out as well
as was anticipated in those districtsI al-
though in one or two districts tile re-
turns are exceeding expectations. Tak-
ing it all round, I think we shall find the
harvest will about come up to the antici-
pations of a month since. There will be
none for export, and, uinder those circum-
stances, it is necessary that we should
endeavour to conserve our food supplies
for our people first; in considering that
also to reserve sufficient for seed in
order to put in a larger area next year
when we may have a normal season. I
do not want to make complaints on this
occasion against any merchants or in-
dividuals because after all wve recognise
that trade is trade, but, at the same time,
this fact remains that one or two States
are now certain to have a shortaze. They
will not be able from this harvest to ob-
tain sufficient wheat for purposes of
gristing in their own State to meet the

local demands for flour. Having been
able to foresee that they have repealed
the proclamations that were in opera-
tion a fewv weeks since, and have allowed
the merchants including the millers and
buyers and sellers to fix their own prices
and do business as they choose, with the
result that to-day flour is selling at £14
per ton and wheat is being sold at 6is.
9d. per bushel in Melbourne. In Sydney
old wheat is being sold at 4s. Gd. There
is no quote yet for new. In Adelaide
wheat is being sold at 5s. 7d. for far-
mers. In Sydney the price of flour is
qutoted at £11 17s. Gd. per ton, bran and
pollard £7. Bran and pollard vary in
different. States. I think thle price of
bran and pollard in South Australia and
'Western Australia are the same, £10 for
bran and £10 16s. 8d, for pollard. In
Melbourne bran is quoted at £9 5is. and
pollard £9 10s. In Sydney bran is quoted
at £7 and pollard at £7. Then again I
have had placed in my hands just before
I came into the House a cable received
by a merchant in Perth who is en-
deavouring to obtain a quote for flour
or wheat in New Zealand, and thle re-
ply he got was ''regret cannot quote."
They are not quoting at all in New Zea-
land at thle present time.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Is that applica-
tion made to an individual merchant ar
the Government?

The PRIMIER: it is made by an in-
dividual merchant to a merchant in Auck-
land. There is a point that I want par-
ticularly to draw members' attention to,
and that is the fact that the price has
risen in the other States. In the Melbourne
market flour can command £14 10s. a ton.
We have here an Act uinder which the
Commission which is now operating could
fix the maximum price for the articles
within the State of Western Australia,
and this immediately causes millers !o
look around to see where they could Boail
a better market elsewhere than in West-
ern Australia. If they can do so you can-
not object to such a business proposition,
or if they sell their product somewhere
else for a higher price. In view of tile
fact that they have to my own knowledge
sold flour in Western Australia at £11 10s.
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a ton, f.o.b. Fremantle, for delivery in
Melbourne, it will be seen what is likely
to occur unless we take some action. We
decided during the last session to appoint
a Commission for the purpose of control-
ling foodstuffs in Western Australia.
H1aving decided that, as we did, we must
now take further action for the purpose
of conserving our interests, We should
fix a price not on a basis that would be
detrimental to the State or one that would
compel the producers to send their pro-
duct elsewhere in order that they may get
higher profits upon it. If 'we have a sur-
plus in the State, of course I should not
object to the disposal of it, if we did nolt
require this for home consumption. If,
however, 'we require the whole of the pro-
duct for home consumption, I would ob-
ject at once to allowing it to go out of
the State, as a result of which we might
be compelled later on to bring it back
again to the State at a very much higher
price than that at which it 'went out. That
£11 10s., fLo~b. Fremantle, would be tanta-
mount to £13 or £13 10s. per ton in Mel-
bourne, and to get it back again into
Western Australia there would have to be
added another;£2 at least- I am not try-
ing to argue that it would he the same
flour or it would be at the same price, but
if we had to get it back from 'Melbourne
it would send the cost up to at least £15
a ton, and perhaps more, in order to meet
our own requirements here- It must not
be supposed that the Commission and the
Government have done anything to pre-
vent flour millers from keeping faith with
contract;, for we permitted them during
the last month, even before we knew for
certain that there would be a shortage or
that there would be likely to be one, or
that there would be sufficient to meet our
own requirements, to export a, quantity
of flour to different parts in order that
they might keep faith in certain contracts
which they had made. Now, however, we
arc faced with the position that we shall
not have more than sufficient, even if -we
have sufficient, for our own requirements,
and I say we can no longer consider these
contracts but that we must first consider
the contracts of our citizens to maintain

our own supplies here. Another point
which ought to be kept in mind is the
fact that under the Federal Constitution
or the constitution affecting the Federal
Parliament and the States of Australia
generally, there must be free trade be-
tween the States. When we say free
trade between the States we do not mean
that there shall not be duty levied between
the States, hut we wean that there shall
be no interference in regard to trade
between the States, and that they may
carry this trade on between' the States,
without any interference and without any
restriction being placed upon it. When
we found these difficulties arising, before.
asking Parliament to take the action
which we propose to ask it to take, wo
comnimated. with the Federal Prime
Minister and asked him whether there was
any power given to the Federal Govern-
ment to conserve the interests of the var-
ious parts of Australia, while at the same
time conserving the interests of the whole
by preventing the removal of foodstuffs
from one State to another, which would
only mean. an increase in the cost of liv-
ing 'without any benefit to the people of
Australia as a whole. I regret the nature
of the reply which the Prime Minister
'was obliged to send. I am quite satisfied,
however, that he could not reply in
any other terms. Mr. Fisher stated that
the Federal Constitution would not per-
mit the Federal Government to interfere
with the free intercourse of trade between
the States or any other part of Australia.
But we are fortunate in this respect, that
so far as the trade and commerce within
our borders, the borders of this State, are
concerned, this Parliament is paramount
and can take complete control of trade
and commerce within its own borders.
When the Food Commission commenced
operations under the Act of the last
Parliament we compelled exporters to
obtain the consent of the Treasurer after
a recommenidation was received from the
Commission, before they could export any
article from Western Australia that was
embraced in the schedule or was pro-
claimed. We were able to do that so far
as it meant exporting beyond the borders
of Australia, but if it meant exportingr
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to any other State our powers were nil.
That is the position, we now are up
against, and that is what is going,
to happen unless we get some other
power. The powers that we are ask-
big for are that we should be able to
appoint a board, or rather give the Gov-
ernor-in-Council power to appoint a
board. There are ordinary powers given
in the Bill, but the principle is in regard
to thle appointment of the board. That
board is designed to have the power to
purchase or seize any commodity that wviii
come uinder this particular Bill, and the
commodities mentioned are grain and
foodstuffs, Hon, members will see in
the interpretation that "1foodstuff 1
means flour or other products of
grain, and includes hay, chaff,
and any other commodity used for
feeding live stock. To that extent,
however, we keep in line with the Act
which is in operation in South Australia,
but we go further and provide that the
term may also be extended by Order in
Council to include any commodity which
is a necessary of life within the meaning
of the Control of Trade in War Time Act.
If we find that there are other comm odities
which we require to retain in Western
Australia, but cannot retain by any other
means Lhan by the powers given uinder
the Act, we may by Order-in-Council in-
elude them, as foodstuff and give the
Board power to seize it and thus keep it
within the borders of the State.

Mr. George:- Do yon refer to live stock 7

The PREMIER: Yes, anything that
comes within the meaning of the Control
of Trade in War Time Act. That being
the case, I want to explain to hon. mem-
bers thle principle upon which the Board
can acquire any quantity of grain or food-
stuffs now or hereafter within the State
of Western Australia. The Board is to
have that power; it is certainly an ex-
treme power, and will have to be exercised
with modera tion. 1 am hopef ul that we
shall be able to get a board which will be
satisfactory from that point of view in
particular. At the same time extreme
powers are necessary at times, and the
present time is One of that nature. The
method of exercising this power on the

part of the board is that the board itself,
or any member of the board by the au-
thority of the board--so that the board it-
serf acts and not any individual member
of the board-may purchase any grain
or foodstuff. They can come along and
if they find that certain foodstuffs re-
quire to be retained within the State they
can arrange with the owners to purchase
it. If they are unable to purchase them,
they may take possession of the article oi
arti cles wi th or withou t the con sent of the
owner or ally other person, That is an,
absolute power they have of obtaining
possession with or withont the consent of
the owner or any other person. If thle
board is unable to obtain immediate pos-
session they can give notice in writing that
it is the intention of the board to acquire
such grain or foodstuffs as they may think
necessary. By giving that notice they
thus become thle owners at once of that
particular foodstuff.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Without paying?
The PREMIER: They must purchase

af terwards.
Hon. J1. Mitchell: How long after-

wards?
The PREMIER: At on ce. There is

provision made for this, but I will explain
that later. The act of giving notice is
tantamount to the ac:t of purchase.

Mir. George: But they take the responsi-
bility for the safekecping Of the foodstuff.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]
The PRE MIER:- Yes; it is vested abso-

l ately in the board as soon as they give
notice. Hon. members wkilt appreciale
the necessity for a provision of that kind.
The board can immediately lodge a notice
that they propose to acquire, and it im-
mediately vests the foodstuff in the board.
The Bill then provides how the payment
is to be made for such foodstuff or
grain. They shall1 pay such price as
may be agreed upon between the board
and the owner, or if they fail to come
to an agreement within fourteen days
as to. a price which will be satisfactory to
both sides the question shall be submitted
by either one party or the other to the
present Commission which is appointed to
control trade under the Control of Trade
in War Time Act. It is proposed that
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this board shall be separate entirely fromt
the present Commuission apointed under
1he Act 1 have just mentioned. In the
event of a dispute arising in regard to a
price between the owner and the board it
may be submit ted to the Commission which
is already appointed, as I have said, and
the personnel of which is wvell known to
lion. weathers and Io the J)I)lIm ; and that
Commission will then fix the price, and
he owner miust accept the price, and the

hoart must pa~y the price fixed. We are
.providIing, over and above that price
wich is fixed by the Commission, that
there may be an additional payment in
certain eases where the board is satisfied
that the grain whichi is purchased or ac-
quired is sjpecally suitable for the putrpose
of seed; and that being- the case the board
may piay a higher price than that which
has been fixed by the Commission. We
hope by having an expert on the boardi
because a fair quantity of seed wheat will
probahly be acquired for the purpose of
production within the State, that the
board will be able to deal fairly with the
grower of that seed, if hie has grown wheat
which is suitable for seed and it is true
to name, and that the board will be able to
give a price commensurate with the value
of that grain for seed purposes. We also
provide that in the event of the board not
laking immediate porsession or immiedi-
ately making payment they shall pay thec
owner of the product that is taken five
per cenit, interest froin the time that they
have taken possession by notice,' and as I
have explained until such time as I hey
have made payment for the article. Thal
is, I think, a fair proposition. If we dio
not pay promptly we must p)ay interest
on the capital. 1 would like to point out
to hon. members that in ordinary tratis-
actions of business thirty days is con-
sidered to he a prompt payment. We re-
cognise at the same imen that there will
be other obligations which should be met,
and if we are keeping the owner out of
his money for any period we should pay
five per enit, for having done so.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He might he pay-
ing seven per cent. per annumn.

The PREIlER: That is true.
Yr. James Gardiner: And then there it,

the question of storage.

The PREMIER: Yes, and it is also
provided that if the wheat or foodstuff
is stored the board shall, endeavour to
arrange wkith the owner for payment for
the storage upon an amicable basis. ]t
they are unable to agree, and the board
considers it is not possible to arrange for
thie shifting of that grain or foodstuff
at once, and time owner has to provide
storage for a lperiod, which lie will pro-
bably have to do, and they cannot arrange
a satisfactory price, then again the Food.
stuffs Commission is called in for the pow-
pose of fixing the charges and settling,
other matters in connection with the stor-
age.

.Kr. Wansbrough: floes the Premici
refer to the present GommisionY

The PREMIER: Yes.
Mr. Wausbrough: As it is constituted?7
The PREAM: As it is constituted at

the present time. Then the Bill provides
to whom payment shall be made. Here
we follow the South Australian Act, in
fact we follow it generally all through,
except in one or two slight instances, and
in order that this Act may be made to suit
local conditions and to apply more readily
to "Western Australia. We provide that
the payment shall be mnade to the person
who appears to the board to be the owner
of the grain or foodstuff which is ac-
quired. If there is any doubt arising aa
to the ownership, iii order to avoid liti-
gac ion which mnight affect the board's fi-
nances afterwards, which means the aov-
erment after at], and if any doubt should
arise between the person whom the board
thought was the owner and somebody else
who claimied to be the owrner, to avoid
this they can pay the money into the Su-
preme Court and the two persons who are
claiming that the foodstuff is theirs and
that they should have the payment made
for it can go into the court in the same
way as anybody else in ordinary litiga-
tion. That will get over the difficulty of
wrong payment being made.

Mr. James Gardiner: You left out of
the Bill the appeal which is provided for
in the South Australian Act.

The PIRE3IER: We provide in the
first instance that the hoard will endea-
vour to mutually agree, and if they can-
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not agree they may call in any party to
decide between them.

.1r. James Gardiner: I am referring to
the aplpeal from penalties.

The PREMIER: I do not know any
particular reason wvhy that was omitted;
(here may he a reason for it, but it was
not submitted to me. 1 asked the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman not to put in any-
thing that wvas not essential to the purpose
of the measure, and probably bie thought
this was not. The court may, in its wis-
dom, decide to bear a dispute on a ques-
tion as to who is the owner of the pro-
perty, and this may he beard either in
chambers or in open court. We also give
power to the board to make searches, al-
though they may appoint an individual,
in the person of an inspector, who may be
approved by the 'Minister to act on tine
board's behalf. We also provide for re-
gulations and lion, members will appre-
ciate this fact that notwithstanding what
we consider a principle, for the purposes
of this Bill we have agreed that the regu-
lations may be disallowed by either House.
We have made the usual provision for
offen ces, for obstructing officers or per-
sons appointed by the board, and penal-
tics are provided.

Mr. James flardiner: What about the
effect of acquisition by the board on con-
tracts to deliver, provided for in Clause
19?

The PREMIER: When notice has been
given a person whom the board considers
is the owner of rain or food stuffs which
they propose to acquire, lie might be the
rightful owner, or he might be acting as
agent for the owner. The board can stay
their hand until such time as they are
satisfied as to who is the rightful owner,
and no action can be taken against the
agent;, he is relieved of all responsibility.

31r. James Gardiner It relieves him of
the obligation of delivery, but not of the
monetary contract between him and the
man who owns the wbeat.

The PRE-MIER: If he is the owner
he will receive payment from the board
'without further question. We have no
desire to make anyone lose by the meat-
sure; the only object is to retain what
we know is required for our own use, and

we have to take this precaution to protect
ourselves when we do acquire. Under that
clause it mig-ht happen that the person in
possession at the momnent may not be the
owner, and when called upon to deliver to
the board he is then relieved of further
obligation by his having disposed of it,
perhaps wrongfully, or anything of that
kind.

Mr. Taylor: Hec stands in the same
place as the owner.

The PREMITER: Yes, and unless he
was the real owner at the time he would
not obtain payment on the price being
fixed. The financial clauses simply pro-
vide that the Treasurer may make ad-
vances out of any fund at his disposal
to the Minister, and to the board, for
carrying out the purposes of the measure.
This is really giving the Treasurer power
to take from public account which em-
braces all our funds-loan, revenue and
trust funds, the sum total of our funds
are called general account-and I may
take from that account funds to finance
the board to enable it to carry out the
provisions of the measure, and we pro-
vide that, so far as practicable, such ad-
vances shall he repaid, and the other ex-
penses of administering the measure shall
be defrayed out of the moneys paid to
the board for grain and food stuffs dis-
posed of by it, and any deficiency which
mayv arise shall be made good out of
moneys provided by Parliament for that
purpose. It is -merely in the nature of a
temporary advance. Funds must be found
for the purpose of assisting the Minister,
and they cannot be found better than
from thie 'pubic account. We do not
want to draw from Loan Fund and then
find some difficulty in recouping that fund
afterwards. Our object, therefore, is
to provide this money in the nature of a
temnporary advance, and, as far as prac-
ticahle, it shall he repaid into general ac-
count. Should there be any deficiency
then it will be met by Parliament. The
measure will continue in force until the
31st December, 1915. and no longer.

Mr, .James Gardiner: The South Aus-
tralian Act will continue in force -until
the end of September.
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The PREM1IER: The question may
arise as to whether the end of December
is more suitable than the end of Septem-
ber. Personally I favour the end of Sep-
tember because we must meet Parliament
before then. By the 30th September we
should be iii a position to know whether
it will be necessary to retain the measure
for a longer period.

Ron. J. "Mitchell: Before next harvest.
The PREMIER: That is before next

harvest, 'We must fix some definite date,
and the 31st December and no longer ap-
pears in the Bill. I think I have ex-
plained as fully as possible the purport
of the measure and the reason why it has
been found necessary to introduce it, and
I ask that it might be passed through Par-
liament as quickly as possible. I have
consulted the leader of the Opposition
and the leader of the Country party as
to the necessity for the Bill. I am not
wedded to the provisions contained in it;
all that I am desirous of seeing is that we
shall retain in the State what is necessary
for our own people.

Mr. George: Do I understand that
you have evidence of transactions of
this sort?

The PREMIER: Yes, and they have
been cited by the hon. member's leader.
I trust bon. members will allow this mea-
sure to be placed on the statute hook so
as to give us the power which we consider
is necessary. I would suggest that we
suspend the sitting until 7.30 p.m. and
then we can go on with the debate. It is
hardly fair to discuss a Bill of this nature
immediately. I move-

2that the Bill be now read a secondl
time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In def-

erence to the desire of hon. members I
will suspend the sitting until 7.30 p.m.

Sitting suspended fromt 5.40 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[7.38] : This is an emergency Bill similar
to those which the Government found it
necessary to introduce during the last
Parliament. It will be remembered that
on every occasion when an emergency Bill
was introduced it was treated absolutely
as a non-party question, bon, members

agreeing with the Government to accept
such measures entirely on their merits. I
admit at once that I look upon legisla-
tion of this description with some degree
of concern as to what the effects may pos-
sibly be upon the commerce of our coun-
try. Hon, members have had only a few
minutes in which to examine the measure
which the Premier introduced before we
adjourned, to take a cursory glance at the
different clauses and discuss, perhaps,
some of the main features of the Bill.
However, it behoves us to be all the more
cautious how we deal with it. We have
i the first place to consider the princi-

ples of the Bill. On the second reading
it is unnecessary to go into the details of
the different elnuses. What we have to
do is to make up our minds as to whether
the principles embodied in the Bill will
justify us in accepting it on the second
reading. The circumstances are excep-
tional. Owing to the drought more es-
Epecially, we find ourselves in the un-
fortunate position-as indeed some and
most of our sister States of the Common-
wealth find themselves also-that our
crops are to a grat extent a failure, and
there is some likelihood of there being a
shortage of foodstuffs right through Aus-
tralia. The Federal Government have
already taken necessary acti-on to prohibit
the exportation of wheat and flour from
the Commonwealth. The next thing then
that concerns us is, how far we can con-
serve the wheat and flour we have in
Western Australia to-day and which, as
a result of the harvest, wve are likely to
have, for the requirements of our own
people during the next 12 mouths. The
Premier tells us that he is advised by the
experts that we shall have barely sufficient
to see us through the next 12 months and
provide for seeding purposes in regard to
wheat, and also to furnish sufficient to
grist into flour for the consumption of
our people. 'Unfortunately we note from
the figures whbich the Premier has quoted
that prices differ very considerably in
the different States of the Commonwealth.
He has given us a -return showing that
the price of wheat in MNelbourne to-day is
6s. 9d., while flour is £14 a ton, bran
V9 5s., and pollard £9Q Ms. In 'New South
Wales the quote for old wheat is 4s. 6d.,
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for flour LU 17s. 6d., and for bran and
pollard £7. There is a very considerable
difference in the values of these commodi-
ties in adjoining States with merely an
imaginary line draw!] between those
States; thus we find the prices varying
greatly between districts within a few
miles of each other. In South Australia
wheat is quoted at 5is. 7d., flour at £12 15s.,
bran £10, and pollard £10 16s. 8d. I
have been inquiring into our own prices
and find that to-day wheat was quoted
from 6s. to Os. 3d., and there were no
quotations for flour.

The Minister for Lands: You cannot
take those quotations as actual. Wheat
to-day is 5s. 6d.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: These are
the prices.

The Minister for Lands: That is for
an odd truck.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Of course
it all depends on the quality.

The Minister for Lands: No, on the
quantity. It is not fair that the prices
should be published in the Press; it is
dangerous to use such figures, because it
is an indication that Parliament recog-
nises them as the prices. We cannot do
that.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If wheat
has been sold at that price farmers will
of course recognise it as the price.

Hon. J. Mitchell: The Government will
not.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
think anyone can dispute that fact, but I
admit it all depends on the quality.

Ifr. Wansbrough: The equivalent is
being offered in the country to-day.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: These are
simply the figures; there is a great dis-
crepancy between the States. Whereas
in New South Wales flour can be par-
chased and sold at £1l17us. 6d. per ton,
in Victoria it is bringing £14 a ton.

The Premier: That is easily under-
stood; one is an exporting State and the
other an importing State.

Mr. James Gardiner: One will have a
w-beat surplus and the other will not.

lien. FRANK WILSON : Exactly, and
if there were no obstacle to the free in-
tercourse of trade between the States

there would not be a variation of £2 odd
in the prices of flour in Melbourne and
Sydney, because the natural trend of
commerce would bring tine surplus of
New South Wales to assist the deficiency
in Victoria, and so the prices would be
gradually equalised. New South Wales
has evidently some legislation which has
permitted the authorities to take steps to
interfere with the free drift of trade be-
tween the two States. I understand they
have acquired the crops of farmers and
the stocks of merchants. They have laid
a restraining hand on them, and in order
that wve in Western Australia may not
find ourselves sooner or later in the un-
fortuinate position of being short and
h~aving to import from the Eastern States
or elsewhere what is necessary for our
own consumption, it is the Government's
desire that Parliament should pass this
legislation to restrain our people from
exporting from Western Australia the
stocks of flour and wheat which we
possess.

The Premier: This Bill will give us
power to acquire all or any part.

Mr. James Gardiner: That is an in-
cidental object, though.

The Premier: ]f we found that wheat
was being, sold at such a price and that
we could not get seed we would com-
mandeer it and distribute it. If we found
that one mill was taking nil the wheat
we could commandeer it and distribute it
among the other mills.

Hlon. FRAN-K WILSON: But the
main object is to prevent the stocks we
have and which we are likely to have as
it result of our depleted harvest from
leaving our State.

The Premier That is the incidental
object.

lion. FRANK WILSON: That is the
mnail, object, and I am in accord with it
if we can pass legislation in such a form
that full justice will be done to the in-
dividuals-the producers more especially
-who own the stocks. While we adopt
the principle that we are right in keeping
within our borders the sup1plie we have
for the use of onr own people, we must
be very careful to see that the producer
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who, as it is admitted on all sides, has
very depleted stock owing to the bad
season, gets the full market value for his
produce. The Bill in itself, as the Pre-
mier admitted, is a very far-reaching
measure. It strikes at once at the recog-
nused liberty of the individual to own and
do what lie likes with what lie possesses,
and, although on all other occasions,
'without very just cause, I should oppose
any interference with the liberty' of th1e
subjct to deal with his own produce as
hie thought fit and send it to any market
hie liked, iii the unfortunate circumstances
now confronting us I think we would be
justified in accepting the prinei pie of the
Bill and passing the second reading Then
in Committee we could coosider it in
detail to see that all coacerned were duly
protected. It will be noticed that in the
definition of foodstuff, while it sets forth
that it means flour and other products
of grain, and hay and chaff and other
commodities used for feeding live stock,
the teru, may be extended, by Order-in-
Council, to include any commodity which,
is termed a necessary of life within thc
meaning of the Control of Trade in W"ar
Time Act which we passed a fewv months
ago. The mneaning of necessaries, of life
under that Act is very wide, and it is
as well that hon. members should know
the rower proposed to be conferred 'hr
this Bill. 'Necessaries of life cover prae-
tically everything under the Control of
Trade in War Time Act, suich products,
goods, chattels and things a-s the GJover-
nor may, by proclamation, declare to he
necesszaries of life for the purposes (if
the Act. So, practically, if w .e pass thlis
measure, we give power to the Govern-
nient through the board to acquire aiy.
thing they mnay declare to he required
tinder this mneasure and under the condi-
tions laid down, It ought to he noted
that, in fixing the price that the board
shall pay for any of the prodnets, to be
aequired, the board shall confer with the
owner and endeavour to come to an amic-
able understanding as to the value of
the products seized practically by the
board on behalf of the Government. And
if they cannot agree on a price provi.zon
is wade for an appeal, and the appeal as

provided in the measure is to the exist.
ingz Commission appointed uinder the Coia-
trot of Trade in War Time Avt. Excee)-
tion has already been taken to some of
the actions of the Commission, I do not
think any body of men forming a Com-
mission of this sort could act with the
tremendous powers conferred on themn
without giving offence to someone. andi
whilst I recognise that perhaps there are
good grounds for complaint in instance;,
I have a strong objection to any indi-
vidual of a Royal Commission being
saddled with the responsibility for
those complaints. The Commission
act as a whole, and there is no
individual member of a Commis-4on who
exercises ant horty except by the wilt of
his colleagues, and therefore it a wroiig
has been done in any instanee, lte re-
sponsibility rests with the Commission)
and not with the individual miembers-
thereof. Further, the Government aet
on the advice of the Commission; lte
Commission have no power in themselves:
they recommend the Government. and the
Governor-in-Council acts on the advi-e.
Whether the Commission ourht to eon-
stitute the appeal court so far as prices
are concerned, is a question for members
to carefnlly consider. In conversation,
I am free to admit, some have suggesiled'
that there should be one individual in-
stead of a Commission. The Premier, I
think, has some idea or the kind in mitid.
hut these are points which -we car, dlls-
cuss folly in Committee. There a.-e
several matters which I think ought to
be very carefully weighed by the House,.
even at this juncture when we are con-
sidering the second reading of the meas-
ure. If the board seize certain supplies
onl behalf of the Government and tho.'-e
suipplies have already been sold else-
where, the Bill provides that delivery)
shall not follow-in other words, the pre-
vious sale wilt he voided. But possibly
there will be many claims uinder such a
conditioni of affairs, and we ought to
be careful to provide some method
of indemnification against actions on
account of sales made prior to the
passing of the measure. If bour.
fide contracts and sales have been
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entered into, if, for instance, a large
rlitaitity of flour has been contracted for
slupment to Victoria, and the Govern-
inent, if the Bill is passed, seize that
flour, there is a liability attached to the
iion-delivery by the vendor. It is true
that under this measure he wilt be r, -
lieved from the responsibility to deliver
in Western Australia. The obligation
would be discharged, hut I do not think
that this will relieve him from an action
ii1 the sister State for damages for breach
of contract.

The Premier: You will appreciate the
fact that no Act of Parliament in West-
ern Australia can relieve a maii who has
contracted to supply a man in a sister
State.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : It is a point
on which we should be careful to pro-
tect the vendor.

The Premier: Under those conditions
you cannot.

Hon. PRANK WILSON: Yes, he can
he protected.

The Premier: The only way would be
that the Government should undertak-e
to compensate him.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Gov-
ernment must indemnify him against any
claimu for damages.

The Premier: There will be a nice
little bill to meet.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, there
will he claims if they are tegat and can
be enforced. If 1 possess 1,000 tons of
flour, am 1 to be prevented from carry-
ing out a contract to deliver it to a
purchaser in Victoria at £14 a ton for the
benefit of the State if it wore comman-
deered at £9 10s. or £10 a ton, and in
addition to losing the difference I might
have made on my bargain to be subject
to an action at law by the purchaser in
Victoria for breach of contract? 9If the
State is going to take from the Citizen-
and it is right under exceptional. circum-
stances to do so--the State must see that
the citizen does not suffer in the direction
I have indicated. This is a principte
which I am outlining; the details can be
thrashed out later on. We must protect
our own people.

The Premier: I do not think that would
apply. This would relieve him of his
obligation under the contract.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does not
seem to me that it would, It would re-
lieve himn of the obligation to deliver,
but would not relieve him from a, claim
for damages in consequence.

The Premier: Yes; the same action'of
the Commonwealth in preventing the ex-
port of commodities from Australia, re-
lieved our people from contracts with for-
eign countries, Egypt for instance.

Hon. PRANK WILSON: I think the
action would be very different in these
circumstances. I do not think there is
any analogy between the two cases. The
High Court of Australia would control-

The Attorney General: If they sued
for damages they would have to sue in
our Court.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: A contract
may he made with Victoria.

The Premier: Where would you sue to
enforce delivery, and what court would
you Ilse?

Houn, FRANK WILSON: Action would
be takeni iu V"ictoria. to recover damages
for breach of contract.

The Attorney General: You take pos-
sesaion and enforce detivery here.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is -up to
the Attorney General to make that Clear
to the House. I admit at once that my
experience will not permit me to be abso-
lutely definite. I am simply pointing
out the danger of the position. We must
be perfectly sure of safeguarding it.

MNr. James Gardiner: Would the Fed-
eral law have any effect on that?

The Attorney General: Presumabty the
Federal law would take precedence.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I presume
that under the Federal law a claimi could
be enforced in the Victorian court for
breach of contract. I am advised that
there is a method of judgment in the Vie-
torian court being made automatically a
judgment of our own court.

The Premier:- No, that is not so.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: There we
arc; there is no body of men which differs
More than lawyers do.

The Premnier. That is how they live.

H[on. FRANK WILSON: You can
always get opinions from both sides
onl any legal question. At any rate, I
lake it that it is necessary that hon. mem-
bers should carefully see and be assured
that no hardship would be inflicted, so
as to safeguard any possibility of bank-
ruptcy. There is anlother point which
alleals to me, which emphasises tl~e
point which I have niade, namely, that
our farmers especially should get tbq
full market value for their products.

The Premier: You would have to de-
ter-mine what the market value would be.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is in the
South Australian Act. Unforfunately it
has not been inclnded in this Bill, I do
not quite see why, but I should like to
see it there.

The Premier:- The market value in
South Australia is fixed on a basis which
it is not desirable to fix here.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We are only
discussing tine legislation and not the ad-
mninistration of the Act. Clause 13 of
the South Australian Bill, as the Premier
will note in his copy, in Subclause 3, says
the price fixed shall be what the Commis-
sion consider to he the market value of
such grain and fodder at the time, and in
the place, where it is required.

The Premier: In South Australia they
have a Commission which fixes the price.
The only point which arises here is where
they take possession.

Hon. FRANK 'WILSON: The Corn-
mission have to fix a price to he paid for
the wheat-

Mr. James Gardiner: That is under the
Prices Regulation Act.

lion. FRANK WILSON: The Com-
mission have to fix the price for the wheat
to be taken over uinder the Act. But
whbat is the price to he? The price fixed
shall be what the Commission consider
to be the market value of such grain or
fodder at the place and time when and
w'here it is required. There is an instruc-
tion. Tine Commission have to find out

what the market value is at a certain
lplacee. What about if it can be shown
that it is a price which is not the market
value at the place and at the time?

The Premier: What Comnmission does
it refer to?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does not
matter what Commission it refers to.

The Premier: It does not refer to the
C'ommission ap)Ioinlted under that Act,
but to another Act.

Mr. Janies Gardiner: In South Aus-
tralia all the prices are fixed as at the
Port Adelaide or Port Pirie price, less the
cost Of Carriage. It is determined there
practically automatically.

The Premier: Yes, the market price is
determined.

Ron. FRANKX WILSON: That is a
wvrong interpretation. It does not matter
where you fix your price. The price may
be fixed at the port for convenience sake.
You miay say that all the settlers who are
away from the port shall be given that
price less the cost of carriage to the port.
That is a fair arrangement. The fixing
of a price is done by fixing the rate at
the port.

The Premier: That is right, if the
market price has been fixed by the Comn-
mission under another Act at 4Is. 6id, at
Port Adelaide. The only difference be-
tween (lie price fixed at a later stage at
Poirt Pinie would be the difference he-
tween getting the product to Port Adel-
aide.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The original
fixing of a price is on the market value.
If the hon. member will look through the
South Australian legislation lie will find
a similar clause, instructing how the
prices have to be fixed. You cannot get
away from that. There would not be a
subsection tinder the section, unless the
same thing appertained under previous
legislation. It is evidently a system in
South Australia that their producers
shall have the market value for the time
being for their produce. I see no sense,
rhyme or reason, and no justice in ask-
ing our farmers to accept 4s. 6id, per
bushel for their wheat, and demanding
that they should part with it at that
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price when the real market price is evi-
dently nearer 6is.

Mr. Heitmann: How do you arrive at
the market price?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If I am an
exporting State I would arrive at the
market value at the world's centre,
namely, the London price, less the cost
of getting there. If I am an importing
State I would arrive at the value by
adding the cost of landing the wheat at
Freman tie.

The Premier: You are baring yourself
from being made a member of the Com-
mission.

Mr. Heitmann: The hon. member does
not want the Act at all. The market
price in Fremantle is ZLU now.

The Premier: The market value in
West Australia would be sufficient to
keep the product from being sent away
by our millers. It is a price higher than
they could get by sending it to Victoria.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Is there any
justification for making the farmers sell
at 4s. 6d.

The Premier: Victoria is merely pay-
ing a higher price because they must get
wheat from somewhere.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: The neces-
sity is not to get something cheaper from
your own people than you are entitled
to, but to prevent the produce from go-
ing out of the State, and your having, to
bring it back at a higher price when you
require it. That is the necessity. There
cannot be any justice in asking our own
people to take less than the real value
for their own product.

Mr. James Gardiner: Quite right, if
that is the full intention of the Bill, hut I
do not think it is.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Is the
intention of the Bill to take something
from the producer at a cheaper rate? If
so, I am opposed to the Bill.

Mr. James Gardiner: To give them a
fair price.

The Premier: Which has to he deter-
mined.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Is not a fair
price the average price, the market
price?

.Mr. Heitmann: What is the market
price?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The world's
market price.

The Premier: This is a Bill to prevent
the inflation of market prices.

31r. James Gardiner: The parity in
London price works out at 51s. a quarter.

The Premier: They are selling Aus-
tralian produce in London to-day cheaper
than they are selling it in Australia. This
is accord ing to the latest quotations.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I cannot see
how tbey are selling Australian produce
in London for less than they are selling
it here when we have prohibited the ex-
port. H-ow could they be selling flour
in London when we are not sending it
there.

The Premier: We have not prohibited
the exportation of Australian products,
which is what I am speaking of.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: The Com-
monwealth Government have prohibited
the exportation of wheat and flour,

The Premier: I said products. I said
they wvere selling Australian products at
a less price in London than they were
selling the same products in Australia.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
think they are selling wvheat and flour.

The Premier: I did not say so; I said
products.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I want to
pin down the Premier to the specific items
that we are discussing, namely, Austra-
lian wheat and flour, which I maintain to-
dlay are not being sold cheaper there than
they are being sold here.

Thre Premier: On London parity it is.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: No; it may

be the world's price, hut I do not know.
To-day we are forcing our producers to
accept less than the London parity price
for anything. If you can get London
prices to-day, at any rate on the hen.
member's own showing, they would be
getting over 5s. a bushel, and yet you are
taking their wheat for 4s. 6d. There is
something wrong there.

11r. Wansbrough: We should be los-
ing Is. 3d. a bushel if we accepted a
price on the London parity to-day.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: It therefore
seems that we are losing is. 3d. a bushel
on the London prices to-day on our price
of 4s. 6d.

Mr. James Gardiner: Under the hion.
member's suggestion we would be losing
that.

The Premier: We should get 5s. 4d.,
fob. Fremnantle.

Mr. James Gardiner: It costs over Is.
a bushel to laud in London.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I find other
people than lawyers disagree among
themselves. Apparently we cannot get
any agr~eement of opinion at all. If 5s.
4d. is the market value on parity with
London, why are our producers not get-
ting 5s. 4d. here?

The Premier: They are getting more;
they are getting 5s. 6d.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then why is
the Commission fixing the price at 4s.
6d.?7

The Premier: That is for old season's
wheat.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Old season's
wheat is as dear as new season's wheat.
I know that when I was in the milling
trade myself some years ago I always
paid more for old season's wheat than for
new season's wheat unless there was a
dearth of wheat. I want to see something
introduced into the measure that will
safeguard the producers to the extent that
they will be getting a fair value for their
produce. I do not care how it is fixed
up. TJhe South Australian clause appears
to be one that is an instruction to the
board or commission, whichever it may
be, to give the market value, whatever
that is.

The Minister for Lands: If the Bill is
not to protect the consumer you do not
want it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Let the con-
sumer get what he can. You protect the
consumer if you keep the goods in the
State. It shows the fallacy of hon. mem-
bers indulging in the opinion that they
ean legislate and restrict these things by
Act of Parliament. You cannot fix prices
or costs, or profits by law.

The Premier: But we have done it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I know that
hon. members oposite think so. Once they
tangle themselves up in the meshes of
their own ignorance in respect to a matter
that you begin to put before them, the
position becomes hopeless.

Mr. Heitniann: The law of supply and
demand comes in into this.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Supply and
demand controls all markets. It is only
because of an emergency that you ask the
House to consider legislation of this sort.
The emergency to my mind is not so much
to see that the prices get down below the
value of the produce, as to see that we
keep our own products in our own State
to feed our own people at the markect
value.

The Attorney General: That is inter-
fering with the law of supply and de-
mand.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We know
that if we allow the small supplies that
we have of our staple foodstuffs, such as
wheat and flour, to leave our shores to-
day, we will probably find in six months'
time that we shiall have to buy back again
produce to feed the community of this
State. That is the reason for this legis-
lation, not to make the farmer take a
shilling a bushel less for his wheat
than hie is entitled to receive. I
am not going to endorse any
legislation which has such an ob-
ject in view. There is another point
which ought not to be overlooked in con-
nection with this matter. Here is a
board which has power to go to any indi-
vidual and commandeer his produce,
whatever it may be. The board says to
the individual, "We will pay so much for
your produce." He says, "I cannot ac-
cept that price; it is not a fair price."
Then he has to go to the Commission or
to a Commissioner, or, indeed he has not
to go to the Commission or to a Commis-
sioner, because the Commission or Com-
missioner can settle the price without the
man's appearing before the Commission
orConmmissioner or having the right to go
before it or him. I think we oughit to give
the individual the right to appear. The
Commission has absolute power to say
the price is to he so much and that the
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man must accept it-power to say that
without ever looking into the question or
taking evidence or listening to the individ-
ual's side of the question. We ought to be
very careful to see in connection with
transactions uinder legislation of this
nature that the individual has a full
claim to ventilate his own aspect of the
question.

The Attorney General: There is pro-
vision for appeal.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No; I think
there is no provision for it. Then, here
is another point with regard to which we
must be most careful. This Bill, as it
appears to me, gives to the hoard full
power to take all that a man may have,
all his stocks of 'wheat and flour and hay.
The board, under this Bill, may comman-
deer the whole lot. Surely there ought
to be some provision for the individual's
retaining sufficient for his own require-
merits. Many of the farmers will need
all the hay they have got or can hope to
get this season for their stock. It ought
not to be in the power of the board to
commandeer that man's hay. The owner's
legitimate requirements ought to be pro-
tected.

The Minister for Lands: Nobody
would take the produce from one man to
give it to another.

Hon. FRANKC WILSON: Ulnfortu-
nately that, I understand, was the
board's action just recently. I under-
stood that from the papers. One far-
mer 's wheat was taken by force to be
given to another farmer.

The Minister for Lands: Some of it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Act
under which that action was taken pro-
vides that the farmer may retain for his
own use for seed purposes, but this mea-
sure does not contain a like provision.
The Bill gives to the board the power to
take everything a man has in the shape
of produce. Then the Bill has another
weakness. The Premier explained that
payment for wheat or flour-I use these
as an illustration because they are the
two main products which will be affected,
at any rate for the present-way be sus-
pended. The measure provides that five
per cent. interest shall be allowed front

the date on which the product is ac-
quired by the hoard, to the date of pay-
ment. It seems to me that there ought
to be some limitation to that period. No
man ought to have his belongings. taken
from. him for the benefit of the comn-
munity as a whole, and then be kept wait-
ing for his money over any undue length
of time. There is another point regard-
ing which I am not quite sure. I observe
the Bill contains a provision that the
board may site or be suied in the courts
of law. Under the circumstances, it is
just possible that a writ might lie against
the board for payment of its debts. - I
should be glad to have enlightenment on
that aspect of the measure. However, I
certainly think we ought to see that if a
man's produce is taken from him by the
Government, prompt payment should be
made to him by the Government.

The Minister for Mines: There may
be circumstances in which delay would
necessarily occur. For instance, in some
cases it might take weeks to dete'rmine
wvho is the real owner, In such a case
the owimer would he paid when his iden-
tity was determined.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That is all
right; the law would settle that. If there
wats a dispute of that kind as to owner-
ship, the hoard would pay into Court.
But the fact remains that the Bill con-
tains no provision for the making of pay-
ment according to the usual custom of
the trade, for example. Produce is, o-f
course, thirty days payment, as the Pre-
mier has mentioned. I think that rule
ought to be recognised in this measure.
I do not think we oughbt to finance upon
the individuals whose produce we take.

The Premier: That would be hardly
fair, because perhaps the first movement
may have already taken place, and, if
we provide the thirty days custom uinder
this Bill, then in such circumstances it
would mean sixty days.

Hon. FRANK 'WILSON: You are
only dealing with the original owner. If
I own wheat, and the Board comes down
on it and commandeers it, it is the
board's wheat from that time.

The Premier: Supposing that I had
sold you wheat at thirty days, and that
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when the board took it from you twenty
nine days had expired, then, if the thirty
days provision were inserted in this Bill,
it would be 59 days before payment was
made.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Not neces-
sarily, because the Premier would have
his recourse against me. If I buy wheat
from the hon. gentleman, he makes me
pay in thirty days, whether I have sold
or not.

The Premier: That is so; and you
wvill have to pay interest on the money.
Why should not we recoup you that?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am not
objecting to that. Indeed, I consider that
the man should be paid the bank rate
or the current rate, and not five per cent.
He might be paying seven per cent, or six
and a half per cent, for his accomnmoda-
tion at the bank. The rate ought to be the
ruling rate. Again, there ought not to he
such latitude that the Government may
seize a man's stock and then hold over
payme~nt indefinitely, perhaps for five 01
six months, which is possible under this
measure. It ought to be laid down that
payment must he made in accordance with
the usual custom of the trade. Time of
delivery also should he limited. We
should not expect a man to hold stocks
for twelve months, or even six months.
There ought to be a limitation of time.
Surely three months would be sufficient.
At all events some reasonable time limit
should be specified in order that there
may be a limitation to the term, an out-
side date when the compulsory seller can
get his barns cleared and be relieved in
order that he may carry on his occupa-
tion.

Mr. George: Storage charges would
not recoup him.

Honl. FRANK WILSON : No; not
if he wanted the space. A reasonable
time limit is provided in connection with
every transaction of this nature. Then
there is the very vital question of the
issue of purchase certificates, so that the
supplier or vendor under this measure
may have somiething to show that he has
actually had his produce commandeered
by the Government, and that he is to re-
ceive a certain amount of money from

the Government within a certain time.
The object is, of course, to give him some-
thing of a negotiable character.

The Premier: Hle has the usual re-
course. 'When wre take delivery of his
product, h e call sue for recovery; and
that is all he can do with anybody.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I consider
that when we are taking exceptional
powers to interfere with the private
property of individual citizens, we ought
to lay down, as nearly as we can, the
terms and conditions under which we are
going td acquire that property. I think
those terms and conditions ought to be
laid down in this measure. I am merely
throwing out the suggestion to bon. mein-
hers, and they must consider it for, them-
selves. However, I maintain that we can-
not protect the individual citizen too
carefually when we are enacting what is
admittedly legislation of an exception-
ally drastic nature. I do not propose to
detain the House at greater length. I
recognlise the exceptional circumstances.
I recognise that some measure of this
kind, some powver of this sort, has to be
placed in the hands of the Government.
As in the case of the other half-dozen
emergency Bills which have already been
placed on our statute book, I wish to
give the present Government the same
powers as we on this side would our-
selves ask if we held the position of
Ministers. At the same time, I think it
behoves every member to weigh carefully
clause by clause, how this measure wil
affect the producer in the first place and
the trader in the next-the trader who
may he holding stocks. We must see that
both classes are fairly and legitimately
protected in the different aspects that
I have mentioned.

The -Minister for Works: What about
the consumer9

Hon. FRANK WILSON: This action
is being taken in thle interests of the
consumer. The Government do not want
to take my flour at £5 a ton' when its
value is £10 a ton so that they can get
their bread a halfpenny a loaf cheaper.
Or is that what the hon. gentleman means
by protecting the consumer?
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The Premier: Do not forget that the
farmer is going to be one of the prin-
cipal consumers, because of his seed
wheat requtirements.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: I know
that, but, still, the farmer is the man
from whom the hon. gentleman is going
to get the wheat. He cannot get it from
anybody else.

The Premlier: I do not want it my-
self.

Hon. FRANK WILSO'N: I do not
accuse the lion. gentleman of wanting it
himself, although of course I do not know
whether he intends to get a crop in on
that big estate of his around Eucla. I
do not propose to offer any objection to
the second reading of the measure, but
I hope it will be given the most careful
consideration by hon. members, and more
especially by those whom I see around
we on this side of the House, because
they are more particularly and more
directly interested in a Bill of this des-
cription.

Mr. JAMES GARDIN"ER (Irwin)
[8.28]: 1 shall ask the courtesy of the
House to bear with me in probably a
rather rambling criticism of this Bill. I
generally pinde -myself on having con-
nected thoughts and using connected
arguments; but as there has not been
much time to consider this Bill, and it
contains a number of very debatable
points, I will just try to deal with these
as they occur, trusting to gain enlighten-
ment upon them when we go into Com-
mittee. I think the whole House wilt re-
gret the necessity for legislation of this
nature. The Bill is one that almost makes
a man's heart sore to see introduced at
all, and I think we should recognise the
position, and be prepared to make those
sacrifices in the avocations of peace that
others are making in the avocation of
war. Now, at the present juncture I do
not think any man ought to expect abso-
lutely his full pound of flesh for anything
that he has to sell if that course is going
to prevent the people of this State from
benefiting. I think, too, that we hare
to recognise the position, and that we
do recognise it. Consequently, a measure
of this description should be debated as

the Premier has asked; that is to say,
the collective wisdom of this House should
be applied, on non-party lines, to see
whether we can not, with clear under-
standing, help the farmers in their pre-
sent difticulties, and help this State in
its present difficulties. I think the clear
intention of this Bill as it appears to my
mind is this: it is to take possession of all
those things characterised as foodstuffs
aid grain in the interests of all the peo-
ple of the State, in order that collectively
they might be apportioned as the Govern-
mnt require to apportion them, not only
to keep the millers but the farmers going.
The position here is particularly serious,
especially if export is permitted. There
is ail impression amongst some members
that the Bill was merely brought into pre-
vent the export of flour, That was only
incidental to the Bill. It is practically
the only way we can prevent the export
of flour and the reason we want to pre-
vent that is very obvious. Every tonk of
flour that goes out represents 50 bushels
of wheat, so that 1,000 tons of floor re,
present 50,000 bushels of wheat. When
the apportionment of all this grain takes
place,. the Government will still have to
app)ortion sufficient wheat for the flour
consumption of. this State, and conse-
quently it would lessen the amount they
would hiave for seed. In regard to the
estimates, there is a material difference.
Some good folk think that we are going
to have enough grain produced to meet
the requirements of the miller, seeding,
,n(d of the industry that the member for
Canning (MrT. Rlobinson) takes a great
interest in-poultry farming-and the
small poultry farmers are large cont-
sumers. It looks at the present juneturv
as if we shall require something like
2.900.000 bushels of wheat to meet our
ohiigations. The general impression "s
that it will take uis all our time to garner
that amount of grain. Then, in addition,
we have the question of charter, which is
a material one. In the Eastern States the
prices of grain are-Victoria 6is. 9id.,
New South Wales 4s. 6d., and South Aus-
tralia 5s. 7d., while in West Australia to-
day it is 6is. 3d. The reason is obvious
why it is higher in Victoria than any-
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where else. First of all that State will
have a shortage of something like 2t/
millions, and then the export of flour at
£14 per ton enables millers to buy small
parcels probably at Os. 9d. I do not
think you would get 6s. 9d. for half a
million bushels. In New South Wales the
Government fixed the price of wheat, and
if they are going to have a surplus there
it is possible that that.may be a legiti-
mate market price in that State. It we
have a surplus here, and we are pre-
vented by the Commonwealth firom ex-
porting, the probabilities are that our
surplus would be anywhere near 4s. 6d.
here. In South Australia the price is
5s. 7d. I saw in the Press the other day
that the Commission there seized, I think,
something like 300,000 bushels, and they
fixed the price at 5s, 6d. The price in
South Australia is lower than that in
Victoria, for the simple reason that South
Australia anticipates having from half a
million to one million bushels over her
requirements. When Ave come to our own
State I want the people who have wheat
to sell, to recognise two things. We would
he justified, in ordinary circumstances, in
fixing the price at London parity. The
last quotation I saw was 5is., say Os.
41/2d. With the war rates from Fremantle
it would probably cost Is. 3d. per bushel
to send that to London, so that if you
were fixing the market rate upon London
parity you would be getting practically
5s. 1d. That is one phase. Then secondly,
what makes the wheat Os. here is this:
I venture to say that were it not for the
action of the Government in assisting the
farmers, that from 60 to 75 per cent.
would not be able to buy a bushel of
wheat. It is the action of the Govern-
ment themselves in the interest of the
farmers that is putting np the price to
Os., we will say for odd lots, because if
such were not the case they would only
have to provide for that necessary to pro-
duce flour, and for 25 per cent.
that the other people could bay, and
then they would have the surplus to
distribute over the 75 per cent. Con-
sequently the Government are making
more than an average market. The price
would otherwise have to be fixed here ac-

cording to what it was in South Australia
or in Victoria. It is the very action of
the Government in assisting the farmers
and that the Government have come into
the market to practically buy nearly the
whole of the product of the farmers this
year that is mnaking the price higher than
probably is justified on every other
ground. I want people who have wheat
to sell to recognise the position that the
price is fair, and what might be expected
at the present juncture. We believe it
would he a wise thing to fix the price in
the Hill itself so far as wheat is concerned,
giving it a value at its nearest port. Then
we have the question of chaff. There is
going to be a scarcity in the production
of chaff. Again the Government will be
the biggest purchasers, and unless the
Government were heavy purchasers the
probabilities are that those who could pur-
chase would get their chaff cheaper. I
want all these circumstances to be realised
in all fairness, and I want the people to
realise that tie Government are trying
their level best to help this industry in
every possible way. When a similar mea-
sure was before the South Australian
Parliament there was practically little or
no discussion on it. Members appeared
to realise that it was a Bill that had to be
brought in. But South Australia's posi-
tion was somewhat different from that of
Western Australia. There the wheat was
held principally by the farmers them-
selves. Seventy per cent, of the farmers
held the wheat that, was floating at that
particular time. Here we find it very
difficult indeed to express our views as to
what would be best under the circum-
stances, and it is on that account that I
am talking rather than debating this mea-
sure. Then we come to the question of
the board to be appointed. As it is known
there has been a little trouble over some
of the actions of the existing Food
Commission, and the feeling would be
better if it were known that the hoard
under this Bill was going to be appointed
by the Government in consultation with
the leader of the Opposition and myself.
I think the Premier will say that is only
fair, because then the people would get
rid of the idea that the Commission could
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take your product. This board is a gov-
erning factor; it fixes the price; and if it
cannot agree, the matter will go before
a Commission. When the Bill is in Com-
mittee I may submit an amondmnit to tie
effect that the price shall be put in, and
that any appeal shall be to isr. Suitton,
the Commissioner for the Wheat Belt, for
whom every farmer in this State has the
greatest respect, and I am certain they
would be satisfied to take his decision as
final. There are one or two things which,
as the leader of the Opposition has said,
-will require to be made clear, I would
not want to interfere with Agreements
between farmers themselves, If a farmer
had sold his wheat to his neighbour for
seed purposes, no reasonable person would
want to interfere even if that neighbour
paid a higher price than that which had
been fixed, That was the position
they took uip in South Australia,
where they said, "We do not wish to in-
terfere with anything existing between the
farmers themselves." We require to say
the same thing in regard to chaff. I as-
sume there would never be any desire on
the part of. the boardI to take from a man
that which is only suffcient for his own
needs. When it comes to the fixing of the
price I do not think there is anything ob-
jectionable in the provision contained in
the South Australian Act, which the
leader of the Opposition desires to see em-
bodied in this measure; because it merely
says that the price to he fixed shall he
that which the Commission considers to
be the market value of grain or fodder in
that place at the time when and 'where
it was required. The Minister said it
was only left out because it was not
thought to be necessary. However, to in-
sert it would satisfy the leader of the
Opposition and perhaps a good many
others. When it comes to the payment,
I think it would he wise to give a certifi-
cate on taking a man's 'wheat, and to give
it a terminal date. The fact that on a
fixed date he could go to the Treasury and
demand cash for his certificate would en-
able himn to get an advance from his
banker, andi, in addition, it 'would give
some terminal time for the whole transac-
tion. I assume that in giving any effect

to this measure notice will at once be
given, so that people will not go on effect-
ing sales and putting men into difficulties.
That leads to the question, at whose risk
is the wheat to lie after it is bought. It
the Government are satisfied to say
"Store it here," arc then to take the risk,
or is the risk to be taken by the man
from whom the -wheat ls been pur-
chased?7

The Premier: The clause distinctly
provides that the risk is the owner's, and
in the circumstances you describe the own-
ers witl be the board.

Mr. George:- Is the seller to be respon-
sible for the delivery after they have taken
his wheat?

Mr. JAMES GARDINER: Do not let
us injure the principles of the Bill for
the sake of little details, the necessary
amendment of which will be suggested
by commnonsense.

The Premier: Suhelause 2 of Clause 12
provides that it vests immediately in the
board.

Mr. JMES GARDINER:. Then you.
make provision for the storage.

The Premier: Yes, it shall vest in the
board.

M1r. JAMES GARDINER: It is merely
a point which was raised as to the weights.
If you are going to leave it there would
you buy it there? On the other hand, if
you send it to the siding the weights may
be taken there.

The Premier:- As soon as we take de-
livery it vests in the board, and the res-
ponsibility is on the board.

Mr. JAMELIS GARDINER: I wish to
stress that. point of giving a terminal
eertificate. The certificate 'would become
a marketable security. The probabilities
arc he will lose something on the interest,
but I do not think it would be very much,
because, after all, there will be only two
or three months between the time you buy
the wheat and the time when it is put in
the ground. I hope the Attorney General
will make Clause 10 clearer. As I
read it it provides that if a
man has contracted to deliver wheat,
and the Government come along and
take that wheat, it absolves him only
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from liability with regard to its delivery,
and does not affect him or the man who
had previously purchased it from him in
regard to the financial liability. I would
also like to be dlear as to any effect the
Federal Act may have on this measure.
With regard to dealings betwveen the
farmers, the Commissioner of Crown
Lands in South Australia said, "W~e want
to interfere as little as possible in the
dealings between farmers." If the Pre-
mier has not seen these debates which I
have been looking through, I do not mind
letting him have them. I am satisfied
with the Bill, because South Australia
already has it in operation and, as the
leader of the Opposition has said, as far
as we agree with the principle we will try
to think out the details so as to correct
anything that appears to us wrong, and
make it clear to the country why this is
being done. It is being done in the best
interests of the people of the State,' that
each may receive fair play. It is being
done because the Government realise that
there are thousands of farmers to-day
who, without it, cannot go on with agr-
culture. Anything done in the spirit of
the general good of the whole people is
going to have some effect, and we can
afford to wake some sacrifice. Next year's
prospects depend upon this year's wis-
dom. Every one of us is up against this
problem. I have it for breakfast, dinner,
and tea. I sleep with it and wake with
it, and the more I look into it the more
knotty it hecomes, and the more difficult
to arrive at a clear solution that will do
that justice to everybody which will sat-
isfy everybody. If we are going to give
an extravagant price for wheat we will
penalise the man who is having a
struggle to get along. I am satisfied that
whoever has to administer the Bill will
have much the same difficult position to
fil as Mr. Sutton and Mr. Paterson
have to-day. We want all to realise that
it is up to them to help in every possible
way. Do not let us labour little things
which may personally affect us. Let us
rather say, "These are big issues requir-
ine the whole patriotism of the House
and a good deal of the patriotism of the
country to help any Government to carry
them to a successful issue."

Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington)
[8.50]: There is a necessity for the Bill,
a necessity caused by the fact that there
is not sufficient foodstuff in the State, or
only sufficient to supply our own require-
ments. In regard to foodstuffs, we all
desire that the people of the State shall
not be placed at the mercy of the specu-
lator, who is looking only for profits and
does not care a twopenny hang for the
suffering people. There are many details
in the Bill which will require to be
thoroughly discussed in Committee. I
believe the Government invite that dis-
cussion. At the same time there is one
thing we may as well think over before
reaching Committee, namely, that we have
not only to see what measures are neces-
sary for the protection of our foodstuffs,
and necessary to be fair to the producer,
but we have to see also what will be fair
and equitable in regard to the liabilities
incurred in connection with the trade. It
is a difficult problem, one in which any
business man will see numberless difficul-
ties. We have to do the best we can. If
we cannot get a perfect measure, we re-
quire at least to have it based on equity
for all concerned. I heard from the Pre-
mier that there was a large quantity of
flour prepared to be exported from the
State. It would be well if we could be
thorotighly satisfied in regard to that, be-
cause I was talking to one of the largest
millers yesterday, and from him I under-
stood that there was no intention, and
hardly any prohahility, of an export of
this sort being carried out.

The Minister for Mines: We have
undoubted proof of it.

Mr. GEORGE: I mention it so that
it may go out with all the weight the
Government can give it that we are legis-
lating to prevent our people being penal-
ised both in regard to their food and the
seed they may require. A Bill of this
sort affords boundless opportunity for a
long speech. but I think the leader of the
Opposition and the leader of the Country
Party have pretty well expressed my
views, and I only wish to repeat what I
said last evening, namely, that in point of
equity we must remember all those con-
eerned in these transactions.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam)
[9.0]. I wish to say a few words in
connection with this Bill. It we prevent
the export of wheat I think we shall ;)e
doing all that is necessary. If the wheat
remains in the State it will be available
to the people, and if flour is wanted we
will be able to get it, and if seed wheat
is wanted that, too, will be obtainable.
I can understand the anxiety of the Gov-
ermnent that there should be no shortage
of seed and flour. I have a copy of the
preliminary crop forecast, which shows
that it is expected 3,200,000 bushels oEf
wheat will be produced this year. WVe
Must remember that at the end of Sep-
tember last we had about 20,000 tons
of flour in hand, and that we can shorten
this year by cutting off a month, so that
it is more than likely we shall have enough
wheat and flour to supply our needs. ft
is quite obvious that the price of wheat,
if we were an exporting country, would
be the parity of London value, and if
we were an importing country the price
Would be that at which we could import
wheat. It is always wecll to remember
when discussing wheat to be milled into
flour that it takes Is. a bushel to influenve
the price of a 21b. loaf of bread by a
halfpenny. The difference bet-ween wheen
at 3s. and 4s. or 4s. and 5s. a bushel does
not make much difference to the price
of the bread the people eat, but it menus
a considerable difference to the mani who
has the grain. The forecast says that
we shall have a 2.5 bushel average, and
that we shall reap about one-half of the
crop that was sown. One-half of tlhe
area. put tunder wheat will be stripped.
so that the average expected is about
5 bushels. If members cnaculte the
cost of producing five bushels they wiUl
realise that the present price of 4s. 6d.
a bushel fixed for wheat is altogether in-
adequate.

The Minister for Lands: The 4s. G;d.
was not for this year's wheat. It was
for an 11 or 12 bu shel crop.

H1on. J. MITCHELL:- I know it is not
intended by the Commission to be the
lprice, bitt to-day the price fixed by the
G4overnment for any wheat, whether old
or new, is 4s. Od.

Trle %Ijnister for Lands: No.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: I assiure the

Minister that the Commission have ilseut
and the Government have approved, of
die price of 4s. Od.

T'be Nlinister for Lands: F or old wheat.
'l'he Attorney General: For milling,

wheat.
Lion. J. MIUTUIIILL: The pric;e refers

[0 wheat.
The Attorney Genieral: A thsrunction

is made.
kion. J. 'MITCHlELL: It is not woi'tiu

wasting time, because I do not think the
Giovernmrent will dto an injustice by allovv-
ing the price of 4s. Gd. to remain a day
lunger. If a faniner has 300 or 400 bagb
of wheat stripped in his field, tny oum'
('al come along and claimt it at 4s. (1.
a bushel.

Th le Minister for Lands: No.
Hon. .1. MI11TCHELL: ft is perfecaty

true that any one can. The Attoratt
General has to be approached before ii
Prosecuition can be undertaken, arid if
the M inister for Lands wants fnirthi;'r
information on the subject. I would reft-r
aimn to my legal friend, the member For
Canning.

T he -Minister for Lands: I liave all
the legal advice I want on this side of
the House, and am well satisfied with ir.

Ron. J1. MITCHELL: I an quite wil-
ling to bow to the superior knowledge of
ainy lperson sitting on the Goverrneu'.
side. but the Attorney General has 1101
had the experience in tins connection
which the member for Canning has haa.

The Premier: Did I understand yoii
to say 4s, Gd. included new wheat?

The Attorney General: Yes, and he L.,
appealing to the member for ('annine.

The Premier: It is absolutely imueior-
rect.

The Minister for Works: Time does not
always make the best tradesmnan, voa
know.

lion. J. MITCHELL: I assure .
Minister for Lands that to-day the, prir'.
for wheat is 4s. 6d.

The Premier: It is not.
lon. J. 11iTCHELL: It is impossi'-nr

10 say whether it is for old or for lien-
wheat. I know the Government will] not
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allow that price to remain, but will :iiler
it.

The Attorney General: It has nevur
lbeein so.

Bion. J. ):1TCHELL: The Attusrn.
General did not allow a prosecution to
be proceeded with-

The Attorney General: Because of the
very reason we state.

iBan. . MTTCHELL: That the House
maty have some experience of what is
going on, let me mention the experience
of a man-not Mr. Marwick-who bad
1,000 bags of wheat. It was claimed by
a miller at 4s. 6d., and he was told that
lie must deliver, In the meantime MNr.
Suttoij offered 5s. 4d. for it, but the
owner-a Beverley farmer-became
scared on learnin.- that the Act
provided for -a fine of £1,000, and
lie asked Mr. Sutton to let himn
off because the miller might prosecute.
Mr. Sutton replied, "'Let me bave the
wheat, and you will be quite safe." But
the farmer would not take Mr. Sutton's
word and persuaded him to be allowed
to sell to the miller at 4s. 6d., and since
then Mr. Sutton has procured the wheat
from the mill for seed. That is the po-
sition, and it is no use denying that 4s.
6d. was the price in Mr. Marwiek's ease.
While 4s. 6d. is the price to-day-

The Premier: It is not; your own
leader said it was 6is. 9d.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: That is the price
the Government have fixed.

The Premier: We did not fix that at
all.

The Attorney General: You said our
officers were offering to buy it at 5s. 4d.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Govern-
mreat cannot get away from the fact
that they have approved of 4s. 6d. as
the price for wheat.

The Premier: For old wheat.
The Minister for Lands: And we are

buying it for 5s. 3d.
The Premier: You know that 4s. 6d.

is for f.a.q. milling wvheat and at Perth
parity.

Hon. J. 'MITCHELL: Then 4s. 6d. has
been fixed.

The Premier: That is for old wheat.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: After all the
denials, we now get an admission from
the Government that the price is 4s. 6d.
at Perth parity. That is to say, if a man
at Albany had 100 bushels he would get
4s. 6d. per bushel at Albany less the
freight to Fremantle, and if the freight
wvas 6d. a bushel it would mean 4s. to
him. We are asked to trust the Govern-
ment entirely tunder this measure-the
Government who, under another Act,
have done the things I have mentioned.
We have had some experience of the
Government under the Control of Trade
in War Time Act. I will not refer to
the Premier's promise to me when this
measure was being discussed. In New
New South Wales the Government in.
troduced a Bill on the 1st December, and
the Minister, in moving the second read-
ing, said-

The Government were not going to
place themselves under an obligation
to buy every bushel of wheat grown
in New South Wales at 5s., as some
wonid be offered to everybody who
cared to bring in their wheat.

The Government there realised that if
a farmer bad wheat to sell he must be
able to sell it, and get his money prompt-
ly. If the Government here undertake
to buy all the wheat produced in West-
ern Australia this year, they will re-
quire £8,000 or £900,000. I doubt if
the Government are prepared to put the
money into the venture, and if they have
such a sum to spare they bad better put
it into other things. If they can prevent
the export of wheat and still leave the
people free to trade one with the other,
it will be very much better.

The Minister for Works: You are op-
posed to the Bill, then.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
has not 100,000 pence with which to
buy wheat, and he has taken care to
provide in the Bill that lie need not pay
the farmer until it suits him to do so.

The Premier: You have not read the
Bill.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: If the farmer
has wheat, hay, or anything else to sell, he
is as much entitled to sell it and get his
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money day by day as the Premier is to
draw his salary every month.

The Premier: Does the Bill say any-
thing to the contrary?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Unless farmers
can make sales when they desire they
cannot keep their farms going or pay
their way. The position to-day is un-
satisfactory because every one knows
that the Government may interfere at
any time. It is true that wheat is
bringing in the open market far and
away beyond the price of 4s. 6d. which
the Government have fixed. While the
Government think 4s. 6id. a fair price,
the people are willing to give what they
consider a fair price, notwithstanding
the figure fixed by the Government. I
do not -intend to allow the Bill to go
through without moving some amend-
ments.

The Premier: That is an unnecessary
observation,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
said hie had copied the South Australian
Act, That statuite contains an important
provision in connection -with the fixing
of the price of wheat which does not
appear in this measure. Subsection .3
of Section 13 provides that the price
mutst not be less than a fair market val-
ue. This point has been discussed, and I
have no wish to pursue it further, hut the
clause is incomplete without the inclu-
sion of a similar provision. Without it
farmers will be left to the sweet will
of some Commissioners. One of them
may he Mr. Sutton, in whom I hare the
utmost confidence, but I doubt whether
it would be wise to thrust upon him this
additional duty. I intend to move that
the Bill be limited in its operations to
the end of September. If the 31st De-
cember is retained it will overlap the cur-
rent season's crop and this would be
undesirable. We should not interfere
with the ordinary course of trade. Cir-
cumstances now are very special and it
is necessary that something should be
done, but it is not necessary that the
Government should take power to se-
cure wheat when next year's crop is be-
ing harvested. We have a duty to the
State, and that is to keep the wheat in

the country. Beyond that the Govern-
mient have no right to ask for any special
powci. The leader of the Country
party said we ought to be patriotic. It
is very easy to be patriotic with other
people 's money. Some people have
wheat to sell and others will be com-
pelled to buy, bLut I do not think that
any argument has been adduced to jus-
tify any man who has 15s, demanding
one of the Premier's sovereigns-for it.
Nothing- would justify the Government
in taking wheat at less than a reason-
able price. If the Government are will-
ing to take chaff and wheat at a reason-
able price when the farmer wants to sell,
I see no strong objection to the measure,
but if it is the Government's idea to ob-
tain these powers to fix the price ot
wheat at less than a, fair figure, and to
take it at such a price-

*The Premier: Who said so?
Hon. J. MITCHELL: It it is the Gov-

ernment 's intention to take the wheat
at less than a f air price when they want
it. and not when the farmer desires to
sell, we should he doing Wrong in giving
them such powers. The Premier laughs
when I suggest he may not behave quite
fairly. We have had some experience
of him. We know our Premier and know-
ing him we are not going to hand the
fruit grower, the potato grower, and the
wheat grower over to him unless we
have an assutrance that these people
are going to be treated with reasonable
consideration.

The Premier: We have only acted on
the advice of the Commission.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
miust not hide himself behind the Commis-
sion.

The Premier: The Act provides that
we cannot act otherwise than on their
advice. If you have any complaint
againqt them you must have it against
your own nominee. We say it is a good
Commission.

Hon. J. 'MITCHIErL: The Commission
recommend to the Government, and the
Government approve or disapprove of
the recommendation. The Government
approved of the price of 4s. 6id. which
was recommended by the three Commis-
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sioners and not by one of them. It is
nonsense to say that the Government are
not responsible. The Premier and his cot-
lea gues are responsible for the fixing of
tit price.

'The Premier: The price is; all right.

H~on. J. MHICHIL It eannot be
argued that ComiSsioner Rae is respon-
sible for all that happened. at York and
Beverley.

'rhe Premnier: It is a good Commission;
it is only your own people who complain
about it.

The Minister for Mlines: The com-
plaints come from your own people.

Hion. Frank Wilson: Where?
The Premier: From your own irrespon-

sible colleague. What about the Sunday
Times, your official. journal, whvich made
a vicious attack upon him"'

flon, J. MITCHELL: I do not know
what the Sunday Timies has to do with
the Premier's speech. I do not wish to
discuss. the matter farther. I hope the
Premier -will allow the Committee stage
to stand over until next Tuesday, until
such time as hion. members have had an
opportunity of going carefully into the
mnatter. It is unfortunately true that the
last few seasonsi have been very had in-
deed, the 1914 season being especially so.
This year we have not bad that moisture
which we expected all over the State.

The Premier: The farmers at all events
have had too much wind in one district
ihat I know of.

Hon. J. 'MITCHELL: We will at all
events go into the whole matter and see
if we cannot take some of the wind out
of the Premier's sails, We will give him
power to protect the people hut not to
do with the farmers what he would like
to do. I think we are particularly called
upon to protect the farmers this year.
It musit he remembered that they have
had no crop to speak of, that they have
been very hard hit, and that they are
deserving of great consideration. I dare
say it would be better to see that the
farner gets more than a reasonable price
for his wheat than that the Government
shbould arrange by law that he should get
less. That is a matter for the Govern-

ment, and the question will be left to
thema when the Bill is passed into law,

lion. II. B. LEFROY (Moore) (9.20]:
I do not wish to delay the House at this
juncture. We have before us a very im-
portant measure. I view with regret any
measure that is calculated to interfere
with the free course of commerce along
its ordinary chiannel unless in its flow the
public are not needlessly injured. We
arc living in exceptional times; we ate
tiring at a time when the State is suffer-
ing from one of the worst droughts in the
history of living moan, and when we have
not only the drought within but the war
without, I think on an occasion like this
lion, members must recognise that it will
he necessary to introduce exceptional
mecasures for them to consider. I am
prepared myself to assist the Govern-
ment in every possible way in passing
this measure as long as every endeavour
is made not only to protect the public
but to protect the grower. All these food
stuffs, wheat, and other agricultural pru-
dncc should be protected in the interests
of the grower, those who need the seed,
and of the public generally. I think it is
that which hion. members have to consider
when going through the Bill in Comm it-
tee. I trust that the Government -will at
any rate have that object in view, and
that when they have an expression of
opinion from this side of the House,
from those who are more particularly in-
terested in the agricultural pursuits of
the count ry, and represent those who are
engaged in these industries, they will give
consideration to the proposals with a
view to perhaps amending the measure so
nos to make it more acceptable to those
who are more immediately interested in
it. I hope the Government wvill at al!
events approach the matter in that spirit.
If they do so, hon. members on this side
of the House will be prepared to meet
them in a similar spirit. We are here to
do the best we can at this juncture in the
interests of Western Australia, and we
must consider fully the interests of those
unfortunate people who have to produce
that which is required for our needs.
They must primarily be considered. The
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farmer generally throughout the State
is the hardest worked and the worst paid
man in the community. There is not the
slightest doubt that under ordinary cir-
cumstances in this State the wheat and
flour of tlhis country have been produced
under sweating conditions. In many in-
stances I am sure that the poor unfortu-
nate farmer who produces the foodstuffs
for the people of the State has not taken
out of it for himself more than four shil-
lings day by day and has had to work
hard to get that much. I hope, therefore,
in considering the Bill that those who
have produced the wheat but who have
made nothing out of it, as; wvell as those
who may have been a little more success-
ful than their fellows, may he considered
in the Bill that is before the House, and
I trust that the Government will meet
the situation in a spirit of conciliation.

The Minister for Works: What about
the man who has not been successful and
who has worked equally hard?

lion. H. B. LFrROY: I say that the
man who is fortunate in having made a
little should be considered as well as
the man who has not made anything. I
do not think because a man is fortunate
enough to have a little wheat he should
he shoved under. The spirit in which this
Bill should be approached is that he
should be considered fairly as well as his
unfortunate fellow. If the Government
meet the Bill in that spirit I am quite
sure that lion. members on this side of
the House will be prepared to meet them
in the same spirit. I trust that at any
rate we may be able to make this Bill,
which I regret the necessity for the in-
troduction of, acceptable to all classes of
the community.

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [9.25]:
I feel somewhat diffident in approaching
this matter, more particularly as one some-
what inclined to the Bill. Speaking for my
own district I feel sure that the farmers
there will view this Bill with a certain
amount of disfavour. We are fortunate
inasmuch as we have not had an absolute
failure in the district, in fact some of our
settlers are in the fortunate position of
having a better crop this year than they

[8]

have had in previous seasons. I feel,
however, that it is only fair they should
have a just and reasonable price for their
product, and if the Government will agree
to Section 3 of the South Australian Act
I am quite confident that the farmners in my
district at any rate wvill view the Bill more
favourably. The price of wheat has been
freely discussed, and some lion, members
have stated that the price is governed by
the price ruling in London. In normal sea-
sons, of course, we admit that that is the
price wvhich has ruled. In a year such as
this, however, the price wvhich wheat com-
mands is the price based on supply andi
demand. I1 do not think it is fair for thie
Government to say that the price is to he
continued at anything more or less than
(lie market value. I hope in committee
lo have a little more to say on this su]b-
Jeet. I only rose to express the feeling-
in my district as regards the fixing of thie
price of wheat and chaff. I think it is a
matter we should approach with great
consideration because I consider that the
farmer who has had many lean years,
speaking- for those in my own district,
where they have a fair average crop,
should be entitled to get a fair, just, and
reasonable price for their produce.

Mr. HICKMOTT (Pingelly) [9.28]: 1
do not intend to say much with reference
to this matter. I think myself that the
Bill shows that the Government had the
welfare of the people at heart when they
brought this Bill forward and that they
are attempting to deal generously with
them. There is no doubt, as my friend
has said, that while a few people
have a little wheat there are many
who have none. I was tackled on this
question when I was leaving Brookton to
come down here. A friend of mine, who
helped to place me in this position, said
to me, "What about the price of wheat?"
I replied, "I do not know that it is going
to be at such an extraordinary price. I
believe the Government are going to fix
the price." Thereupon he said, "What
nonsense! The idea of fixing the price
of wheat!I Those who have a little to sell
will get nothing for it. Look at our
losses." I said, "Which do you think will
suffer most-those who have a little to
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sell, or those who have a lot to buy?" I
think it is only right that we should deal
as liberally as possible with those who are
in want of seed. There are in Western
Australia many farmers who have
scarcely enough to eat, and they have to
come to the Government to-day to ask to
he assisted through the great difficulties
arising out of the sad conditions at pre-
sent obtaining in our State. I am very
pleased indeed to see the statesmanlike
manner in which the Government are
coming to the assistance of the farmer,
and I think Ministers are doing very well
indeed. I know what droughts are. In
the district I lived in before coming to
Western Australia I suffered often from
severe droughts-droughts quite as severe
as that from which we are suffering at the
present time. I had two total failures.
The last one was in 1907; 1 bad 1,000
acres under crop, without stripping one
grain. Of course, the Victorian Govern-
ment camec to the aid of the people, but
not sufficiently. That is one of the main
things to be considered in rendering as-
sistance to the farmers. At the present
time there is every indication of a fair
price in 1915-16. If a farmer can get
sufficient fodder and seed to put in a rea-
sonable area, then in all probability he
will have a fair season. If he has suffi-
cient seed he will be able to pay off his
liability to the Government and also to
recoup himself largely if not en-
tirely. 1 remember one case arising out
of the great drought of 1902 in Victoria.
A neighbour of mine, a large farmer with
something like 1,500 acres under crop
yearly, was a sufferer; and the Govern-
ment would allow him only £60 in seed
and fodder for each 640 acres. I had a
conversation with this farme;, who said,
"This is 110 good to me at all. I am con-
siderably behind, and the little bit the
Government are offering would not pay
the deb's I owe at the present time!' That
g-entleman was fortunate enough to have
a brother in South Australia who posses-
sed plenty of wheat. He went aeross to
his brother in South Australia to obtain
seed, and he got the £60 from the Vic-
torian Government and spent that in
fodder alone. The following harvest he

was not only able to pay off the whole of
his liabilities to his brother and to the
Government, but lie had a considerable
banking account besides. This goes to
show that if the farmer gets a fair quan-
tity of seed and fodder, sulfficient to en-
able him to put in a reasonable crop, he
will be able not only to pay off his lia-
bilities to the Government but also to
place himself in a much better position.
One of the main features to be considered
in supplying the needs of the farmers who
have suffered is that the aid given them
should be sufficient to carry them over
the intervening time. I amn very pleased
with the attitude which the Government
have adopted in this matter, and I am
also thoroughly satisfied with the inter-
pretation which our leader has given or
this party's position. I also approve of
the amendments suggested by the leader
of the Opposition and by the leader of the
Country party. I have no wvish to pro-
long the debate at this stage. Some of
our friends on the right have, I think,
repeated over and over again the very
same arguments and words that each of
the preceding speakers had already used.
We do not seem to have got any further
ahead. The discussion appears to me to
be needless * When the measure goes into
Committee it will receive from me the
support which it needs.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM (Greenough)
(9.35]: A great deal has already been
said on the Bill tinder discussion. As
representative of an electorate in which
there are farmers with perhaps a little
wheat to sell, and farmers whose crop-w
have been an absolute failure and who
therefore must be buyers, and in which
there are, further, large numbers of con-
sumers, I recognise that we must con-
sider the needs of each class of people.
I am pleased indeed to see that the Gov-
ernment have taken this matter up in
the proper spirit, with the desire of keep-
ing in the State for the benefit of our
people what has been produced in this
State. I do not wish to enter into details
or to criticise the measure at this stage
because that would he, as my friend has
said, a mere repetition of previous utter-
ances. If there is any defect in the Bill
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as it has come before the House-I under-
stand it is a copy of the South Australian
measure--the defect can he remedied in
Committee, and the Bill generally made
suitable to our local conditions. I am
glad that the Bill has been introduced,
and I feel sure that wvhen it has been
finally shaped in Committee it will render
justice to every section of the community.

Mr. TAYLOR (M1ount Margaret)
[9.37]: 1 do not intend to offer any ob-
jections to the measure, bitt I desire to
draw the Premier's attention to a certain
provision of the Bill which, in my
op~inioni, directly affects its administra-
tion. The measure provides for a board
of directors, and the number of directors
is three. The chairman of the board,
who is to be appointed by the Governor
in Council, is vested with both a delibera-
tive vole and a casting vote; and in the
absence of the chairman the deputy
chairman has the same powers. Two of
Ihe three members of the board form a
quorum. Thus thie chairman for the
time being, wvhoever he may be-either
the chairman himself or the deputy chair-
man-is placed in the position, when a
meeting is attended only by the quorum
of two, of being enabled to carry any-
thing- that he desires. To me this seems
an anomaly, and undemocratic. In my
opinion, the chairman should have only
a casting- vote. I have always been
opposed to allowing the chairman a de-
liberative as well as a casting vote. I
have objected to that principle in the
Municipialities Act, and wherever else I
have encountered it, and I desire to draw
the Premier's attention to its operation
under this Bill. Possibly in connection
with this measure there may be some
extenuating circumstances or special cir-
cumstances justifying the inclusion of
flint principle.

The Premier :Two are to form a
qutorumf.

Mr. TAYLOR: In that case the chair-
man maky as well sit by himself, because
the other member of the board is abso-
lutely powerless.

The Premier: If the chairman were not
given a casting vote, the quorum of twvo
might never arrive at a decision.

Mr. TAYLOR: We might as well make
this board consist of the chairman alone.
If the position arises of only two members
of the board meeting, then the chairman
with his deliberative and casting votes
controls the position. I do not see where
the other member of the board would
come in, tinder those circumstances.

Yr. Hfeitmann: If the chairman has
only a casting vote it amounts to the
same thing.

Mr. TAYLOR: Here there are four
votes, of which the chairman has two,
and the remaining directors one each.
The chairman can use his deliberative
vote to bring about equality, and then
use his casting vote to carry any pro-
posal. That is my objection to the chair-
man's having a deliberative vote. He
can use the deliberative vote first and so
make things equal, and then use his cast-
ing vote afterwards. If bon. members
had been placed in the same position as
I have been placed in through the opera-
tion of this principle, they would not
regard my objection as they evidently
regard it.

The Premier: The chairman cannot
exercise both a casting vote and a delib-
erative vote where there are three mem-
bers.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Let the hon. mem-
ber explain, please.

Mr. TAYLOR: Under this measure
the board would consist of three members
-the chairman and two others. The
chairman has a casting vote and also a
deliberative vote. I presume that under
this Bill lie is permitted to use his de-
liberative vote, and then he can use his
casting vote afterwards. I have seen a
meeting of nine members divided into
two parties of five and fotur; and the
chairman has made the position equal
by giving his deliberative vote, and theni
has carried his point hy giving his cast-
ing vote. In connection with this measure
he will be able to take that course in a
meeting of two members; and two form
a quorum. Therefore I say that the
Bill proposes to place great power
in the hands of the chairman. I
am objecting on principles which
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I hold, and I hope the Premier will be
able to show the necessity for the two
votes in the present case. It is idle to say
that people will not use powers given to
them. Powers are used on every occasion
where they are given.

The Premier: Under this Bill it is not
possible on any occasion for the chairman
to use both his deliberative and his cast-
ing vote.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order IMay I
suggest that this point be settled iii
Committete?

Mr. TAYLOR; I was hopeful this
afternoon, when the Bill was introduced,
that the unanimity of the House would
have put the measure through all its
stages by this time.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Is that the only
objection you have to the Bill?

Mr. TAYLOR: I have other objections,
but I hope that in his reply the Premier
will make this point clear, so that there
wvill be no further discussion on it. 'When
the House suspended the Standing Orders,
1 thought tie matter was practically
settled between the leaders of the three
parties. I thought it was agreed be-
twveen them that the Bill is necessary.
For my part, I am convinced that
the measure gives the Government great
powers. I hope the Government will
not have to exercise those powers,
but I realise the necessity for con-
ferring them on the Government. I
thought hon. members on both sides were
satisfied in that direction. It is a Bill to
protect the people of our own State, and
I do not think the Government will deal
harshly with any powers they have when
they are protecting their own people.

Mr. Robinson: May I ask if the Pre-
mier is going to proceed with the Com-
mittee stage of this Bill to-nighU

The PREMIER: It is my intention to
ask the House to go into Committee on the
Bill and proceed as far as we can until
we meet knotty clauses, the consideration
of which can be postponed. In this way
we shall leave as little as possible for con-
sideration on Tuesday next. I would like
an assurance that if we do not proceed
too late we will get through the Bill on
Tuesday.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I do not think
there will be any difficulty in dealing with
the Biln in Committee.

The PREMIER :There is another
point; we shall require to 'suspend the
Standing Orders again on Tuesday to
permit of the remaining stages heing
dealt with at that sitting.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) [9 -48] : I
rise to address the House with somewhat
mixed feelings. I will not. remind the
Premier of his maiden speech, because
he declares that lie usually likes to be
left alone on that particular subject.
The diffidence I have as an embryo
politician without experience of the
usages and the customs of this Chamber
is emboldened somewhat after having
listened to some of the speeches which
have been made already.

The Premier: On your own side too.

Mir. GRIFFITHS : It is pleasing to
note how glad hon. members are at
seeing the Country party in this Chamber,
but it is not surprising to find that the
other parties did so much for us in the
past. The nature of this debate will
not allow me to go into details to try and
prove to the House the reason for our
presence here. So far as this measure
is concerned, I am pleased to see the
conciliatory spirit evidenced on both
sides of the House. As representing
one of the districts mostly affected so
far as shortage of grain is concerned, it
is satisfactory to see that such a decided
effort is being made to try and meet
the existing difficulties. In the far
eastern portion of the electorate I
represent there are a number of settlers
who will not have a grain of wh6at
this year, and there are many who have
made contracts which they will, I
believe, he called upon to fulfil. These
people wre in a dire plight, and I do
not know at this hour that it would
be well for me to dwell at length on
that point. I only want to express
my satisfaction at the efforts which are
being made to try and meet the diffi-
culties. I have been inundlated. with
letters from many of these settlers in
the eastern end of the York electorate,
who are in trouble about their con-
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tracts, and in regard to their food
supplies. Many of them hardly know
where their Christmas dinners are to
come from. I say without fear of contra-
diction that there are people in that part
of my electorate who do not knew where
their food supplies are to come from.
and although I have written and assured
them that they will not be allowed to
want, that pressing burden of want and
anxiety remains on their shoulders. I
had intended to speak on the Address-in-
reply, and there were many things that
I wanted to say, but my leader con-
sidered it advisable that we should
restrain our eloquence so that the
important legislation which is to come
before us might be debated. I shall
reserve until some future occasion the
right to express may view on a number
of subjects. I shall be very pleased,
however, to communicate with the
unfortunate settlers to whom I have
referred and point out to them the
efforts which are being made to meet the
difficulties which are facing them at the
present time.

Mr. ROBINSONM (Canning) [9-53]-:
Owing to the extreme importance of
this measure, I would like to know if
the Committee stage is to be deferred
until Tuesday. If the Bill is to be
passed through all its stages to-night-
it is a measure which affects everyone in
Western Australia-it will not receive
that deliberation that its importance
warrants. I feel sure that members
coming here on Tuesday will attend
with their thoughts crystallised and
the measure then will be dealt with in
a shorter space of time. I venture to
suggest for the Premier's consideration
that hie and his colleagues and his party
have had for some days pst all the
ciluses of this Bill under consideration,
whereas we have had the Bill placed in
our hars only this evening, and it is
impossible for anyone to do adequate
justice to a measure of this importance
in the few moments at our disposal.
The Government have a majority in
this House, and the Premier can work
it as lie pleases.

Mr. Heitman: He has no desire
to do that.

Air. ROBINSON:- The Premier I am
sure will respect the deliberations of
members on this side of the Chamber,
and I hope the Committee stage wil be
allowed to stand over until Tuesday,

Mir. WJLLMOTT (Nelson) [9-55):
This Bill covers amongst ether things
chatf. I would like to point out that
in my opinion holders of chaff must not
be greedy at this particular time. Com-
ing as I do from a timber district, I know
that the carters will have to give up their
occupation should the price of chaff
rise higher than £8 1s. per ton. If
those carters cease work it will simply
mean that -we shall lose our market.
I hope growers willI no te that fact and not
open their mouths too wide, because if
they do they will kill the goose that is
laying the egg. I do not want to speak
on the whejat side of this question,
because I represent a constituency
that does not grow a great deal of wheat,
but this is a phase of the question.
which I think deserves a certain amount
of consideration and thought, and I
trust than when the public of Western
Australia see what steps are being
taken in regard to this matter they
-will quietly consider amongst them-
selves the advisability of not trying
to send up the price of the commodity
I have referred to. If they do, they
will lose their market and their sales.
I will not say any more to-night. Other
matters will crop up at a later date in
which I am miore vitally interested,
namely, the timber and fruit irdustrics.

-Mr. WANSJ3EOUCH (Beverley)
(9,58]: It affords me a great deal of
pleasu.re to note the manner in which
this Bill has been received on all sides
of the House. Unlike the previous
speaker, I represent a chaff district,
and it is particularly with that phase
of the question that my constituents
are interested. The outstanding features
of the Bill to my mind are clear enough.
The machinery clauses are the only
issues on which we shall have to exercise
care, but I do hope that the leader of
the House will not try to rush the
matter through to-night. We should
have ample time to consider the clauses,
particularly those referring to the board.
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I am not going to say anything more
at this juncture, but will reserve to
myself the righlt to speak again in Cem-
1nittee.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan-
Brown Hill-I-vanhoe-in reply) [10-0]
There have been one or two points raised
which I -would like briefly to explain.
I appreciate extremely the remarks
which have fallen from new members
on the Opposition cross-bench' es. All
the inore do I appreciate them because
at a time like the present a little en-
couragement does no harm, but materially
helps when one has a burden to carry,
and that we have a burden jixst now is
undoubted. I want particularly to stress
the point that those members directly
representing conutituericies that pro-
duce the commodities we area trying
to control have shown by their speeches
this evening that they appreciate the
fact that in pr-odueing a commodity they
have to consider their market, namely, lie
rest of the comminunity. So long as
we can view these questions in that
impartial spirit, I am satisfied that
we will do good, not merely to the
producer, hut to the consumer as well-
The Bill is devised to serve the interests
of all, producer and consumer alike,
large and small. No better words have
been spoken in this debate than those
of the member for Ping~elly (Mr. Hlick-
rnott), when. hie said that it is to to
kept in mind that, while there are a
few whlo have a little wheat to sell,
there are many who have a lot to buy,
Personally, 1 appreciate the fact that we
are up against bad times in regard to
this harvest, and -will have worse times
ahead unless we are careful in dealing
with what we have on hand. w-ant
to do -what 1 can to make this burden
as light and as short, ais possible, and we
can make it short by providing all
facilities in anticipation of a, bumiper
harvest next season. I regret that
the member for Nat anning (M1r. Thom-
son) should have expressed the opinions
hie did. I am afraid lie was following
the bad example of the member for
Northamn (Hon. J1. Mitchell), in whwe
spoken opinion we are introducing the
Bill for no other pm-pose than to exploit

the farmer. No one knows better than
the member for Northamn that there
is nothing in the Bill capable of ax.
ploiting the farmer ;yet in criticising
the measure thle lion. member practically
miade that his keynote. He said he
was prepared to support the Bill if
I would given an assurance that we
were not out to exploit the farmer. I
am prepared to give the assurance I
gave in moving the second reading,
to repeat it now, and to re-echo it until
even thle lion. member is satisfied.
The Bill has another object, namely,
to be fair and just to the man who has to
purchasie the farmer's product. The
hion. member ought to appreciate the
fact that the fixing of a price for wheat
was done after dun consideration by
Parliament. Both Chambers pasqsed the
Bill empowering the appointment of the
commission. The only price fixed by
the commission haes bcen that for
wheat, and the heon. member complains
that it was too low. It may have been
too low from the point of view of those
fortun ate farmers who were able to carry
ove-r soine of their wheat even after the
declaration of war, but they wvere few
and far between, and they have no
right to hold up the rest of the farmers
and thle community generally. The
wheat thoy were holding was being sold
inins.-diatoly prior to the war at 3s. 10d.,
and the action of the Government in
adopting the recommendation of the
commifssionl was taken in order to give
them the right to sell their product at
an advance of 8d. And it had another
effect, namely, to prevent thousands
of bushels of wheat from boing exported
froni Western Auistralia to South Australia.
Therefore, I am satisfied theo Government
did a. right thing. We have never
made any complaint against thle corn-
inis.'ion. The commission is not in-
fallible any more than is Parliament
or the Government. The only person
iifallible, in his own mind, is the member
for 'Northam. In regard to complaints
against the commission I have no
knowledz7e of any member supporting
thie present Government having made
c.-mplaint, not even excepting the
umber for WdismsNarrogin (Mr.
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Johnston). He is the only one of our
supporters; representinig a farming con-
stituency. The others represent in the
main the consumers, the industrial
classes congregated in the cities anid
towns and on the goldfields, where they
are consuming the product of the former.
No complaint has been made against the
action of th e commission, or t he adoption
by the Government of a price of wheat
which meant an immediate rise of 8d.
a bushel. The only criticism of the
commission was hurled against it by
those in direct Opposition, and by the
newspaper which has given thorn the
most support, namely, the Sunday Ti .mes.
That paper made a, deliberate attack,
full of spleen, on a. member of the com-
mission, an attack which, in my opinion,
was wholly uniwarranted. I do not
think I ever met Mr. Rae until he was
introduced to me by the leader of the
Opposition. We accepted the advice
of the leader of the Opposition, and
appointed Mr. Rae to the commission;
hut if I had known Mt.lr Rae as well
then as I know himi now I would not have
hesitated to appoint him. off my own bat.
The commission have done their Lest
under trying circumstances.

Hon. Frank Wilson: But YOU referred
to an hon. member.

The PREMIER: Your own colleague,
the member for Northam, was the only
bon. member from whom I have had any
correspondence intimating that the farm-
ers were concerned about the fixing of
the price of 'wheat.

Hon. J. Mitchiell: You have not
replied ; you are too lazy.

The PREIER: It is not worth
replying to. It is too selfish to take
any notice of. 'When the hon. member
cart broaden his vierws somewhat,' and
recognise that there are others in the
community besides those whom he
represents, he will he more useful to
the State. I regret that it should have
been necessary to make these remarks,
for I want the Bill to be treated in a
non-party spirit. There is no party
principle involved. All that is involved
in the measure is a desire on the part
of the Government, after having con-
sulted the two parties concerned in con-

stituting this Assembly, to pass a Bill
to protect the interests of the producer
and consumer, as well as the merchant
or miller. We have never endeavoured
to get the miller to purchase w-heat from
the farmer at less than a fair price to the
farmer, and we do not propose to do it.
Neither do we propose to ask the miller
to grist wheat and sell it to the con-
suimer at less than a fair price.

Ron. J, 'Mitchell : You have not
fixed the price for millers at all.

The PREMIER: The millers came
along, and discussed it with the Com-
mission, and, like reasonable men, fixed
their own price. The leader of the
Opposition made some reference to
the need for being cautious in regard to
fixcing the prices of conmnodities, and
the leader of the Country party referred
to the need of amending one clause
for the lpurpose of inserting a provision
from) the South Australian Act. The
Parliamentary draftsman consulted me
on that point and explained that the
provision was valueless, that it could
off ezt no purpose in the measure. How-
e'ver, as we are not going into Committee
until Tues5day, I will see him again and
ask him to disc over why it was inserted
in the South Australian measure. Pr-
sonally I think it was in order to make it
appeal to the farmer that extra, pre-
caution was being taken to see that he
got a fair deal. It is of no effect, but
if our farmers really desire the same
assurance I have no objection. The
question of fixing the market value is
very different. Some say it should be
fixed on the world's market, which
means inx other words, the London
market, whilst on the other hand, some
say it should be fixed on the basis of
supply and demand. I would not lie
to be a memlber of a commission which
had to answer for having fixed a price
on the law of supply and demand.
That has been a subject for controversy
from time immemorial, and nobody has
vet discovered a satisfactory solution.

Hon. Frank Wilson:- But supply end
demand fix the values for you.

The PREIER : Then -we do not
require the Bill if we are going to argue
on the basis that supply and demiand will
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fix the price, and if the leader of the
Opposition is prepared to leave it to
supply and demand.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I did not say so.
The PREMIER: But one of your

colleagues did.
Hon. Frank Wilson: No, you said

yourself that the values should be
fixed on the basis of supply and demand.

The PREIfER: Under existing con-
ditions we cannot take into account
the question of supply and demand
fixing the prices of the necessaries
of life. What we have to take into
account is the fair value to the pro-
ducer, while serving the interests of
the consumer. This is a question which,
in my opinion, it is undesirable that
Parliament should try to solve, or give
a decision upon for incorporation in
an Act of Parliament. Even since we
have had the Food Commission the
prices of commodities have varied from
day to day, and under local conditions
it will be alwvays necessary to have
sufficient freedom to alter the prices,
if not from day to day, at least from
week to week or month to month.
I do not want to be placed in the position
of having continually to come to Par-
liament, or call Parliament together to
meet an emergency brought about by
a, measure provionsly passed, and I
think it would be preferable to deal with
the Hill from the point of view of the
general concern of the community.
and endeavour to get a board which
will make it unnecessary to appeal to
any other authority on the question of
prices and which will adjust these
matters in a manner satisfactory to
all parties. Of course the board will
not be able to give entire satisfaction.
One person who had a little wheat to
sell said he would burn it rather than
sell it to the Oovernment for seed at
7s. That is a selfish attitude to adopt.
and one which will not be supported
by any section of the House. The
prices which might be fied for com-
modities will vary so constantly that
it will be better to have a board or
commission who can alter the prices
quickly to meet the different conditions.
The leader of the Country party referred

to Clause 19, and I have asked the
Attorney General to give it special
consideration so that in Committee we
shall be able to thoroughly explain its
purport, and if it does not meet the
wishes of bon. members we might be
able to amend it so that it will. We
wish to protect all parties, but I want
to disabuse the bon. members' rnii.d
that this clause has any bearing on
the contracts made by farmers for the
forward sale of wheat. That is a matter
which the Government have considered,
and another Bill w~ill be introduced
in the course of a few days to give
relief in respect to all industries, and
we hope to afford relief in the case
of the contracts which have been men-
tioned by lion. members. In regard to
the remarks of the member for Mount
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) respeecting the
position of chairman, the board will
consist of three persons, and wheIin
all three are present the chairman will
have a deliberate vote and no casting
vote will be necessary. We provide
that two will form a quorum because
we want decisions arrived at. It is
undesirable that there should be wrang-
ling and that one should vote one way
and the other another way and that
the time of the country should be taken
up mn useless controversy. On such
an occasion who is the person who should
give a final decision but the chairman?

Mr. Holmnan: It is done on every
bench.

The PREMIER: Yes, and the sme
applies to the Arbitration Court. The
chairman will be unable to give a casting
vote against the majority because the
only occasion on which he will be able
to exercise it will be when only two of
the three members are present. I appre.
ciate the remarks of most hon. members
but I regret particularly that the member
for Northam (Hon. J. Mitchell) could
not raise himself above his usual position
and recognise, in the Bill a desire on
the part of the Government to do what
is considered best for all concerned,
and not as he would lead people to
believe, a desire to exploit any one
section of the community.

Question put and passed.
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Bill read a second time.

PAPERS.-QUESTION OF PRO-
CEDURE.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (Perth)
[10.20): On a question of privilege,
I would lik to point out before tbe
House adjourns that this afternoon
the Attorney General read some corres-
pondence from a public file. I merely
wish to draw attention to the fact that
it is a well-known parliamentary pro-
cedure when a Minister of the Crown
quotes from public correspondence or
public flies he should then lay the
papers on the Table of the House.

The Premier: Who said he did?7
Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: The Attor-

ney General read from correspondence
or a file, I would ask if the Attorney
General laid those papers on the Table,
and if not, I would request you to
remind him to do so.

Mrt. SPEAK(ER [10-21]: There is no
question of privilege; it is a point of
procedure.

The Premier:± He is privileged to
talk so much.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Do not be
insolent.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The point
raised by the hon. member for Perth
is perfectly sound. The only objection
is that he should have taken the point
when the Attorney General quoted from
the papers. If the Attorney General
desires to lay the papers on the Table
of the House now, that is entirely in
his hands.

Hon. J. D). Connolly: I depended
upon the Attorney General following
the usual procedure. I

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker-Kanowna) [10-22]: My
remarks this afternoon were not in-
tended in the strict sense of the word to
be a quotation from a file. It was
simply a statement, and for the purposes
of waking that statement clear, and
in order to avoid any comment, I read
a letter especially at the request of
the hon. member and sequentially the
statements collated by the Chief Electoral

[9]

Officer. It was not a matter of quoting
from the file or of reading correspondence
so much as one of making clear the
exact position in relation to a charge
made last night by the hon. member.
Inasmuch as every word which was
uttered here to-day will appear in
Mansard I cannot see the necessity for
laying the papers on 'the Table. Every
word will be published, and the report
will comprise the whole of the matter
I read from. It was not a file in any
sense of the word. It was a statement
in the words of the Chief Electoral
Officer chiefly for the purpose of clear-
ness and precision.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Was not it a
file ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
merely a report I called for to-day, to
deal with the matter mentioned last

ngt.
Hon. Frank Wilson: It was a file.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: it
was entirely a series of statementscollated
to meet the particular case mentioned
last night. It was a statement and
nothing more than a statement, and
in order that there might be no im-
agination about it and no departure
from actual facts, I read the actual
words and the actual figures.

Hon. J. D). Connolly: What objection
can you have to following the usual
procedure and laying it upon the Table ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is no necessity to do so when every word
of it will appear in Hansard. Why does
the hon. member desire to have it both
in Hansard and on the Table? Un-
fortunately I have sent the papers
back to the office, but if the hon. member
wishes it I will lay them on the Table,
though sw-ely it is sufficient to have
the report in Mansard.

Ron. J. D). Connolly: Why not
follow the custom which is observed
by every Minister of the Crown

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
is unnecessary ; the hon. member will
have Hanward on Tuasday.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Bring the papers
baok with you on Tuesday.
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The ATTORNEY GE&NERAL: The
whole of it will be in Hansard.

M~r. SPEAKER (10-24): I will not'
insist on the papers being laid on the
Table by the Attorney General because
the time for raising the point has been
delayed too long.

House adjourned at 10-25 p.m.

legislative CounciL,
Tuesday, 15th December, 1914.

PALGE
-Paipers presented...................218

Qusio:arlisunsutary Members Privileges ... 218
otion: Bush Fires Act, suspension of Regnuls*

ions................218
Bills: laud Act Amendment, 2a.. Corn. ... ..... 221

Lunacy Act Amendment, 2n&., Corn.... .... 22

The PRESIDENT took the Chair ait
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Public

Works Department, report for the finan-
ciaL year 1913-14; 2, Government Savings
Bank, animal balance sheet, report and
returns for the year ending 30th June,
1914; .3, Fisheries Act, 1905-13-
Whaling License to the Australia Whal-
ing Coy., Ltd.

QUESTION - PARLIAMENTARY
MEMBERS' PRIVILEGES.

Hon. 4, CORNELL asked the Colonial
Secretary: 1, How many persons have
been returned as members of the Legisla-
tive Council since the inception of Res-
ponsible Goveramentl 2, How many
members or er-members of the Legislative

Council are there who have at any period
occupied a seat therein continuously for
a period of twelve years? 3, How many
persons have been returned as members
of the Legislative Assembly since the in-
ception, of Responsible Government9 4,
flow many members or es-members are
there of the Legislative Assembly who
have at any period occupied a seat therein
continuously for a period of ten years 9 5,
How many Ministers and es-Mlinisters of
the Crown have there been since the in-
ception of Responsible Government? 6,
flow many Ministers and es-Ministers of
the Crown are there who have been
granted life pusses over the Railways of
Western Australia? 7, How many Presi-
dents and Speakers have there been since
the inception of Responsible Govern-
ment? 8, How many Presidents end
Speakers have been granted life passes
over the Railways of Western Anstralial

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re.-
plied as follows: 1, 103; 2, 16; 3, 407;
4, 19; 5, 55; 6, 24; 7, 3 Presidents and 5j
Speakers; 8, 1 President and 2 Speakers

UtOTION-BUSHT FIRES ACT, STJS-
PENSION OF REGULATIONS.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM
(North) [4.40] : I move-

That in the opinion of this House the
Government should takce the necessary
steps to suspend the regulations in con-
nection with the burning-off and bush-
firing in the Victoria district from the
let January, 1915, owing to the
draughty conditions-the absence of
grass and crops-the necessity of get-
ting scrub burned off before the coal
weather sets in, thus affording addi-
tional employment to workers.

The object I have in moving this
motion has been so plainly set for-
ward in the motion itself that it is almost
superfluous to make many remarks in con-
nection with it.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Has it not been car-
ried out already

Hon. Sir E. Hf. WITTENOOM:; No.
I would like to explain to hon. members
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