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a raft, seeing that the soil consists of & mix.
ture of clay with shale in between. That is
quite s sound building strueturc to work on.
I shall also guote Mr. Pairy’s opinion in
regard to the foundations—

425, Would there be any difficulty about
erecting buildings there?—Not the slightest. I
wag working in Mr, Cavanagh’s office when
the Chrigtian Brothers' College was built, and
I know there was no difficulty about the erec-
tion of that building.

I have now quoted the opinions of three of
the Stnte's leading architeets.

The Minister for Lands: I wonder why
the Leader of the Opposition did not read
them.

Hon, C. (. Tatham: T did not want to
take up too much time of the House.

Mr. STYANTS: There are two or three
other phases I desire to deal with, but I
understand the Leader of the House wishes
an adjournment. I therefore ask leave to
continue my speech at the next sitting.

Teave granted.

House adjourned at 6,11 p.m.
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The PRESIDEXT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m,, and read prayers.

QUESTION—-MINING.
Copper, Lead, ele.. al Northampton.

Hon. E. 1T. . HALL asked the Chief
Sceretary: 1, In view of the shortage of
copper supplies in Australia, as reported
in the “Wost Australinn,” of the 28th Aug-
ust, will the Government send the Govern-
ment (Geologist to the Northampton mineral
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areas fo report on the possibilities of obtain-
ing copper from old or new copper mines in
that distriet? 2, In view of the fact that the
Broken Hill Pty, Co., Ltd, has contracted
to sell {o the British Government for the
period of the war and three months there.
after 13,870 tons of lead per ecalendar
month f.o.h. Port Pirie, at £18 16is. 7d.
(Australian) per ton, will the Government
endeavour to do something to assist in ro-
viving the lead-mining industry in the
Northampton distriet? 3, As it is stated
that in addition to lead and copper in the
Northampton district, zing and other min-
erals cxist, which, owing to the present
world situation might be profitably mined
and disposed of, will the Government ar-
range for the Government Geologist to make
a thorough examination of this mineral dis-
triet with a view of obtaining a full report
on any mincral deposits eontained therein?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
1, The Government hns rceently been in
toueh with the Commonwealth anthorities ro
aseertain which minerals are required at the
present time to assist the national effort. Tt
intends to utilise its geological officers to in-
vestignte deposits of any necessary miner-
als accordingly. Norvthampton distriet will
he ineluded in sueh investigation. 2, Advice
rercived Ty this Government has bean to the
effeet that the present Empire lead supply,
both ore and metal, is in cxeess of demand.
3, Naturally when visiting Northampton, the
geologieal staff will give attention to all
mineral deposits,

BILL—POLICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Chief Seeretary
read a first time.

amld

RETURN—GOVERNMENT MOTOR
VEHICLES.

C'ost of Fuel.

Debate resumed from the 28th August,
on the following motion by Hon. C. F.
Baxter (Bast) :—

That a retuen be laid on the Table of the
Housp showinr the cost of fuel used by Gorv-

ermment motor vehicles for the yeavrs 1933.34
and 1939-40 respectively.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon, W,
H. Kitson—West) [1.37]: The hon. member
who introduced the motion stated that hod
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the Minister or the Government given him
the information he sought in a question
asked some time previously, there would
have been no need for the motion, and that
the failure of the Government to supply
that information was his justifieation for
asking for the preparation of a return con-
taining the partieulars mentioned in the
motion. At all times 1 have been exeeed-
ingly anxious and have gone to a good deal
of tronble to provide information sought by
hon. members, and if they cast their minds
back over the period I have oceupied this
position, T think they will find that I have
seldom failed to sapply such information.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: It is your duty to do
s0, 15 it nof?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: On this
oceasion the information asked for was not
supplied becanse to give it in its entirety
was not possible. In reply to the question
asked by the hon. member I gave an answex
that would have been accepted by most rea-
sonable people. Unfortunately Mr. Baxter,
by the introduction of the motion, suggests
that the information is available. The same
state of affairs, however, exists today as
existed when T replied to the question. The
hon, member has asked for a return eover-
ing the periods 1933-34 and 1939-40. From
my Treply, which is printed on the minutes
of the proceedings of the Honse, members
will find I stated it was not possible to give
the information asked for because certain
dockets had been destroyed up to 1934. That
i+ the position at present. T am advised
that even for the 1939-10 period a consider-
able amount of work and expense would be
entailed in providing all the figures asked
for. The question arises whether it is worth
while to expend the money to supply figures
that eannot by any streieh of the imagina-
tion be considered comparzble. The years
1932, 1933 and 1934 were depression years.
They comprised a period when all Govern-
ment expenditure was severely curtailed;
when we might say the State was bank-
rupt. Members will probably recollect that at
about that time the Commonwealth Govern-
ment took over the State Savings Bank.
Every member knows that not only werv
economics practised at that time, but that
they were ruthlessly practised. Conse-
quently, any figures that might be obtained
a8 a rosult of the motion would have no
value as a comparison with figures of the
present time. The earlier peried is about
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seven years ago. Some remarkable de-
velopments have faken place, and there have
been unusnal activities during the last seven
years, Every (Government department has
increased its activities to an extent that
makes it impossible for any figures that
might be produced to be of any real value.

I propose to give the House a little in-
formation to show that it is unreasonable
to expect that the figures asked tor shounld
be produced. At the same fime I wouid
advise members that we have nothing to
hide, and are quite prepared fo supply such
information as is available. I do not think
we should be asked to do more than that.
Mr. Baxter, when speaking to the motion,
took the opportunity to eriticise the Gov-
ernment in severa) directions. He peinted
to several ways in which he considered the
Government might cconomise fo a greater
extent than it has done up to date. I pro-
pose to refer to two or three of those points.
The hon. member was inelined to suggest
that Ministers woere not exercising as
much sopervision over their depart-
ments as they should. I c¢annot agree
that there is any abuse of any material
description taking place at present. Ministers
are at all times subject to the Treasury. The
hon. member himself understands the diffi-
culty Ministers have in seeuring approval
for any additional expense, and should re-
alise that in nine cases out of ten it is the
Treasury that has the last say. In no period
of the State’s history has there been closer
supervision over expeadifure, nor have more
inguiries been made as to the necessity for
expenditure, than takes place to-day. I can-
not get one-half of the money I should like
for my different departments. If one of
my departments requires the assistonee of
an additional officer, the necessity for that
inerease in staff has to be proved up to the
hilt before authority is given. The hon.
member also complained about the long delay
that had occurred in the reply being given
to his question. One would have thought
that, as a result of his experience as a mem-
ber of a Government, he would realise that
the information asked for in a question can-
not always be supplied on the following day.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: I did not complain
about the extension of time given for the
reply, but about the reply itself when given.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: An exten-
gion was asked for becanse at that time re-
turns bhad not eome in from all the depart-
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ments eoneerned. When all the returns did
come in, the position was as disclosed in my
reply. 1 do not know that there is any room
for ervitieisin in that regard. 1 should like
to explain what takes place in matters of
this kind., Naturally, someone has to be put
in charge of an inquiry of this kind, so that
he may ohtain the information desived. In
this instanee the Under Seeretary for Works
was asked to supply the parfienlars. He
commmnicated with every department of the
service. Some of the replies are rather
illuminating. T propose to quote one or two
of these to show the dilfieulties that some-
times oceur when informatien of this kind
is being songht. Let me take first the Public
Waorks Department. The following reply was
reveived from the Under Secretary:—

As verbally requested, T have to report that
in order to ascertain with any degree of ae-
curacy the cost of petrol supplies to this de-
partment for the years 1933-34 and 1839-40
respectively, it would entail the serutiny of the
copies of approximately 35,000 loeal purchase
orders and 50,000 Government Stores requisi-
tions. The way my staff is situated at pre-
sent T eannot conveniently spare an officer to
undertake this work. Assuming an  officer
could serutinise 1,500 to 1,700 of the above
documents per day, which is problematieal, it
would take from ten to twelve wecks to col-
Inte the information required.

There is a note at the foot of the letter say-
ing that the approximate eost of getting that
particular information is £70.

Hon. C, F. Baxter: When you gave your
answer you mentioned the sum of £40.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : That was the

information available to me at that time.

Mon. C. ¥. Baxter: T am net blaming you,
ot it was an crror on the part of the denarl-
ment.

The CIHET SECRETARY : I do not wish
the hon. member to imagine T think he is
blaming me, bevause he knows uite well
that Ministers ecannot be expected to aceept
blame in a mintter of this sort. I do not say
blame is attachable to anyone. That, at any
rate, is the reply from one of the depart-
ments. T have a report from the State Saw-
mills. I do not propose to read the whole
of it, but here is an extract—

I regret that this department i3 unable to
anawer the whole of the first part of the ques-
tion relative to the total cost of petrol dur-
ing the year 1932-33, Even if the vonchers
were available, it would take two clerka a
long time to extract the information for our
several mills and branches, as it would mean
a dissection of all invoices from the oil com-
panies for the whole period, and even then
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would not be complete, The State Bawmills
has a large loeal trading turnover, quite ajmit
from ijts export activities, from its several
metropolitan and country yards as well s
from the country mills, and if a temporary
rush of business renders it necessary, outside
carters are alsg hired. The cxpenditure on
petrol between the two periods is therefore
not eomparable for the reason that in 1932
we wete just emerging out of the depression
period, and the turmover that year in the lueal
trade was only £71,466 as againgt a figure in
1939-40 of £116,167,

Members will realise that while they may
consider it quite easy to secure information
of this description from each Govermnent
department, that is not always so. T have
other reports. I shall not read them ali, hut
will content myself with citing those typical
of the situation that is revealed. Here i a
note from the Tireetor of Public Works-

The cost of petrol consumed by mntor ve-
hicles operated by the Public Works Depart-
ment and Main Roads Department is uot slis-
sociated from other items of runmning coxts in
the accountant’s records, Details would show
on local purchnse orders nnd stores reguisi-
tions, but these huve been destroyed for the
years prior to 1934. It iz not possible, there-
fore, to state the cost of petrol used by de-
partmentally-owned motor vehieles during the
year 1932-1933. The cost of petrol consnmed
during 1939-1940 could be ascertained, Tut as
nll local purchase orders and stores rvequisi-
tions would need to be viewed, the amount of
work involved would be very heavy.

He goes on to deal with the numher of
vehicles, and says—

It is estimated that there are 43,000
vouchers to go through, and that would vntail
six weeks work costing approximately £33

Then I have another report from the Agri-
culinral Department, which reads—

In the ycar 1933-34 the number of tecbni-
eal officers employed by the department was
71, and in 1939-40 the number wns 99. Prac-
tieally cvery ome of these officers is required
to visit country districts for the purpose of
advising settlers, and further, the netivities of
the department have inerensed very consider-
ably, as the staff includes additional veterin-
ary officers, a veterinary pathologist and
agrostologist and seveeal additienal agricul-
tural advisers. Tn addition, there are several
more officers stationed in  country distriets
than was the ecase in 1933, and each of them
i3 continucusly travelling by motor car. 1t
will, of course, be realised that if cars were
not available the usefulness of our technical
advisers, whose gervices are nlways being
sought by settlers, would be very consider-
ably curtailel., Tt might be mentioned that
each officer using a car has to send in, weckly,
a return which shows the trips made each (da¥.
These returns arve carefully checked regarding
the mileage run, and alse to make sore that
the officer is arranging his itinerary economie-
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ally. Further, every officer is allotted a fixed
amount for travelling expenses annually, and
this amount must not be cxeeeded. I1lere-
under is the information desired by Mr, Bax-
ter for thg year 1933-34—

Cost of petrol £105 14 11
I'aid by way of allowance—
35 officers, £2965 14 6
¢ officers, 242 9 1
— %3208 3 %
39 officers.

I nuote that in extenso in crder fo empha-
sise the big difference there is between pre-
sent-day eonditions compared with those that
obtained in 1932-33 or 1933-34. Following
up this line of thought, Mr. Baxter was
somewhat eritical of the fact that dockets
had been destroyed in some departments,
and he suggested that in any business eon-
cern or department that was properly ruu,
such dockets would be retained for J5 years
or so.

Hon. C. I, Baxter: No, not the requisition
orders but the books. If you rend my speech,
you will see that is what I said.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Very well.
T caused this matter to be referred fo the
Auditor General for his comments. I have,
of ecourse, my own knowledge of business
practice, and I know what happens in most
private firms. I know the extent to which
disseetions are earried out by firms I
doubt if there are many that go to greater
lengths in such matters than Government
departments. The Anditor General in reply
to our inquiries, said—

Referring to the wverbal inguiry by your
officer this morning in regard to this matter—
He refers to the dissection of vouchers—

—asg stated in reply to a question given in the
Legislative Council on the 20th August, 1940,
orders and requisitions are purely supporting
doeuments to pay vouchers, and T am not in-
torested in their vetention after audit, In the
circumstances, therefore, the length of time
for which documents relating to expenditure
should be held is a matter for the manage-
nent, hut T think they shounld be retnined for
a perind of at lenst six years,

Those are the views of the Anditor General.

ITon. J. J. Holmes : Surely someone should
keep records of petrol purchased and its
distribution.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Of conrse,
such reeords are kept.  Mr. Holmes will
realise that in stores orders we deal with
running costs, spares, tyres, pefrol, oil, and
s0 on.  Consequently there is no further
disseetion, except in some instances.  The
hon, member will nnderstand further that
with the hundreds of vehicles concerned and
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the large numher of orders going through
daily, the regulations governing such trans-
actions are covered by the Aunditor Gencral.
He is the man who has to he satisfied. Once
he has been satisfied, then the supporling
vouchers have no further value, and would
merely serve ta take up a lot of room that
possibly would be required for some other
purpose. In soch cirecumstances, there
wounld be no point in keeping them for an
inordinate time.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: Did I understand the
Minister to assure the Housc that no sepatrate
records of amounts spent on petrol, fyres,
or spare parts, were kept?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 said that
in many instances the disscetion of =uch
dockets does not take place. The hen. mem-
ber will surely realise that it would be futile
to spend money on such work.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: I should net Lhink so.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Every eity husiness
does it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Every busi-
ness does not do it in every instance.

IIon. L. B. Bolton: Every Dbig business
does.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No. There
are many directions in which it cannot be
done. In any event I have already informed
the House that the Government is quite pre-
pared to supply the information that is
available, according to the returns to hand.
I am now giving reasons, and supporting
those reasons in what appears to me a very
satisfactory manner, why it is not possible
to give the actual information that Mr.
Baxter has sought.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Why did vou not give
them before and save all this time?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Just before
the House met to-day I looked up the
minufes to sec what reply I aetnally did
give to the hon. member’s question and as
it is rather interesting T will repeat it. The
hon. memher asked what was the total cost
of the petrol used by all Goverument owned
or subsidised motor vehicles during the
vears 1932-33 and 1939-40 rvespectively.
This is the reply that T gave—

Investigations show that in vegard to some
of the major departments the loeal purchase
orders and store requigitions for the yrcars
prior to 1934 have been destroyed, and as the
cost of petrol is wvot dissociated from other
items of motor tunning costs in the account-
ancy records, the desired information i3 not
obtainable for the year ended 30th June,
1933.
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That cpitomises what I have just been say-
ing. Then I went on—

Accurate information for the year ocnded
30th June, 1940, could only be obtained by
an examination of many thousands of local
purchagse orders and store requisitions, Ths
would ecntail the employment of additional
clerical assistanee, at a probable cost of £40,
and it is considered that this expenditure 1s
not justified, ns the comparntive information
for 1933 is not obtainable.

Tt ia not possible to separate the patral cosy

in regard to subsidised vchicles, is the allow-
anee paid, in practieally all instances, covers
all charges associated with the cmployeca’
vehicles,
Considering the nature of the (uestions
asked that was a partienlarly good reply.
It certainly conlained all the information
that was sought.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: How does the Andi-
tor General know that the petrol purchased
is properly consumed?

The CHIEEF SEC{ETARY: I do not
know how the Anditer General is going to
salisfy himsclf on that point. I should say
it wonld be the heads of the departmenta
who would have to be satisfied and not the
Auditor General.

Hou. J. J. Holmes: He would want fo sce
the vonchers.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He sees
all the vouchers. The documents we
are referring to mnow are documents
that have to be sighted, and once
they have been sighted they are of
no further value. The entries in the
books are certified to by the officers
of the Auditor General's Department,
and in view of the excelleni way in
which the officers of the Audit Department
cury ont their duties—and of this Mr.
Baxter must have some knowledgo—we
should be satisfied with what the Anditor
Gieneral has to say. I do not think there is
any need for me to add anything further on
this particular question. I shall now deal
with the more general eritieism the hon.
mempber offered, In the first place he men-
tioned that the cost of administration had
gone up by £95,000 during the last three
years. T think the actual amount is £97,000,

Hon. C. T. Baxter: T said £97,000.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: When one
considers that the hasic wage has been in-
creased during the last three years by 8s. 5d.
per week, that in itself will acecount for more
than the figures quoted by Mr. Baxter, and T
assure the hon. member that the present
Goavernment has always honored the awards
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of the Arbitration Court and will eontinue to
do so even at the risk of heing accused of
inereasing the cost of administration. I have
already stated that with regard to the service
generally, it would be very hard to imagine
a more stringent supervision than is taking
place at the present time in connection with
expenditure, not only increased expenditure,
but ¢rdinary expenditure in the departments.
The first matter the hon. member mentioned
in respeet to which he said the Government
might give serious consideration if it de-
sired to practice eeonomy, was the employ-
ment of inspeetors. From his remarks enc
would imtgine that he had not a very good
idea of the dutics carried out by some of
the inspectors to whum he referred. Mem-
bers will realise that most of the inspectors
are apjminted under particular Acts of Par-
liament., Thus their appointments ave statu-
tory. The hon. member suggested that evrtain
inspectors might travel together and he also
stated that the duties performed by some
might be abolished. I am advised thaf in
all eases, wherever it js possible for two in-
spectors to travel at the same time, it is
arranged for them to do su; but it is not very
often that the opportunity occurs for that to
he carried into effeet. At the same time, there
iz an extraordinarily close supervision over
the itineraries of the inspectors and the
inspectors and the duties they perform as
well as the distriets they wvisit. The hon.
moenther went a little farther and suggested
that there was room cven in Government
departments for the appointment of another
inspeclor, Tt recms rather odd that he shonld
erilivise the number of inspectors alveady
emplayed and then proceed to advoeate the
appointment of stifl another. He soggested
that as far as the Public Service was con-
cerned, it would probably pay handsomely
to appeint an inspeetor to assist the 1*ublic
Service Commissioner. 1t is a faet that the
Public Service Aet provides that the PPublie
Service Commissioner shall himself carry
out all inspections in connection with the
service. During reeent years a system of in-
spection has heen innugurated whereby the
Public Serviee Commissioner has utilized the
services of the Secretary of his departiment
and another officer for vwhat might be termed
preliminary inspeetions. It may be of in-
terest to mewbers to know that quite re-
cently the Civil Serviee Association of this
State protested to the Public Service Com-
missioner and the Premier that inspections
were being carried out by other than the
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Conunissionor himself, OF eourse the assoeia-
tion liad to be informed that it was not
practieable for the Public Serviee Commis-
sioner to earry out all the inspections him-
self, and therefore he was obliged to utilise
the serviees of certain oflicers to earry out
the preliminary inspeetions so as to enable
him to dischorge his dutics move quiekly and
perhaps more efticiently. In that connection
the Treasury employs five ollicers who are
classed as inspectors, and they are constantly
reviewing the expeuditure of all the depart-
ntents. Tt is through the efforts of those
cfficers that very frequently departrmental
heads and cven Ministers are not able to
~eeiire that which has been recommonded, and
it is on the seore of inability to find the
money that this negative result follows.
Every "item of expenditure is very closely
rerufinised and even though a Minister may
strongly recommend that a certain thing be
done, something that will involve expendi-
ture, it does not necessarily follow that the
recommendation will receive approval.

With vegard to inspectors of mines and
inspectors of machinery the hon. member
suggested (hat the duties of those officers
might he amalgamated. The department has
advised me that that is not practicable.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Why are they pro-
vided for in two Aects of Parliamsnt?

The CHIET SECRETARY: I am advised
that what the hon. member suggests is not
practicable because of the nature of the
duties to be performed. The hon. member
was somewhat confused over this matter.

Hon. C. I*. Baxter: No I was pot.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: As I bave
alveady stated, the provision of inspectors
is statntory, and rightly so. This is an
age of machinery, and it ean be very com-
plicated and dangerous machinery if not
properly handled. The hon. member’s sug-
zestion seemed to me to horder on the
vidiculous. Tnspectors of machinery are
qualified engincers, mostly Board of Trade
men, whose experience and training has
heen as ships’ engineers, boilermakers, ete.,
whereas inspeetors of mines are trained as
practieal miners. So it is problematieal
how the hon. member’s suggestion would
work out. Inspectors of machinery, in ad-
dition to inspeeting other industrial ma-
chinery, also inspect mining machinery,
They know nothing of mining itself, how-
aver, nor do inspectors of mines know any-
thing of the manufacture of machinery. Tt
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would be quite impossible for either to at-
tempt the other’s job. The hon. member’s
suggestion that many of these inspectors
shonld not travel by ear but that they
should wuse other means of transport does
not carry much weight. Jore often than
not by using a motor vchicle mueh time is
saved as mombers who criticise our roilway
system, for instanee, will realise. Not only
is time saved, but there 1 also the saving
of travelling expenses and ineidental ex-
penditure associated with their duties.

Hon, C. F, Baxter: T referred to the #ity,
not to the conntry.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
memher spoke of combining the duties of
inspectors of mines and inspeetors of ma.
chinerv, and I do not know of the exist-
enge of any mines in the city. As fur as
possible the inspeetors do travel together
and every offort is made (o reduce expen.
diturc on petrol and thus corserve supplies.
It would, however, be quite uscless and
impractieable to insist on their {ravelling
together as they have quite different duties
to undertake and they go different ways.
As members who interview heads of de-
partments on many oceasions have realised
by now, ecanomy is practised to an extent
that 1is somectimes rather embarrassing.
Most of the inspectors at present engaged
are speeialists in their respective lines,
They are giving excellent serviee to the
country and the people they serve, more
particularly those in the agricultural in-
dustry. As regards the inspeetion of ma-
chinery, we have every reason to feel proud
of the faet that there have heen very few
serions machinery accidents in this State in
recent vears. Compared with the other
States of the Commonwealth, our record is
espeeially good, and this, I think is duoe
to the faet that our inspeetors arve compe-
tent men who see that the provisions of the
Act are properly cbserved.

Mention has been made of the inerense
in the nnmber of motor vehicles in the =er-
viee of the Government. I do not propose
to say anything more about that, other than
to point out that in all the departments
where there has been a material inerease,
it has been due to the increased activities
of the last year or two. I have received a
retorn from two of the major departments
of the service—the Public Works Depart-
ment and the Main Roads Department.
During the Inst eight vears, the numher of
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motor vehicles of all descriptions in use in
those departments has inereased from 111
to 146, a numerical increase of 35, or a
pereentage inerease of 31. The prineipal
increases have been as follows—

Hydraulic Engincer’s Tranch .. 8
Goldfields Water Supply Branch .. 8
Architectural Braneh . . 11
o7

Several faetors have contributed to this

inervease.  In  the ITydraulic Engineer's
Branch, for instance, the irrigation arcas at
Hoelands and Waroona have heen opened
up and the one at Harvevy has been con-
siderably extended. These works, and the
construetion of the No. 3 distriet irrigation
scheme, have involved the use of seven ad-
ditional utility trueks for supervision of the
use of water and maintenance of the
works. The Goldfields Water Supply Branch,
during the Inst eight vears, has ear
ried out an extensive programme of
renovation of the main condnit from
Mundaring to  Kalgoorlie. During that
period, the loan expenditure has inereased
from £53,800 to £198,000. That is a large
increase, and it has been a material taetor
in the tnerease of motor transport. The ex-
panded programme of renovations to the
main condunit has neeessitated the use of
four more eleetric welding plants mounted
on vehicles. Many of the motor vehicles aro
really labour-saving deviees, and tne recoras
show that their nse has more than satisfied
the departmental heads. T do not think there
is any need to mention what has oeceurred
in the mining industry beyond saving that
the mining revival has resulted in tremen-
dons activity throughout the poldfields arcas.
This has neecessitated the prowision of
motor vehieles for the officers associnted
with that phase of governmental activity.
Expenditure by the Main Roads Depart-
ment on road works during 1932-33 was
£548,300, while in 1939-40 the amount was
£1,115100, or more than double. Surely
noe one would argne that an increase of ex-
penditure to that extent would not nlso in-
volve a considerable increase in the number
of motor vehicles and the running costs,
more particularly when we remember that
most of the officers now use motor vehicles,
whereas seven or eight years ago quite 2
percentage of horse-drawn vehicles was
used. T eould supply further details, but in
view of what T have said, I do not think

[COUNCIL.]

that is mecessary. The Covernment is
anxious that members have as much in-
formation as is reasonably possible to give.
We do not think it is reasenable to ineur
the expense referred to in order to provide
the information sought by Mr. Baxter. A
eonsiderable amount of information could bo
siven, but it is not complete to the extent
desired by the hon. member, and therefore
T must oppose the motion in its present
form, firstly on account of our inability to
supply the information mentioned in the
first part of the motion, and secondly be-
cause of the expense that would e incunrred
to supply the information mentioned in the
second part of the motion. Fven if the
motion is withdrawn or negatived, I am pre-
pared lo lay on the table a rveturn that will
give all the information in the possessinn of
the departments.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: You said that {he
records are not available previous to 1934
Did yon mean the year 1933-34%

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I meant the
year ended the 30th June, 1934 Even if
the records were available, the passing of
the motion wounld put us to the expense of
gegregating  thousands of small amounts,
some of them very small indeed.

Hon. J. Cornell: How much rieher would
the hon. member be if he got the informa-
tion?

The CIIETF SKCRETARY : IIe woult pe
no hetter off. The two periods are not eom-
parable.  If there was any advantage in
making the comparison, perhaps it would
be warth while to inear the expense of mak-
ing the segregation, but as the eomparison
could be of no value whatever, 1 do no
think the expenditure is warranted. As I
have indicated, 1 oppose the mation.

HON. E. H. H, HALL (Uentral) [5.24]:
1f the motion does not jueet with the appro-
val of members, somebody might =ee fit to
move an anendment. T hope this course
will be adopted, because the admissions
made by the Chicf Secretary in the course
of his remarks have certainly surprised
some of us. That no segregation should be
made of what must be a very large amount
spent hy departments for petrol, tyrves and
spare parts is eertainly surprising to me.
I understood the Minister to say that no
segregation was made, and T think he added
by way of justification that it was unusual
in businesy to make such a segregation. All
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I can say is that in making that statement
the Minister was hazarding a guess. 1 have
vertainly heard with surprise that no such
segregation is made hy the Government.

The Chietf Seeretary: 1 did not say that
at all,

Hon. E, H, H. Hall: Then I misunder-
stood the Minister,

The Chief Secretary: I left no room for
misunderstanding.

Hon. E. 11 . HALL: I asked by way of
interjection, “ls no segregation made of the
amounts spent on petrol, tyres and spare
parts?” and I uoderstood the Minister to
say that no segregation was made and that
it was eonsidered unnecessary. What check
has the department that requisitions and
spends the taxpayers’ money on the petrol,
tyres and spare parts issned to the various
departments that draw these supplies?
What check has the department on petrol,
tyres and spare pavts used by the Chief See-
retary for his car, or rather the car made
available for his use, I take it, while engaged
on the business of the country? In the
course of my vemarks on the Address-in-
reply, I said I had been informed that the
Chief Secretary was freguently scen in his
car at his farm, not far from Perenjori,
whieh is over 200 miles from Perth. I have
not scen him there in his ear. If I had done
so, | wonld have mentioned it. I referred to
the matter here ir order that the Minister
might have an opportunity to say whether
the statement was true, but ke has chosen
to ignore or evade the question. Very well;
it is the duty of members to take steps to
ensure that as far as possible a striet cheek
is kept on all supplies. True, we have in-
spections hy the Auditor General's officers,
but what do they amounnt to? Those officers
cannot make investigations into or audit in-
spections of cvery detail; they aceept the
certificates of the heads of departments, I
commend Mr. Baxter for having moved the
motion. If a member who has not been for-
tunate enough fo oceupy the bhigh and re-
sponsible position of Minister, with all its
advantages and disadvantages, sceks infor-
mation of this kind, he is talking largely
without the inner knowledge possessed by a
man who has had that experience. Mr. Bax-
ter speaks from a knowledge of some years’
occupaney of a Ministerial position, and I
have waited for a long time to hear the re-
sults of his experience. The fact of his hav-
ing moved the motion shows definitely that
he is not satisfied with the existing praetice.
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Neither, after having listened to the Chief
Secrefary, am I satisfied with the issue of
and check on these supplies. Personally I am
willing to believe that the expense involved
in the preparation of figures for the year
1933-34 would not be worth while. How-
cver, if the Government has thought it
neeessary to issue ibstruetions for which
there sbould have leen no need, if it bns
not been thought necessary to keep segre-
gated accounts of this heavy cxpenditure,
we should be assured that in future checks
will be maintained and segregated accounts
will be kept. When members fulfil the duty
to seck information where they are entitled
to seck it, in this Chomber, where it is
Ministers’ paid duty to give such informa-
tion, we should get it freely and without

*any harsh eriticism such as I myself have

been subjected to here for daring to seck
explanations 1cgarding the expenditure of
public funds. I support the motion,

HON. J, CORNELL (South) [5.32]: For
my part, my slogan during the war is and
will be economy in all things, even in “*Han-
sard” space. If we get the information
asked for by the motion, what earthly use
will it be to us? One can only gather in-
formation as one runs. XMotor traffic trans.
port returns at the present day, as com-
pared with similar returns seven vears ago,
really afford no basis of comparison, Not
only in Gevernment service, but in all walks
of life and all business, the volume now is
about four tilnes as great as it was in 1933-
34, Therefore, if the costs for 1933-34 nre
worked out as against the costs of 1939-40,
of what possible use could the compariron
he? 8o far as I see, its only nse would be
to attack the Government in relation to elee-
tions.

Hou. C. F. Baxter: That was never in my
mind.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The only benefit I
can coneeive is that which I have indieated.
I utterly fail to see what benefit the infor-
mation ean yicld to the man in the street.
All it can tell us is that the Government
spent so much in 1933-34 and so much in
1930-40. What cffect would the comparison
have on the powers that be in bringing about
the economy Mr. Baxter desires? I had not
beenn many years in politics before I learnt
the ufter futility of obtaining information.

Hon. E. H. I1. Hall: That should not be,
thongh.
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Hon. J. CORNELL: The Lon. member is
a long while waking up.

Ilon. E. H. H. Hall: The people are wak-
ing up to this.

Uon. J. CORNELL: The hon. member
should know that in spite of such mations as
this the Government runs the cven tenor of
its way, and that it takes the consequences
at election time,

Hon E. H. H. Hall:
the best we can.

Ion. J. CORNELL: That is the only
phuse that strikes me. Even if the motion
is carried, there will be no obligation, apart
from the aspeet of eourtesy, on the Govern-
ment to provide the information, TFurther,
there 1s no oblimation as to the time within
which the figures shall be made available
My personal view is that we shall attain as’
much by aceepting the Minister’s assurance
that he will lay on the Table of the House all
sneh information in the possession of the
departments as he considers to be of value.
Presumably this means that he will lay files
on the Table. Harking back many years ago,
when T was practically a new member, Sir
Hal Colchateh with other members ecarried
a molion for the production of certain files,
and the Iouse was deluged with almost =a
lorry-lond of them. Xo one could read
through the lot. T hope hon. members will
accepl the Minister's assurance. By earry-
ing the motion we shall probably get nothing
beyvond what the Minister is pre] aved to sup-
11y without such a demand.  Therefore I
opptwe the motion,

But we should do

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) {5.36]:
The motion deals with fuel consumed by the
Government departments. My mind woulil
he eonsiderably eased if the Chief Sceretary
could tell us that there is some check on
petrol supplied. We live in an age when au
all events the younger members of the com-
munity cannot cross the strect without a
motor e¢ar. There is nothing they can do
without the assistance of motors. One of
the most dilficult things I myself have to
eonirol is the petrol supply at my place in
the country—not in the city. At that place
we have an underground tank with a bowser
whieh is kept under lock and key, and tha
petral is delivered in bolk and nobody is
allowed to take any of that petrol unless
some responsible person siands by and notes
the quantity taken. When I receive the
pelral seheule 2t the ¢ o thr » momths,
or at the end of a half-vrar, 1 cannot get

[COUNCIL.]

the supplies to synchronise with the dis-
tribution; and the only explanation I ean
obtain is, “Evaporation.”” If that kind of
thing goes on where there are only two motor
cars, a tractor, a truck, and a vouple of
lighting plants all on the one spot, and with
the petrol supply under lock and key, I
tremble to think what happens down here.
Who gets away with the petrol? Nobody
seems to know, and nobody seems to care.
I am told that the Auditor-General sees the
vouchers: but there should be some respon-
sible person to deal with petrol, and petrol
only—the quantity bought and the quantity
distributed. Irrespective of where petrol is
bought or how it is bought, it should all
pass through one controlling centre, If that
were done I should net support the motion,
which, perhaps, goes too far. IHowever,
it would reliecve my mind (o know tha
something of the kind I have suggested was
done, and that the petrol supply was
bandled on business lines, which | am quite
certain is not the ense now.

On motion by Hon. C. F. Baxler, debate
adjourned. :

BILL—INSPECTION OF MACHINERY
ACT AMENDMENT (No, 2).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 28th Aungust,

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon. E.
H. Gray—West) [5.42]: This Bill has ap-
peared on the notice paper of this House
simultancously with a similar Bill’s appear-
ance on the notice paper of another Hounse,

Hon, J. J. Holmes: But there is only one
Bill before this Chamber.

The ILONORARY MINISTER: Last
session, hon. members will recollect, a com-
prehensive Bill of the same character was
introdueed here and failed to pass. Since
then the Government lias given considera-
tion to the nrgent need for certain amend-
ments, and has introdneed elsewhere a Bill
that omits certnin amendments to which
strong objection was raised here last session.
Therefore it is my beliet that the Bill now
before another Chamber will pass here.

AMr. Baxter’s Bill, by Clause 2, provides an
amendment of paragraph 7 of Section 4 of
the prineipal Aet whereby the exemption
from inspection of machinery driven by oil
and petrol engines not exceeding 6 h.p. will
be extended to include engines of any h.p.,
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and also machinery driven by electricity. An
Order-in-Council dated the 28th Scptember,
1922, which provided exemption from in-
spection of eertmin  types of machinery
driven by electrie molors, is also extended
by this clause, to which the Government
raises no objection.

The amendment proposed hy paragraph
(n) of Clause 3 of Mr. Baxter’s Bill in Sub-
scetion 1 of Seetion 53 of the principal Act
is provided for tn Clause 10 of a measuve
already intreduced in the Legislative Assem-
bly by the Minister for Mines, This amend-
ment therefore must be opposed now. Para-
graph (h) of Clause 3 of Mr. Baxter’s Bill
is consequential on Clanse 2, and therefore
is not opposed. Clanse 4 of Mr. Baxter's
Bill provides for an amendment which is
also provided for in Clause 18 of the Bill
before another place, and aceordingly must
be opposed here.

The Bill before another place is a com-
prehensive measnre including other import-
ant amendients bevond those covered by
My, Baxter’s Bill. T put it to the hon. mem-
her and to the House that it is unwise e
have two amending Bills to one Act in the
same session, Seeing that Mr, Baxter’s Bill
is such a small measure, it would be wise for
him to withdraw it and discuss the questions
it raises when the Bill of another place
¢omes up.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: What will happen if
it is defeated when it eomes ap and this Bill
is withdrawn?

The TONORARY MINISTER: Tion.
members will have an oppertanity to dis-
cuss the Bill, which I am ecrtain will not
he defeated on this oeeasion, [t may he
amended. The Bill has been framed to
mect the wishes of this Chamber and is in
aceord with advice given to the Government
Ly its experts. ‘There is urgent need for
amendment of the Aet to meet the conditions
of present-day industry. 1 put it fo Mr
Baxter that it would he hetter for him to
wait, and therefore I ask him to withdraw
his Bill.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [5.46]:
There seems to be very little difference he-
tween the Minister and Mr. Baxter, with
the cxeeption of one slight amendment. T
agree with the Minister that the better pro-
cedure would be to embody all the proposed
amendments in one Bill; hut T do not agrec
that Mr. Baxter onght to withdraw his Bill.
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I suggest that it he allowed to remain on
the notieec paper; and, when the other Bill
comes forward, he may move amendments
to it. If his amendments are defeated, that
would mean the defeat of his Bill on the
seeond reading.  That is the better course;
Mr, Baxter should not withdraw his Bill,

On motion by Hon. G. W, Miles, debate
adjourned.

BILL—PROFITEERING PREVEN-
TION ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 28th August,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W. H.
Kitson—TWest) [5.47]: I oppose the second
reading of the Bill. In the first place, it
does not require me to remind the 1Touse
that the reason for the introduction of the
Act which the Bill seeks to amend was thot
daring the last war a tremendous amount of
profiicering took place. Experience on that
oceasion showed the necessity for introdue-
ing the Aet very early in the present war,
%0 as to prevent, if possible, some of the
happenings that occurred during the last
war. This Government is not alone in its
intention to do all it ean to prevent the
exploitation of the war situation in the iu-
terests of private gain. The Commonwealth
Government brought down regulations very
carly in the piece, and appointed a Deputy
Price Fixing Commissioner to deal with
matters eoming under the Commonwealth
regulations. 'We have appointed a Price
Fixing Commissioner under onr State Act.
We must provide every possible protection
for the consumer. When I refer to the con-
sumet, I do not mean merely the consumer
in the towns, but the consumer no matter
where he might be situated in the State.
Primary producers are consamers just as
the ordinary workman is a consumer. We
contend that under the present Act provi-
sion is made for adequate protection of all
sections of the ecommunity.

The reason given for the introduetion of
the Bill is that primary products, or some
primary products, should be exempt from
the operation of the Aet except under cer-
tain conditions. Tt is suggested, for instance,
that livestoek and anything else which is the
subject of auction sales should not be
govered by the Act. As a matter of faet,
there has heen no interference whatever with
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auction sales of any kind; in partienlar,
there has been no interference with auction
sales of livestock or chaff, both of which are
included in the Bill. I realise that anything
I might say in that direction wili not con-
vince ihe hon. member who introduced the
Bill that the action of the 1’riee Fixing Com-
missioner with respect to prices of meat has
not interfered with the prices of livestoek.

Hon. L. Craig: Why did he take action¥

The CHIEF SECRETARY: So I do not
propose to speak abt great length on that
point, other than to refer to the fact that
50 far the Price Fixing Commissioner has
not fixed even the price of meat, let alone
the price of livestock. Mr. Holmes inter-
jeeted while Mr. Wood was introdueing the
Bill. He said it wounld be impossible to fix
a price for livestock, hecause one animal
varies from another in some way or other.
In my opinion, the hon. member is right.
Mr. Wood agrees with that point or wview,
too; vet he provides in the Bill that in the
fixation of prices of meat the price at which
cach animal is sold at auection shall be
taken into consideration. He says the Price
Fixing Commissioner, when dealing with
meat priees, shall have regard to the priee
paid for the animal and then shall fix the
price on a percentage basis on the cost o
the animal, That, in effect, is what the hon.
member desires to do under this Bill. X
say that is impracticable. We all know
what happens at livestoek sales; one line
wil] foteh a eertain price, while another line
of similar stock will feteh another price.
The variation may be wide at any one sale;
and to oxpect a wholesale buteher to say,
“This sheep eost me 10s. and therefore the
prive of mutton from it is to be a certain
amount; another sheep cost me so much and
therefore the price of mutton from it is to
be so much,” to me savours of the ridicu-
lous. It would ereatc an impossible posi-
tion.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: If you fix a retail
price the other will work itself out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : That may be
50. The argument I put forward is this:
Having appointed a Price Fixing Commis-
sioner to deal with these matters, we should
leave it to him to determine the method he
shall adopt in order to protect the publie
so far as prices are concerned. On the faets
of the case, as they are presented to him,
he should determine what action he ought
to take and the method by which the prices

[COUNCIL.]

to be fixed by him are to be arrived at. If
we have confidence in our Price Fixing Com-
missioner, then in my opinion we should
leave the price fixation entirely to him. On
many cecasions I have heard not one mem-
ber, but several members of this Chamber,
speak in the highest terms of our Price Fix-
ing Commissioner. Fven the eriticism by
some members of his action in consulting
wholesale and retsil butchers and getting
them to agree to an arrangement respeciing
the price of meat, was excused by one or
two members on the ground that he had
made a mistake. Unfortunately, one mem-
ber went a little further and used an ex-
pression which in ordinary times he would
not use.

IHon. J. Cornell: It did not fit the Prieo
Fixing Commissioner. He is not stupid by
any streteh of the imagination.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It was never
intended that the expression shonld he
reported. Knowing the hon. member
as T do, that is my assumption. In matters
of this kind we should not select one or Lwo
or three items, as the case may be, and say
to the Commissioner, “You shall adopt this
particular methed in fixing the prices of
these commodities, but with respeet to other
commodities you shall have a free hand.”
We shonld have sufficient confidence m nim
to leave it to him to determine to what ex-
tent he will go and what methods he will use.
Mr, Wood =aid there wng intorference by the
’rice Fixing Commissioner with the stork
market. e went a little further and sug-
gested that the Commissioner must nave
been acting wunder instructions from ihe
Minister. When I gave the hon. member an
agsurance that there was no truth in that
assertion— '

Hon. G. B. Wood: Why rake it up?

The CILIEF SECRETARY: —he said,
“Well, if that is not so he must have arted
under the inslruetions or at the reguest of
the wholesale butchers.” That is net truc
cither; it is far from being true. For the
hon, member’s information, I shall read a
letter from the West Awnstralian Livestoex
Buyers' Association. The letter is addressed
to the Commissioner of Prices, is dated the
29th Awngust last, and reads as follows:—

My association would be glad if you would
take steps to refute Mr. Wood?’s statement re-
ported to have been made by him in the Legis-
lative Couneil yesterday; namely, that the
wholesale butehers uapproached the Commis-
sioner in regard to meat prices. DMr. Wood
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might also be informed that the arrangement
made with the butehers was in  respect 1o
ment only, and that full market value has been
paid for stoek purchased for butchering pur-
poses.  For weeks past cattle have cost more
than the maximmm of 534d. per 1b. wholesale
charged for beef under the arrangement.

In regard to his other remarks as reported,
it might alse be said that it is hardly the
concern of the produeer what happens o the
stock when they have been sold and have been
paid for. That is a matter for the wholesale
butchers.

Ion. (1, B. Wood:
your reading that.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Who wrete the lettor!

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It is signed
by Mr. Halvorsen, Seccretary of the West
Australinn  Livestoek Buyers’ Association.
Mr. Wood is sarprised that I should read
the letter.

Tion. G. B. Wood: Surely vou do not he-
lieve it?

The CHIEY SECRETARY: In fairness
to these people and in view ot the very argu-
ment used by the hon. member himself
when intreducing the Bill, it is only right
that the letler should be read.

ITon. G. B. Wood: A reply to that letter
will be in the “West Australian” to-morrow.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
niember said that the producers of heef and
mutton should not he subject to the Aet.
My rveply is that so far the Act has not been
used against the producers of beef or mut-
ton or against any other preducer. Cer-
tainly it has been used in conneclion with
potatues but it cannot be said that the Act
has heen used against the producer or grower
of potatoes.

Hon. A. Thomson: The vesults of its
operation may have an adverse effeet,

The CHHIEF SECKRETARY : I think that
at the previous sitting 1 read a letter which
indieated that the repre~emtatives of ihe
poiato growers were very culogistic of the
manner in which the Price Fixing Commis-
sioner had deall with that commodity.

Tton. J. Cornell: Assuming the Bill be-
comes law, eould not the Commonwealth
Government give the Commissioner power
to-morrow?

Hon. (. B. Wood: It would not do so.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The argn-
ments used in support of the Bill seem very
futile. At one stage the hon. member de-
clared that the Commissioner might have
said to motor car manufacturers,“The maxi-
mum price of every motor car shall ho

1 am surprised at
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£400.” Of course he could have said that,
but if a motor ear was not worth the
maximum figure of £400, the manufacturer
or distribator would not receive that amount.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I think Mr. Wood's
chief cause for complaint was that the pro-
ducers were not eonsulted.

The CHIEF SWCRETARY: That was
one of his complaints. I am pointing ont,
as I did once hefore that there was no
nced for the Commissioner to consult the
producers regarding the price of meat. Sup-
pose, for instance, that a wholesale buteher
said, “Next week T min going to give my
tneat away free.” Ix there any reason why
he should not o so? Is not the wholesnle
buteher in full ¢ontyol of the comnodity he
has bought? Has Le to go to the producer
to obtain permission to sell what he has
already bought at a particalar prive? Meat
is oue of the ewsentinl eommodities which, in
the interests of nll consumers, should be sub-
Jjeet to the Aect, and not to the restrictions
set out in the Bill. Tf the wholesale butcher
says, I am going lo average iny prices for
the nest two or three months,” and can sat-
isfy the Price Fixing Commissioner that
that is cquitable, there is no reason why he
should wnot he allowed to do it; and if he
knows that by having fo increase the price
to such an extent that the consomption is
reduced materially, but that by averaging
the priec over a period he will maintain
the consumption of that eommodity, he is
doing the only reasonable thing, provided
he cun satisfly the Priece Fixing Comnis-
sioner of his bona fides in that dirvection. It
is a fact that at the time the Price Fixing
Comumissioner interviewed the wholesale anid
retnil butchers, meat prices in the metrapol-
itan area had risen to such an extent that
quite a number of retail men were findiv.r
it execedingly hard to quit their siocks. OF
course there is a very great difference be-
tween the conditions under which different
butchers have to operate. A man in Bor-
rack-street with a big trade, 95 per cent. of
whose costomers buoy from the shop, can
afford to sell his meat at a lower priee
than a suburban buteher who, perhaps,
sells 75 per cent. of his meat by de-
livery in the suburb in which he is
operating. Muny foctors have to he
taken into consideration. Tf, as a resait
of the hon. member's method of adding a
percentage to the ecost of the livestoek
the price was so high that the ecommunity
could not afferd te buy, flat would re-act
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not . nly against the butcher, but alsc against
the producer himself. The contention that
the stock markets will reetify themselves is
perfectly sound. There can be no argument
aspinst it. Time after time it has beer: shown
that there are periods of tir yvear when live-
stock is high in value and other periods when
values are low and it is recognised that some
growers try to cater for that period of the
year when the stock market is high.

Hon. J. Cornell: Seventy per cent. of the
castern goldfields purchases of beef come
from South Australia.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is ad-
mitted; but the number of growers who ean
take advantage of that is strictly limited.

Houn. L. B. Bolton: It is more costly for
growers to produce at that time of the year.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Of course.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: They are entitled to
more money.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: They should
get it through the stock market and nething
has been done to prevent them from getting
whatever they are entitled to.

Members: Nonsense!

The CIIIEF SECRETARY: As I have
previously remarked, no matter what argu-
ment was advanced, no matter how zound or
logical such argument might be, it would be
impossible to convinee the hon. member who
introduced the Bill and one or two of his
gupporters that it had any strength at all.

Hon. G. B. Wood: The hon. member who
introduced the Bill does not stand alone in
his contention.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: The Chief Secretary
understands most subjeets, but I do not
think he understands this one.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That comes
with ill-grace from the hon. member. T
thought T was putting up a very good argu-
ment,

Hon. J. Cornell: So far I think you have
had the hest of it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I thought
that my argument was quite in aceordance
with the sentiments of the hon. member as
expressed by inferjection in this House and
in conversation elsewhere. I say very de-
finitely that there has been no interference
with the livestock markeis. The reports of
each of the stock markets will show that the
Price Fixing Commissioner is correct when
he says that bis action in making an arrange-
ment or in getting the wholesale and retail
butchers to agree fo an arrangement has not
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affected the stock markets. I go further—
having admitted that stoek markets will
always adjust themselves according te the
season and the demand and s¢ on—and say
that so far as the sale of meat is concerncd,
onee stock has left the stock muarket—in
otlter words, once it has been purchased—the
price at which that commodity is to be sold
is not the business of the man who produced
the stock in the first place. Let us now get
down to the question of meat.

1lon. L. B. Bolton: Down to the bone!

The CHIETl SECRETARY: I am afraid
some of us have alrcady got right down to
the bone. There can be no yuestion that a
week or two ago thousands of people in the
metropolitan avea  weve compelled to get
right down to the bone. They could not
afford to pay the prices at which meat was
marketed.  The experience was that those
who had been in the habit of buying the
best joints had to be satisfied with inferior
joints, '

Hon. T.. Craig: That was veflected in the
market almost at once.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Growers are sell-
ing to-day for less than it cost them fo pro-
duce the eommodity.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T am not
argning about that at all. T know that in
some instances to keep stoek alive—never
mind ahout keeping them in fat condition
for the hutcher—has cost the growers twiceo
as mueh as would be realised at the sale of
the stoek at Midland Junetion

Hon. J. Cornell: That applies to =
bushel of whent.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: bhauf that
does not affeet this partienlar matter of
price fixing. It is absolutely necessary that
the Price Fixing Commissioner should have
the power to deal with this matter in ac-
cordanee with the faets of the case at the
time he is dealing with it. He should not
be tied down to any particular method 1m
arriving at the priee to be fixed if and when
he decides that a price should be fixed. Up
to date that has not been done. The hon.
member went further than dealing with
meat; he referred also to chaff. In that
eonneetion therc ¢an be ho guestion that in
the very near futuve, or the not far distant
future, unless there is a very material ana
guick alteration in the season, the price of
chaff will be very high.

Hon. J. Cornell: It will be prohibitive.
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: The method
provided in the Bill for fixing the priee or
chafl is not satisfactory, What would hap-
pen if one individual or one firm was in a
position to ecorner all the chaff in this State
and the hon. member’s method was applied.

Hon, G. B. Wood: Yon know that is not
correct. Provision is made in the Bill to re-
strict that.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member’s provision is to provide for a par-
centage increase on the cost.

Hon. G. B. Wood: A percentage of the
profit.

The CHIRF SECRETARY: On the cost.

Hon. G. B. Wood: What is wrong with
that?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I contend
that it should he left to the Commisstoner
to determine what method he should use to
arrive at the priee to be paid. Only within
the last week a consignment of chaff arrived
at Kalgoorlie at a cost of £8 per ton.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have little
more to add. It appears as thongh there
will be a bie increase in the price of chaff,
and the indications are that some control
wili have to be exercised. Here acain I
sugenst it is undesirable to tie the hands
of the Price Fixing Commissioner to any
particular methods, Information we have
received durine the last we'k or two indi-
cate< that already very hich prices, much
higher than usual, have been paid 1n some
instan~es, and it has been reported that one
consi-nment of chaff has reached Kalgoor-
lie at a cost of £8 per ton. The chaff pesi-
tion i< also teine looked into by the Com-
monwralth authorities. Thev have com-
municated with the Price Fixing Commis.
sioner here, and asked him to wateh the
position very closely with a view to estan-
lishing, if necessary, a parity price at some
port, =ay Melbourne, to check any undaly
high price that may be asked. He has also
been asked to view the position from tne
aspert of cnsuring that no State would be
denuded of stocks required for home con-
samption beeause of high prices elsewhere,
As members will realise, there is danger in
that direction. To sum up my objec-
tions to the Bill, they are, in the first
place, that we should not exempt any
particular commodity from the opera-
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tions of the Aet; secondly, that we
should be prepared to leave to the Com-
missioner the right to decide how far he
shonld go and what method he should adopt,
having regard at all times for the faets of
the case and the bona fides of those who are
making the applieation.

Hon. H. V. Piesse: He should cail the
producer to give evidence.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have no
doubt the Commissioner will consult the pro-
ducers.

Hon. G. B. Wood: At last!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He will con-
sult them in any matter in which they are
affected. That brings us back to the conten-
tion of the Commissioner that in his recent
action he has not interfered with the stock
markets, and that it cannot be said to have
been the cause of the reduction in priees at
Midland Junetion at the pericd mentioned. I
agrec with that contention,

Hon. H. Tuckey: He could not fix the
priee if he did not know the eost.

The CHIEF SKECRETARY: I do not de-
sive to repeat myself. No prices have been
fixed. There was an arrangement whereby
a maximum priece was agrced upon bhetween
the wholesale and retail butechers. The ar-
rangement then made has becn carried out
very satisfactorily, T believe. I am advised
that in recent weeks the wholesale butchers
have been paying more on the hoof for their
stock than the maximum price they are
allowed to charge. Anything more I might
say wonld be to repeat the arguments I
have already advanced. I think those argu-
merts arve valid. If there is anything in
our price fixing legislation, particularly in
the capacity of the Commissioner to deal
with matters under that legislation, we
should be content to leave to that officer
not only the extent to which he can go in
vhe fixing of priees, but the methods he
shall adopt.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Would vou say that
the maximum price fixed by the Commis-
sioner for beef or mutton was a fair price
for the best quality?¥

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Commis-
sioner’s argument is that he fixed the maxi-
mum price for the hest quality, and that
prices have to come down for the lower
quality. Most of us realise the great diffi-
enlty involved in fixing prices for individual
joints,
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Hon. J. Nicholson: I do not mean that,
but taking the average.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The busi-
ness is an intricate one, requiring careful
handling. I think the Commissioner
handled this position, serious as it then
was, in a way that should receive com-
mendation instead of criticism, such as he
has reccived from the Hounse.

HON. H. L ROCHE (South-Fast}
[7.37]: In supporting the Bill I think the
Minister is unfortunate in having to sustain
the Commissioner's atiitnde, by reiterating
that the action that was taken or the ar-
rangement made at the instigation of that
official has not affected the producers or
the priee at which stock is selling on the
hoof at Midland Junetion. It is ridiculous
to suggest that if the wholesale butcher was
not permitted to reimburse himself on the
price he charges to the retailer to a greater
extent than 5%%d. or Gd. per pound, he
would be a philanthropist il he gave the
producer any more for his mutton on the
hoof. Althougl it may be agreed that
something over the arranged price was
given, T think that it is only natural to
assume that the wholesaler is not in husi-
ness to lose money. Ie can only afford to
continue his operations on the market it he
can realise g price on resales to the retailer
that will cover his eosts and show him a
profit. The greatest weakness in the de-
fence of the Commissioner is the contention
that the action was taken on hehalf of
the consumers of meat. ¥Wo aetion waos
taken to contrel the retail price of meat.
So far as it went, the action offered protec-
tion to the wholesale butchers. It must
have been a godsend to those who are
supplying meat under contract. The con-
tracts were made when meat was at a lower
price than it was on the hoof at Midland
dJunction in July. Those people must have
becn well satisfied. Even conceding that
the Commissioner did noi fix the price of
meat between the wholesaler and retailer, I
cannot understand how the price conld have
been fixed for the consumer withont some
action being taken to police that price. I
cannot see that the consumer is in any
way protected unless out of the goodwill
of the retail butcher or his good offices.
Had the Commissioner desired to fix the
price to the consumer, he would bave had
to set about the business in a thorongh and
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expert monnev, That could only have heen
done by the calling in of people who
anderstood the {rvade, and who knew all
about the retail prices of the various joints.
Consideration wonld also have to be given
to reimbursing the purchaser of the stoek
s0 fthat he might show a margin of
profit. The action taken does not seem fn
me to have provided any safeguards for the
consumer. There has been very little redue-
tion in the retail price of meat, whereas the
action taken must have affected the price the
producer received, It was taken at a most
unfortunate (ime. Had it been deforred,
the seasonal conditions being what they ave,
I believe the position would have automati-
cally reetified itself,

Hon. G, B. Wood: That would not always
be so.

Hon. H. L. ROCHE: This year it would
certainly have been so, because of the sea-
son. Thousands of sheep are eoming to Mid-
land Junetion to-day that are not of prime
quality, The growers have realised that be-
eause of the season they must reduce their
numbers. That procedure would have acted
as a corrective of any extreme prices. The
injustice of the arrangement is that the man
whe has provided for the off season in sup-
plying the metropelitan markets has been
sadly prejudiced by the Commissioner’s
action. A good wether weighing 50 lbs. in
March was fetching upwards of £1 at Mid-
land Junection. In March most of the dry
fead i finished. The man who wants to hold
sheep nntil July must hand.-feed. He ean-
not do that under 1d. per hecad per day.

Hon. L. Craig: At the least.

Hon. II. L. ROCHE: If we take that
over a period of four months we find that
this system has put up the cost of the wether
that conld have been sold for over £1 in Mid-
land Junction in March to 30s, in July. At
the controlled price to-day the sheep 1%
felching only 30s. The zrower had to hold
it for three months. and was a fool not to
have sold in March,

Hon. L. Craig: Skins have tmproved dx.

Hon. H. L. ROCHE: Good class wether
skins to-day are bringing upwards of T
and sheep at Midland to-day are hringing
up to 30s. and 31s., taking everything intn
account. The Commissioner mav not have
fixed the price but cvervthing poes to sue-
gest that the machinery of the Aet, as at
present framed, was used to effect an
arrangement that may not have amounted
to definite price-fixing but, as the officer
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charged with certain responsihilities under
the Act, Mr. White was able to couvene a
conferenee and come to an arrangement,
backed hy all the powers of the Act in sup-
port of his action. T think we are merely
splitting straws when we say the price was
not fixed.

Hon, (. B. Wood: Of conrse we are.

Hon. H. L. ROCHE: It is well to admit
that if the price was not fixed, then the
arcangement ix there—and it has the same
effect. 1 think little enough has been ob-
tained by the producers on many occasions
at Midland Junction under the aunction sys-
tem, although that system should provide
the greatost protection to all concerned. 1t
shonld provide a fair deal. On the other
hand, as the sy-tem has operated, with a
number of the smaller wholesale butchers
going out of business, more and more of the
wholesale trade has been drifting into the
hands of threc or four firms. I think those
firms on oceasions have heen able to exer-
eise o eonsiderable restraining infiuence. If
one of the arguments used in the early stages
of this controversy is still maintained—I
presume it is—to the effect that wholesalers
will pay a little too much this week and too
little next week, thus adjusting matters, T
¢laim that method simply helps the whole-
salers because they are the only people finan-
cially strong enough to stand the strain. The
smaller people will have to mo out of busi-
ness. The auction xystem affords ample pro-
tection, If there is an absolute dearth of
meat, naturally priees will have to inerease,
or Perth econsumers will have to content
themselves with seeond-grade meat. For var-
ious reasons we all wish a good downpour
of rain. T want it for two reasons. Not
only do I Iook for a good downpour because
of farming conditions generally, but because
if we had two or three inches of rain, there
wounld not be sufficient fat sheep to supply
the metropolitan market. Sheep to-day are
foo searce in the country distriets.

HON, H V. PIESSE (South-East)
[7.197: T support the second rending of the
Bill. T do not think its introduction would
have been necessary if the Price Fixing Com-
missioncy, Mr. White, had called producers
into conference before embarking upon the
action that he took. On occasions the priee
of stock has reeeded considerably. I was ill
during July and during my indispoesition T
had an opportunity to stndy sheep prices and
to read the country newspapers. I remem-
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ber early in that month perusing “Elder's
Weekly” and noticing that Mr. Parker, of
Kuiin, had been reeeiving high prices for
his welhers and ewes and that Sim Bros.,
of Yealering, had also had a similar exper-
tence, I know Mr. Parker and I wrote fo
him congratulating him on the prices he had
reecived. 1 also wrote to Mr. S. P. Sim
asking him bow much it had cost bim to
maintain the sheep for which be bad re-
eeived such good prices, and requesting him
to torward me full particulars. He did so.
As 1 pointed out when I dealt with this mat-
ter during the Address-in-reply debate, his
figures showed that it cost him 3s. per head
to hand feed all his sheep. He later on sent
another eonsignmoent of sheep and again re-
eeived good prices. | wrote to Mr. Sim A
second time and sent him a copy of the let-
ter I had written to Mr. Parker. To-
tught T reecived a lotter from Mr. Sim and
his remarks retute the staterment made by
the Chief Secretary that the price arrange-
ment had not interfered with the return thal
farmers received. Referring to the price of
sheep, Mr. Sims wrote—

It ia still in an inclusive state and if price-
lixing is persisted im, it will cause those who
cater for the market, cven in o small way
like myself, to think very hard if it is going
to be worth their while to do so another year.
There is no wonderful profit in it in an ordi-
nary year, and in one like the prescnt, where
the feeding costs are so high, even high prices
do 1ot make for a mueh higher profit,

That is the experience of one man and there
ure hundreds of producers in the same posi-
tion. T did not hear what the Chief See-
retary said on the Address-in-reply, but
I notice that, in reference to some lambs
I mentioned, he echaracterised them as
“luxury meat.” That is not the point. The
price arrangement was vefleefed on the
price of every class of sheep throughout
the State. T feel sure that the Bill is
now neecessary, or, at any rate, some condi-
tions are essential if the Commissioner is to
impose an extra burden on those who pro-
duce fat sheep, particularly in view of
the present price and seasonal condi-
ttons, When the price of superphos-
phate was fixed, as happened a little while
ago in the Eastern States, the interests of
cevery man affected were taken into consid-
eration. Costs were taken into aecount;
manufacturers were permitted to state their
case; basic wage considerations were re-
viewed. In those circumsfances, there
was no argument when the price was fixed.
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Hon. A. Thomson: Thas is the difference
between fiXing the price of a primary pro-
duet and of a manutactured commodity.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE : Exactly, I wish also
to refer to the Chief Secretary’s remarks
about the potato industry. I reiterate what
I said during the course of the Address-in-
reply debate. I said then that Mr, White
had@ had a conference with the potaio in-
terests long before the growers were ealled
together. Mr. Craig can bear me out in
that statement becanse we diseussed the posi-
tion and I told him that the growers had been
invited to attend a conference. I do
not propose to argue that point, but
I feel sure that the growers should
have been calied together by Mr. White
before he arrived at any arrangement.
The Chief Seeretary impresses us with
the faet that it was not a case of price fix-
ing. There would have been no argument
with the producers at all had they been con-
sulted in the first place. Finally, I want
to make the point clear that T have had a
lot to do with Mr. White. I have ncver met
a more courieons Government officer or a
man who has proved himself more capable
in his permanent position. Mr. White
has already shown his ecapacity in his debt
adjustment work and in other direc-
tions. Althongh he is eareful and has
earried out his duties exceedingly well on
many occasions, that does not mean that this
time he has not made a misiake.
Nevertheless I was sorry to hear some
of the remarks made about him dur-
ing the course of the debate. T be-
lieve, as the Chief Sceretary said, there
may have been a slip of the tongue. Most
people appreciate Mr. White as a very valu-
able officer, who has one of the most un-
enviable positions in the State to-day. I
support the second reading of the Bill.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [7.53]: I
seem to have been drawn into this debate,
for some reason or other, on account of a
remark I made.

Tlon. L. B. Bolton: You slipped!

Hon. J. J. Holmes: It was a silly remark.

Hon, [, CRAIG: It was an intentional re-
mark, uttered more in =orrow than in anger,
and, perhaps, half jocularly. I very much
regret the undue pubicity given to the remark
by the Press. I reiterate that the action of
the Price Fixing Commissioner on that
ocrasion was stupid. I do not say Mr. White

is a stupid man, but his action on that par-
ticular oceasion was stupid, and that is borue
out by everyone connected with the stoek-
raising industry with whom I am acquainted,
ineluding all the stoek firms, As a matter
of fact, I have been showered with congra-
tulations, which I do not at all appreciate.
I regret exceedingly the publieity given to
my remark. I did not wish to hurt Mr.
White's feelings. I have a great regard for
him with respect to many of his duties. That
does not say that he should be exempt {rom
criticism when he took action which, in the
opinion of most people connected with the
industry, was stupid.

I have not very much to say regarding the
Bill. I do not agree cntirely with its con-
tents. I do nol consider any c¢ommidity
should be exempt from price fixing if un-
due profits are being made. The Comnis-
sioner was appointed to prevent profitecring,
not to prevent high priees, At particular
times of the year there are what might be
deseribed as specialty growers of meat. Cer-
tain qualities of meal will bring more than
6d. per Ib. at any time of the year, even in
the flush period. There are speeial buyers for
that class of meat, such as the proprietors
of high-class hotels where Bs. is charged for
a meal. Nothing is said about fixing the
price of such meals! I have sent baby beef
to market for which I received nearer 3d.
than 6d. per ib. Those conditions obtain
to-day, if the quality meat be produeed.
The fluctuations of prices fix the maximum
for best quality. If that is altered, specialty
producers will kave thelr intevests interferred
with, I do not think it will have any effcet
upon lower quality meat at all. For instance,
vestorday’s market brougiht 48s. 6d. for
good quality, but it is not to be compared
with the choice beef that comes from the
sonthern arcas. So it was a very hasty thing
to do to make an arvangement with the
wholesale butchers to say that they shonld not
charge more than 5%4d. per Ib. for any beef.
In effeet it means that what you lose on good
quality beef will be made up on the poorer

“beef, and you will prohably be paying more

for the lower quality beef in order to make
up the loss which the butchers may make on
the dearer meat. I think aiso that had the
Minister when introducing the Profiteering
Prevention Bill intimated any action such
as has heen taken by the Price Fixing Com-
missioner, in the terms the Minister expressed
to-night, T doubt whether the Bill wounld
have been passed by this House. The object
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of the Bill was to prevent undue profit
being made, and no member of this House
approves of that. The Minister said
that butchers must have the right to
sell their meat at whatever price they
like, that it has nothing to do with
the producer. I agree with that. Onece
it has been purchased from the pro-
ducer it is the buftcher’s business what he
does with it; but if through Government or
semi-Government interference, the butcher’s
price to the econsumer is affected, that is a
different story. Onee the producer has sold
his meat, that is all he has to do.

Hon. A. Thomson: Would you object to
the Government fixing the priee at 3d.%

Hon. L. CRAIG: I would object to the
price being passed on to the producer as has
been done on this occasion. Had the Com-
missioner allowed the matier to stand for n
vouple of wecks he would have found that
the price would have fallen antomatically.
Year after year, at some period of the year,
we have an extreme mavket. I have scen that
time after fime. In faet, I have experi-
cheed an extreme market myself and felt
its effect very badly. That is what would
have happened in this case if there had not
heen interference. I have no more to say
except that I will support the seeond reading
of the Bill, althongh I do not know how
much of it I will support after that. T am
not entirely in agreement with the Bill, but
T do think that any eommodity which is liable
to be monopolised, any commodity on which
a more than reasonable profit is made, should
he subject to some control. A commodity
like meat which varies in price from 2d. to
Gd. or 7d. a lb. is a very difficult problem
and no one ¢an say that the maximum price
shall be so much.

HON. J. J. HOLMES (Novih) [84]: I
have only a few words to say because I
do not wish to give a silent vote. If I
thought that the producers of this eountry
were profiteering T would express myself
in the terms often used by Mr. Cornell and
hoot out the Bill, horse, foot and artillery.
The primary producerzs have been wup
against it for years and to-day they are up
againgt it even to a greater extent than
cver before. The Minister in the course
of his remarks missed the whole point.
When the Commissioner fixed the wholesale
price with the ecarease butchers he fixed
a priee at which the prodocer must

- that.
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sel. That is the whole point. The
position as we find it to-day is not the re-
sult of the war but really the result of the
awful season we have been experiencing.
The primary producers have suffered in the
past and are suffering now, and I have
never heard of anyone going to their reseue,
and therefore they do not get more for their
produce than they ought to receive. Surely
it is not the duty of the Government in a
country like this which depends so much
upon primary produection to seize every op-
portunity to squeeze the primary producer.
If we do that we must face difficulties. I
have nothing further lo say except that I
will support the second reading, and I re-
peat that if I thought the primary producer
was profiteering I would vote against the
Bill. However, seeing that he is just strug-
gling for an existence, and as the Bill may
assist him I shall support it.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central) [8.8)]:
This Chamber passed the Profiteering Pre-
vention Act and by doing so members gave
their assent to the principle that no one
should profiteer during the pericd of the
most unfortunate struggle in which the
British Empire is engaged. Members, of
eourse, would stick to that prineiple that
no one should be permitted unduly to pro-
fiteer in any one seetion at the expense
of any other section. It has, however, been
clearly proved to my satisfaction, after
listening to the speeches delivered here that
action should be taken in the direction pro-
posed by the Bill. I do not wish to throw
a bouquet at Mr. Craig, but very often
that hon. member sees eye to eye with the
Chief Secretary and the Honorary Minister.
On this oceasion he knows something about
the subjeet matter before the House and
he has repeated an ncensation that he made
against the Price Fixing Commissioner at
a previous sitting of this House. I do not
know whether his explanation has not made
the matter worse, but we will let it go at
It seems to me that in this age if
Parliament or the Government appoints a
man to a position sueh as that held by the
Price Fixing Commissioner the officer hold-
ing that position should mnke every at-
tempt to exercise with the greatest tact the
responsibility with which he is charged,
and before arriving at a decision be should
avail himself of every means at hig dis-
posal gso that the decision may be just to
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all parties. Unfortunately in comnection
with what we have heard, that seems to
have been the Price Fixing Commissioner’s
great failure, I listened to the remarks
of the Chief Secretary and I wrote down
gome of his words. I think I heard them
correctly. Anyway, he can put me right or
ignore me. He said that the Priece Fixing
Commissioner was to be the judge or was
to decide kow far he should go or what
methods he should adopt. If the Bill passed
by the Chamber gave any public servant
the power that the Minister said the Aect
gave the Price Fixing Commissioner I can
only remark that I am sorry I supported
the measure when it was before us and the
soon it is altered the better. I shall sup-
port the second reading.

HON. 0. F. BAXTER (East) [8.13): The
storm raised by the Bill with which we are
dealing has been brought about by the Price
Fixing Commissioner not following the line
of duty set out in the Act passed by Parlia-
ment last session. By what authority did
the Price Fixing Commissioner arrange with
a small body of people what should be the
wholesale price of a certain commodity?
The Aet lays down the direction he must
follow; but that was not considered. The
principal people nssociated with this parti-
eular matter were, firstly, the prodneers and,
secondly, the consumers, but neither section
was taken into consideration; there was no
reference to them at all. The Commissioner
simply arranged with the wholesale penple
what they should pay for the meat.

The Chief Sceretary: That is not true.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: It is true. An
agreement was entered into that 514d, should
be paid for beef and 6d. for mutton. Wil
the Chief Seecretary deny that the Price Fix-
ing Commissioner had a conference with the
wholesale butchers? Is that not correct?
The outecome of that conference was that
the price that should be charged was set
down and that price was 5%4d. for beef and
6d. for mutton. The Commissioner went
even further. There was a deputation repre-
senting the producers and he said, “Very
well, gentlemen, I will inerease the price by
a halfpenny.” The Commissioner had no
authority te do that. He commitied himself
there. Not once but at least four times the
Chief Secretary stated that the fact that the
price arrived at established the wholesale
price did not affect the livestoeck market.

[COUNCIL]

How he arrived at that, I do not know, when
the wholesale people agreed to pay a cer-
tain price and not go above it. 'What was
the result? The stock had to be taken away
unless sold at that price. While the price
was too high to buy at the value agreed
upon, the only prime meat sold went to the
eountry people. Therefore the country
people for once had to think of the metro-
politan meat market, I cannot believe there
is any member whe thought that the Profit-
eering Prevention Act would trespass on the
auction sales of stock. That stoek is sold
under open competition. What control ean
there be when we have an officer under the
Crown who people know must be oheyed?
The whole question is, What is the market
value? If the Commissioner had had the
slightest iden of the eost of producing the
stock, he would not have fallen into the
trap as he did. The stoek had been hand-
fed for months; it was not fattened in the
paddocks.

Hon. A. Thomson: There was nothing in
the paddocks to fatten the stoek.

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: That is so. That
line of stoek, to be in such good eondition,
had had to be hand-fed for five or six
months. Sinee January I have heen hand-
feeding stock heavily at great expense, em-
ploying a man to do it, and I have not been
ahle to market fat stock. Other producers
have spent much more than I have on hand-
feeding and they necd a high price to show
any profit at all. This Bill is only reason-
able. It will not infliet the slightest hard-
ship upon the consumers. We have to con-
sider the producers and the consumers, not
the middle-men. Many consumers are en-
joying the benefit of the hasic wage and are
getting ment at a lower priee than that
which ruled when the basic wage was fixed.
There has been an increase in the basie wage
recently and the price of meat is lower than
it was previously. Therefors, people are
enjoying o higher basie wage in regard to
one commodity at lenst. We would do wrong

" if we permitted interference with marketing

conditions. Workers other than those on the
basic wage have received increases. Publie
servants whose salaries do not exceed £699
a year have received £10 and so they are
really getting £40 per annum extra on ae-
count of the increased basic wage. Others
above £699 have bheen increased to the ex-
tent of £20, making their total £40 alse.
Those in the Federal service have been in-
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creased by £23.  Mr. Wood is to be com-
mended, not only on bchalf of the produ-
¢ers, but also of the people of the State, for
having brought the measure forward. I hope
the Bill will be passed without amendment,
and that another place will see fit to accept
it and make the Aet more equitable than it
is to-day.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [8.20]:
Whenever an individual or group of indi-
viduals enters upon an anti-profiteering or a
price-fixing measure, it becomes reminiseent
of a hedgehog. Whatever part of the legis-
lation we touch, we find a problem bristling
with difficulties. Whom was this legislation
designed to protect? Esscntially the con-
suming or using publie. The law of the
Commonwealth and of the State has been 1n
operation for almost a year, and T marvel
at the lack of eriticism or instanees ot un-
dure hardship revealed by the administration
during that period. What was the genesis
of this Bill? It was an allegation of action
by the Commissioner in regard to the maxi-
mum price of matton. We have been told
that, hecause of the scason of the year and
the cexistence of drought conditions, the
Commissioner should have kept out of the
business and allowed the trouble to solve 1t-
self. Even if the Commissioner had stepped
in—and this has been dizputed—the most
effective way of protecting the section of the
community that the Act is designed to pro-
teet would have been to start at the source.
It is of no use damming a stream when tho
flood is on. TIf the price had soared ioo
high, that would have reflected upon the
people who buy meat, and surely it is the
coneern of the Commissioner to deal with
sueh matters at the source.

1 would not go so far as to say that the
Commisstoner had been stupid. He is a
gentleman we afl know aund respect, and T
have vet to learn that he did not act with the
best intentions. OF course, there are excep-
tions to the rule, but they are not many.
Plainly a section of the community, beeause
of a mistake on the part of the Commis-
sioner, has suffered something that might
have been ohviated; but are we to legislate
on that score alone? If we are going to de-
prive the Commissioncr of the powers orig-
inplly conferred npon him beeause difficul-
ties arise now and theu, we shall have to
eontinte making exeeptions until eventually
we wipe out the whole of the Aet. T ven-
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ture to say there arc other sections of the
produeing community and the maoufactur-
ing eommunity who eould probably put up
a good ease for receiving eobsideration
such as the Bill proposes to give another
section of the community. Like it or lump
it, if we are going to ensure any degree of
general satisfaetion from the work of the
Commissioner, instead of taking power from
him, we should give him more power. Aa
cvents echange from day to day and from
week to week, let the decision be made on
the facts as they arise. But do not ham-
string the Commissioner. If he has mada
a mistake——

ITon. A. Thomson: He does not pay for
the mistake, unfortunately. The producers
have to pay for it.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If the hon. mem-
ber was prepared to legislate for the people
who led the Commissioner te taking action,
T would be with him. Some members are
taking the view that a set of eireumstances
should prevail in regard to price-fixing for
onc producing section of the community
that shall not apply for another. Immedi-
ately we begin to specify, we limit, and the
more we limit, the greater the trouble will
he.

Hon. d. J. Holmes: Is gold a primary
produet? Who fixes the price of gold?

Hon, J. CORNELL: Gold is not an es-
sentin] commodity in the sense that meat is.
The Bill does not deal with gold, bal our
price-fixing legislation does deal with essen-
tial commodities. I should like to know how
far and te what extent the Bill wonld have
a repereussion uwpon the consuming public
of the eastern goldfields. If the measure is
designed to help anyone, it is designed to
help the man who produces sheep, eattle and
pigs. As regards the beef-eating community
of the goldfields, cight per eent of the sup-
ply is brought from South Australia and

.from as far north as Alice Springs. Fifty
per cent. of the mutton eaten on the gold-
fields is obtained from South Australia.
Therefore we have two different eonsuming
sections in this State. Firstly, there is the
metropolitan seetion, which obtains praeti-
cally all its supplies in Western Australia.
I would do everything possible to help the
producers of Western Awustralia, and also
those of Australia and the world generally,
because we have this outstanding paradox
of our civilisation, that the man who feeds
and clothes the human race today is bank-
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rupt in every country of the world. Any-
thing I can do to help the producer, I shall
most willingly do. When a set of cireum-
stances arises compelling us to have such
legislation as this on the statute-book, we
must yield, just as the Parliament of the
Commonwealth has yielded, to the exigencies
of the case. To that Parliament has been
granted every power in the legislative calen-
dar, without any limitagion, in full confi-
donee that the Federal Parliament will use
those powers from day to day, as the posi-
tion may change, wisely and well. That I
regard as an excellent axiom to extend to
our Priee Fixing Commissioner, who is
placed in exactly the same position as the
Commonwealth Government finds itself in,
dealing with emergencies that arise from day
to day. I cannot bring myself fo support
the second reading of the Bill, because it is
a deliberate start on specifying limitation of
prices.

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East [8.33] :
Like other members, I feel that I cannot
zive a silent vote on the Bill. I was mneh
struck with Ar. Cornell’s remark that the
principal Act needed above all things to be
administered wisely and well. The hon.
member pointed out that the measure was
introduced to protect the consumer, and the
consumer alone.

Hon. J. Cornell: No.
said.

Hon. A. THOMSON: But the Aet con-
tains wise provisions to protect the busi-
ness man and the manufacturer. If any-
thing is to emerge from the discussions
which have taken place here on the subject,
1 feel sure it will be an intimation to the
Priece Fixing Commissioner that anything
appertaining to the primary producing see-
tion should be on the same footing as ap-
plies to husiness men. These can go to the
commissioner and point ont to him that
owing to increase of the basic wage and in-
ereased cost of raw materials and manufae-
turing, they are entitled to higher prices.
They invariably obtain them. The same
principle applies to manufacturers. We
have no desire to sce the primary produe-
ing scetion profiteering at the expense of con-
sumers or any other section of our com-
mumnity; but we do ask that, in all fairness,
the primary producer should receive the
same treatment in respect of his commodi-
ties as is received by people in more fav-

“QOstensibly” I
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ourable cireumstances. Mr, Holmes put up
a eoncise statement of the present position
of the primary producing seetion; and, let
me add, no man ean speak with greater
authority on that subject than Xir. Holmes,
Still, I do hold that the measure before us
has been introduced hy Mr. Wood with the
object of remedying, as Mr. Cornell has
said, a mistake made with the best inten-
tions. That mistake has cost many pro-
ducers of fat stock considerable sums of
money, and they have ahsolutely no redress,
And in present seasonal circumstances they
have absolutely no hope of reeovering the
losses sustained. While we passed the prin-
cipal Acet with a desire to ensure that there
should be no danger of profiteering, I cer-
tainly think the Priee Fixing Commissioner
on this ocension did not act too wisely, hav-
ing regard to all the circumstances, The
primary producers claim that they had a
right to be consulted before he arrived at
his deeision. While T feel much sympathy
for the Chief Secrctary in putting up a
case on behalf of the Commissioner, 1 fear
that he lbas not suceeeded in proving to
any reasonable, commonsense person that in
fixing the wholesale price of meat the Com-
missioner did not fix the prices at whick
cattle and sheep were to be sold. There-
fore I support the second reading of the
Bill.

HON. J. NICHOLSOXN (Metropolitan)
[8.37]: The Bill affects two classes,
namely the produeer on the one side and
the eonsumer on the other. We have heard
the views of hon. members representing
provinces where the producer carries on his
business; and so far very little has heen
said regarding the other section. namely
the consumer, I happen to vepresent the
latter seetion, and that is the seetion which
I think should receive some considevation
in connection with a Bill such as this. Tn
order that such consideration may he ex-
tended to the consumer’s intevests, T would
remind memhers of the provisions of
the Aect which is in foree; but hefore doing
so, I should like to cxpress some views con-
trary to expressions which we have heavd
regarding the Price Fixing Commissioner.
Various terms have heen applied to that
gentleman becanse of the aefion he took
He has been regarded in a light which one
hon, member ventured to deseribe as stupid.
Onc hon. member ventured to say that the
Commissioner’s action was stupid.
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Hon, J. J. Holmes: 8o it was.

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: | am sure that
the hon. member in question would be the
lust person fo regard the Price Fixing Com-
missioner as a stupid man,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He said so.

Hon. J. NICHOLBOXN: In peint of fact
the Commissioner is earrying out a public
daty, and in carrying out that poblic duty
he must be gnided strietly by the powers
conferred upon him under the Act, and
must endeavour—

Hon. A. Thomson: To give justice to all
sections,

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: Quite so, It iy
with that very intention that I address my-
self to the present measure, to see that jus-
tice is extended to all partics. I quite agree
that we do not wish to see the producer, on
the one bhand, injured; for the preducer de-
serves to be encouraged, especially in the
light of cireumstances under which to the
knowledge of all of ug the producer is suf-
fering. Buat theve is the other view, that
we must also consider the interests of the
consumer. It was suggested by M
Baxter thut the Price Fixing Commis-
sioner had aetually execeded the powers
conferred wpon him by the Act—at
least the hon. member indicaled thatl.
I hold sueh a view to be wrong, becanse
in Seetion 11 of the Profiteering Prevention
Act passed last session it is stated clearly
that the Commissioner may at his own dis-
cretion or at the request of any member of
the publie upon good eause shown, and shall
when required so to do by the Minister, in-
vestigate, and report to the Minister upon,
all or any of the following matters—and
here is set out a full list of the various mat-
ters to which the Aet refers. TFor instance,
the price of any commodity in this State or
in any part thereof and at any time or
times.

Hon. G. B. Wood: Why do you not read
the whole of that seetion?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : T will do so if the
hon. member wishes it.

Ilon. G. B. Wood: I will read the whole
section presently.

Ion. J. Cornell: When the hon. member
is here a little while longer, he will not want
that.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I was passing on
to the next subsection, which is the one the
Bill proposes to amend, namely Subsection f.
The subsection deals with the quantity, the
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situation, and the local supply or position,
of auy commodity in this Stale or any pari
thercof. Another subsection refers to cost
of supply and transfer of any commodity.

Hon, G. B. Wood: That is just what the
Commissioner did not do.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: May I point ou.
to the hon. member that in fxing his maxi-
mum price the Commissioner must havs
taken all those matters into consideration,

Several members interjected.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The Price Fixing
Commnissioner in fixing a priee must fix one
price. He would not tix a separate price for
transport, a scparate price for the auection-
eer’s cost of selling and commission, and so
on. le certainly would not do that.

Hon. L. Craig: He would fix the price.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: He may have
fixed the price. He could not possibly have
done otherwise; nor could he otherwise have
declared, as he must have declared, a cer-
tain price for the partieular commodity.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Yon would not argue
that he made full inguiries of the producers?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I am not arguing
as to that. Ife simply fixed the price. ln
fixing a price—that is what I wish to em-
phasise—

Hon. L. Craig: He said he did not fix a
price.

Hon. C. ¥. Baxter: That is so.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I understand
from the Minister that a price was fixed. It
must have been had the Uommissioner dis-
charged his duty. It would be essential for
him to take all these various mutters i
consideration in arriving at and detevmining
the price. Ilc could not do it otherwise.

ITon. J. J. Helmes: He did not.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: If he failed to do
50, undoubtedly one must acknowledge that
he failed in his duty.

Hon. L. Craig: That is what we are com-
ptaining about.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: But I do nov
admit that be failed in lis duty, In any
event, the point is that the priee was deter-
mined by somc means or other, beeanse we
have hefore us the acknowledged fact—the
admitted faet—that every member who has
spoken on the Bill bas said that a cerlain
rrice, 5%d. or 6d., was fixed. It is that
prire which was fixed as the maximum.

Member: Without a eonference with the
producers.
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Hon, J. NICHOLSON: I admit that, hut
there is nothing whatever in the Awt re-
quiring the Commissioner to confer with the
producers. The simple point is this: TIn
n time of emergency such as we are now
passing through Parlinment realised that it
was cssential in the public interest to ap-
point a commissioner who should be given
power to fix prices and prevent profiteering.
No member ean question that point. The
producers feel they have bheen hard hit, and
I feel suve it is not the desire of the con-
smners that the producers shoull b un-
justly treated. T thercfore suggest to the
hon. member who intreduced the Bill that
he will find in the Aect the means wherehy
to fix varying priees for varving qualitios of
meat. Tt has heen said that vaviens elasses
of animals were offered at snles. T think Mr.
Craigz mentioned that he was fortnnate
encuzh actunlly tn seeure more than the
maximum price. If that be so, then cer-
tainlv he was Incky, although strietly
speaking he was prohably guilty of a breach
of the Aet. It was a candid admission on
tlie part of the hon. member.

Hon, H. V. Piesse: The butcher might
have hought the animal purposely.

Hon. J. NICHOILSON: The trouble be-
tween the produeer and the consumer seems
to be that the one fixed price determines,
so far as the producer is concerned, the
maximum price for the meat that is offered
for sale, whether it is of prime quality or
inferior quality. Tf T am right, then the
position ean le overcome without passing
the amending Bill now before us. Section
13 of the Act empowers the Governor from
time to time, on the report and advice of
the Commissioner under Scetion 11 of the
Aet, by proclamation, to fix and declare
for any commodity—I am now wuoting
Paragraph (b} of Subsection (i)—

Different maximum prices necording to dif-
fevences in quality or deseription or in the
quantity sold, or in respect of differcnt condi-
tiong, terms, or localities of trade, rommerce
or szle,

Hon. A. Thomson: Would you mind read-
ing Paragraph (g)?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: That is an alter-
native. The Commissioner can also fix
maximum prices on o percentage hasis on
landed or other eost. May I point out to
Mr. Thomson that the Commissioner does
not require to take all these matters into
consideration? He ean fix the varions
prices. The proposal of this Bill is to
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overennie ohjeetions and diffieulfies which
producers contend exist beeause of the pre-
sent fixation of prices and the hardships
which it is claimed producers suffer there-
hy. The proposal is to leave the stock to
be marketed and then for the Commis-
sioner to take up the fixation of the price
with the buteher. I think that is the posi-
tton. If that were done, it wounld cer-
tainly intensify very muech the work of the
Commissioner. Tt would be hound to do
so. If the producers were to confer with
the Commissioner and get these alternative
prices fixed for varying qualities—

Severnl members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon., 1. NICHOLSOXN: T am makinz a
suggestion. If different prices were fixed
for varving qualities of meat—

Hon. I.. Craig: There might be 50 quali-
ties.

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: Then let them be
fixed at different prices. T can quite
understand that there is ground for objec-
lion on the part of the prodneer to the fixa-
tion of one price. But there is a provision
in the Aet, which is not without a remedy.
1f it were, then I would probably he say-
ing something more in support of the pro-
dueer. But there seems to me to he no
need for this Bill. If the hon. members
who are interested on hehalf of the pro-
ducers would interview the Commissioner
and endeavour {o seeure the fixation of
varying prices, I believe that the whole
diffenlty would be overcome. The pro-
ducer of prime quality meat would be able
to get his price without in any way offend-
ing against the Aet. I hope the hon. mem-
her in charge of the Bill will recensider
the matter in that light. In the meantime T
must certainly  vote against the sceond
reading.

HON. G. B. WOOD (Wast—in reply)
[8.55]1: Rather thap obtain an adjournwment
of the debate, I shall briefly traverse the
abjoections raised by the Chief Seeretary and
Messrs. Cornell and Nicholson. At the out-
sct, T thank {he produecer representatives in
this Chamber who have so ably supported
me to-night. T also thank Mr. Nichelson for
his support which, though unintentional, was
considerable indeed. Mr. Nicholson was the
last speaket and he quoted from the et the
section giving certain powers to the Com-
missioner.  He did not earrv his quotation
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quite far enough. The Act also provides—
Section 11—that the Commissioner must in-
vestigate the means or suflicieney and cost of
the supply or transport of any ecomme-
dity. There are olher subsections to Sec-
tion 11 which T do not propose to quote. 1
intend to dwell on the one J have vead. The
(‘ommisxsioner did not take into consideration
at all the cost of supply and the cost of the
comnnodity,  Mr. Nicholson, I think, did the
Commissioner unintentional harm by quoting
the portion of the Act be did. MMr. Cornell
satd that we should not legislate to protect
people againzt mistakes. 1 differ from that.
The Commissioner did make a mistake: as
I said in my speech on the Address-in-reply,
he wmade an honest mistake. [ personally
have nol said anything against the Commis-
sioner; but, as Mr. Baxter said, these mis-
takes are costly.

Hon. J. Corneli: Was anyone hound hy
his mistake?

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Yes, definitely, I
think it is our duly to protect people against
mistakes, The Commissioner may not make
that mistake again; but he may not always
Le in the position of Commissioner. A flaw
exizt< in the parvent Aet which T seek to
amemd by the Billl My, Hall said that he
wax glad that other than Country Party
memhers  were  supporting the Bill I
point  out, however, that the Bill has
nothing to do with the Country Party;
that party has not seen it. I was
framedl by the Parliamentary draftsman, a
lawyer member of the Country Party and
myselt. 1t was not diseussed by the Gountry
Party at all.

MMon. J. Cornell: Was the Commnssioner’s
price proclaimed ?

ilom, (i, B, WOOQD: No.

Hon. J. Cornell : How were they hound by
it

Hon, fi. B, WOOD: Who were bouud by
it?

Hou. . Cornell: The wholesale Imtehers.

Hon. . B. WOOD: This is what the
Connnissioner said to them: “If you do not
fix a maximum price {o the retailers, I will
w~e the Aet ard gazette a1 price.” I mado
that statement in my speech on the Address-
in-reply, and it has not hoon challenged.

I dis] not know 1 wanld have to reply to so
many points raised by the Chief Seeretary,
hut [ deem it my duty to do so as briefly as
possible. 1 compliment him on making an
excellent speeeh on o votten ease. In faet,
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he had no ease at all. 1t was not bis ease;
it was put up to him by the Price Fixing
Commtissioner, there is no doubt about that,
He spoke nbont profiteering in the last war.
I also mentioned that snbject. I also said
the Aet was o good one, and so it is. 1
think it has had cxeellent results and have
already said so in this Chamber; but that i;
tot to say it is perfect. There is a definite
flaw in it which the Bili sceks to remedy.
We know the Act was designed to prevent
people  from  creating  monopolics  and
degpoiling the public, How can farmers
eome under o profitcering measure when their
produce is sold at auction? Mr. Holmes

said that it he thomght farmers were
profitecring  he wonld vote against the
Bill. T would go further and say that

I would not have introduced it had I thought
the producers were exploiting the publie.
Farmers send their meat to Midland June-
tion, and have to accept whatever the whole-
#ale butchers like to give them. There is
no contro}. The producer cannot in any
sense be ocalled a profitecr, and should not
be brought under the Act. The price of
ineat has nothing to do with the war, and
should not bhe made a snhjeat for legisla-
tion that has anything to do with the war.
Meat i purely a loeal article. The Chief
Seeretary said that the Commonwealth Gov-
crument bad brought down legislation. T
admit that. Professor Copland, however,
did not fix the price of meat or wake any
arrangement with the butehers about it.

Hon. H. V. Piesse: Nor did he fix the
price of potatoes.
Hon, G. B. WOOD: Someone hrought the

matter before him, and he said, “No;
let meat fnd its own level in the
open market”  That is the renson for

our quarrel with the Priece Fixing Com-
missioner in this State to-day. He did not
consult the producers, and he did not allow
things to go on as they have gone on in
other years, and 8nd their own level. Mr.
Nicholson said that the Commissioner fixed
the priece. T do not think he id, but he defi-
nitely influenced it. Nothing the Chief See-
retary ean say, nor anything My, White ean
say, will inflaecnece me to the contrary. Tet
me tell members what the agents said. T
have been in contact with many produecers
recently, Producers in the Avon distriet
have sent their meat to Midland Junetion
and they are of opinion that the price of
meat there has heen affected. I have here
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an extract from the “West Australian,”
this being a comment by stock salesmen—
8tock salesmen, commenting on the declin-
ing prices at Midland Jungtion yesterday,
sanl, that boyers knew that agents could not
withhold from sale the sheep sent for auetion.
Protected by the price agreement, buyers had
forced them to aceept the poorer prices of-
fered.  As n oresult of the day’s sharp fall
it was possible that growers would not send
in their sheep, and thereby add to the existing
shortage,
On account of the season growers had to
send their sheep to mavket, This shows the
extent to which producers have profiteered.”
The recent high prices were due to the ub-
usual seasonnl conditions, and the larger yard-
ing this weck wns an indication 'hat growers
had desired to quit their sheep at a reasonable
price rather than risk carrying them.
That goes to prove that the anetion system,
the public demeand, and the carrying ecapa-
eity of the farm will right the position with-
out interference. It is impossible to show in
black and white whether the Price Fixing
Commissioner was right or wrong. I have,
however, the opinion of dozens of producers,
who say it was not right, and in that the
agents agree. I have three interesting
graphs that T will lay on the Table of the
Ilouse, Let me take 193%. In that year the
price started off at 17s. for the best wether
matton, with the best skins. The price
floated round at about £1, and in September
and October went up to 25s. I quote these
figures to show that people in the ecity were
getting cheap meat so far as the producers
were eoncerned. In 1932 prices did not go
beyond 19s., and fell as low as 14s. for the
best mutton in the wool. These facts have
been given to me hy agents.

Hon. T. B. Bolton: The sheep were in
Tall wool at that time.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Yes. Another graph
is intevesting. It shows a fairly sharp de-
eline on the 3rd September, Waterloo day.
The price was brought down by the action
of the Commissioner. In my opinion, he was
instrumental in the price coming down as it
did; and T am sure, affer consultation with
the produeers, that his action meant a redue-
tion in the price of sheep on the hoof at
Midland Junetion of 6s. or 7s. a head. The
Chief Sceretary quoted Mr. Halvorsen, and
T have been taken to task for making a
statement which was not altogether correct.
T said that the wholesnle butehers had waited
on the Price Fixing Commissioner, whereas
T should have said the master batchers had

done so0. I have written a letter to the “West
Aystralian” that will appear in to-morrow’s
issne, The letter is as follows:—

The Editor, ** West Australian,’’ Perth, Tn
a paragraph in I'riday’s issue of the ‘‘Wess
Australian,’’ Mr. Halvorsen, the secretary of
the Wholesale Butchera’ Association, rcfutes
my statement in the Legislative Council that
the Wholesale Butchers went to the Commis-
gioner of Pricea. Actually it was the Mas-
ter Butchers’ Association T desired to refer
to, and I accept correction. The latter asso-
ciation submitted to Mr. Whito, o list of prices
of which he approved—vide °‘West Austra-
lian?? of 11th July.

I will now quote the butchers’ list asx ap-
proved and published in the “West Austra-
Jian” on the 11th July—

A list of maximum retail {cash and earry)
beef prices was submitted yesterday by the
Master Butchers’ Association to the Deputy
Prices Commissioner (Mr. W. A, White), and
approved.

The butchers went along with the prices,
and, as T said before, the Commissioner fell
for them. T stand by that, but desire to
make the correction that I should have re-
ferred to the mastor buichers and not the
wholesale butchers. Those people then went
on to say that they were giving what thev
considered to bhe a fair thing. My letter to
the “West Australian” continnes—

The point which concerns the producer is,
not whether Mr. White went to the whole-
salers, or whether the whelesalers went to M.
White, but the fact of holding a confavence
without any reference at all to the pesple whe
produced the goods. Nobody who 1s convers-
ant with the fat stoek market thinks for a
moment that the Commissioner’s act dil nnt
influenee the market at Midland Junetion.
Mr. Halvorscn's atatement that it is 1ot the
coneern of the produeers what happens to the
stock after payment is amazing. Naturally,
if the buyer is subjeet to a resale maximum
price it muost influence his bidding at awe-
tion, Mr. Halvorsen cleverly quotes cattle
prices to bolster up his ease. In submitting
the amending Bill in the Legislative Couneil
my remarks have almost entirely hinged on
sheep prices at Midland Juncetion. If as con-
tended by Mr. White natural conditions
brought down the price, why then did he in-
terfere in fixing a maximum? The amending
Bill gives power to fix a percentage of profit
to the Dutehers, which must be the fairer
method of protecting the consumer, If the
Commissioner is genuine in  his contentions
there should he little or no opposition hy the
Government to the amending Bill.

I hold to that letter. If it is elaimed that
there is no desire to interfere with the pro-
ducers and that there is an equal desire to
protect the consumer, the Government ought
to welcome the Bill, The measure seeks to



[3 SEpPTEMBER, 1940.]

Jeave prices alone at Midland Junection. The
Commissioner elaims he has not interfered
with them. The Chicf Secretary said it was
impossible to fix a fair margin of profit.
Provision is made for that in the Bill, which
HAYS——

In fixing and dechiring any maximom mar-
gin of profit, the proclamation may do s re-
latively to such standards of wmenastirement,
weight, capaeity, or otherwise howseever as
the Governor deems proper; also that such
mirgin of profit shall vary in aecordance with
a standard or time or other circumstance, or
shall vary with dividends or wages,
1t will be seen that provision is made to
cope with all the objections.

The Chief Secretary: I did not say exactly
what vou have attributed to me.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Then I stand ecor-
rected.

The Chiet Secretary: I said there was
great dilliculty in fixing a price that wounld
cover individual interests.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Is there not greater
injustice in fixing a maximum price?

The Chief Sceretary: There are diffienl-
ties all round. Tt iz a matter of arrange-
ment acevrding to circumstances.

Hon. G. B, WOOD: The Chief Secretary
asks why T should pick on two or three com-
modities. There is & good answer to that,
namely, that the commodities mentioned in
the schedule arc the subject of aunction
prices. T do not desire to fix prices in any
respect where they can be fixed fairly. It
is almost impossible to fix the price of meat
tairly and justly, for the reason that condi-
tions vary te such an extent. The stock is
not the same from any two places, and the
conditions on the farms are all different.
How can the cost of production on the Mur-
chison be eompared with the cost of pro-
duction on my farm? The varying condi-
tions make that impossible, but provision
is made in the Bill to meet sueh a case. The
Commissioner is left to eontrol the butchers
on the hasis of a percentage of profits, ac-
vording to what the costs may be. Nothing
conld be fairer than that. Not only did
the Commissioner tell the meat interests
what he would do, but he made the same
vemark to the chaff merchants. He said that
if & certain person did not sell his hay for
so much, the price wounld be fixed. The Chief
Seeretary said a diffieult position would be
set up with regard to chaff. I agree a diffi-
cult position will arise heeause of the
drought.
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The Chiet Secretary: The producers will
be the biggest purchasers of that ecom-
modity. ‘

Hon. 3, B. WOOD: Yes, and the Bill
will protect them. Under that measure chaft
can go to the railway saleyards, be put up for
auetion, and be subject fo auction prices.
When it reaches the hands of the merchants
it will come under the control of the Com-
misgioner, who will fix the price and the
margin of profit. We kuoow that ehaff has
soared up to £8 per ton. The merchant may
pay £4 or £5 for it, but the Commis-
sioner will be able to determine that £1 per
ton profit is enowgh for the merchant to get,
or whatever margin of profit he thinks fit
aecording to circumstances,

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Would not the
position be fixed at the auction? ;

Hon., G. B. WOOD: No. If a merchant
paid £2 or £3 a ton for chaff at auction his
profit would remain the same, provided the
Commissioner said it must be calculated on
five per cent. or 10 per eent. of the purchase
price,

Hon. J. Cornell: What about chaff bought
privately by one retailer from another?

Hon, G. B. WOOD: That would be gov-
erned by the prices at auction.

The Chief Seeretary: Only n small pro-
portion of the ehaft of this State is sold at
anction.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: 1 am not sure. It
does not matter whether it is meat or chaff
or anything clse that is sold privately, the
price is always governed by that which is
paid at the railway saleyards or Midland
Junetion, or elsewhere where auctions are
conducted. One farmer may ask 23s. a head
for a lot of wethers, and the would-be pur-
chaser, would quote the last Midland June-
tion price as being 19s. for similar sheep,
and declare that is all he will pay. These
prices are all governed by what is paid at
publie auctions,

Hon. J. Cornell:
clude rabbits.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Yes; as much as is
desired to insert in it. Reference is made
to the possibility of retail butchers having
to close their establishments. Already there
are too many of them in business,
just as there are too many bhakers in
Perth. Many butchers are trying to
operate on a few carcases of muiton
and a few bodies of beef per week,
On the trade they do they are endeavouring

The schedule conld in-
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to run molor cars and racehorses. That is the
position of retail butchers. There are too
many in operation. T think the Honorary
Minister suggested that bokers should be
licensed. There are too many bakers, as
well as too many butchers.

Ilon. C. F. Baxter: Recently 1 saw the
balance sheet of a small butcher showing a
profit of z thousand in this year, this bad
year when everybody is going broke!

Member: Some butchers do not make a
thousand pence a year!

Hon. G. B. WWOOD : There are two or three
olher points which have been stressed by my
friends who support the Bill. However, it
has been said thal wholesale butchers have
paid more than the maximum price for heet.
Suppose we nccept that statement. Probably
the difference is being made up on mutton.

Hon. L. Craig: T did not say I received
a higher price since the price of meat was
fixed.

Hon, G. B. WOOD: I am not referring to
Mr. Craig at all. A man from the North-
West who was here the other day told me
that for years he had made a loss, but that
recently at Robb’s Jetty he thought he was
going to recoup himself by selling his bul-
loeks at £16 a head. However, he said, he
was shot by the Price Fixing Commissioner.
That is what T want to stress. Most pro-
ducers have made losses. Al sheep did not
go up on the 3rd July last. Only 40 per
cent. of the sheep in the yard on that day
went 30s. Somebody wrote to the Commis-
sioner complaining about the price of meat,
and the Commissioner ralled into consulta-
tion the wholesale butchers, without doing
what the Act implies he ought to do. He did
not go into the eost of getting the stock to
the vard—freight and other costs.

The Chief Seceretarv: The hon. member
admits that the Commissioner hns nothing to
do with stoek after it has been sold?

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Yes. Mr. Craig raised
that point. That is provided the meat has
had a fair go at auetion, without interfer
ence by the Priee Fixing Commissioner.
But if the Comnissioner says there must he
a price from the wholesaler to the retailer,
that is bound to inffuence prices at Midland
Junetion. T said in moving the second read-
ing of the Bill that T had not desire to go
into that aspeet too much, but as the Min-
ister raised that particular question 1 bhavo
had to go further than T orviginally intended.
[f the second reading is passed, T shall he
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prepared to agree to reasonghle amendments
in Committee. T may agree to exclude hay.
If Mr. Cornell has anything to add to the
Bill, T shall be quite willing to consider it.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

House adjourned at 9.20 p.am.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER iook the Chair
at 4.30 p.m,, and read prayers.

QUESTION—ELECTRICITY SUPPLY.
Copper Reguirements,

Mr, SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Railwavs: In view of the statements made
in the Press that shipments of copper from
aversens are expected in Sydney within the
next few wecks, and that Australian copper
mines and smelters are inereasing their
output, is it possible to give the House any
information regarding electricity exten-
sions now held up beeanse of the need of
copper?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Orders were placed in May last for
requirements.  Action has heen taken
through the Department of Supply for
carly delivery but up to the present no
deliveries have been made,

BILL—KALGOORLIE HEALTH
AUTHORITY LOAN.

Introduced by the Minister
and read a livst {ime.

for Henlth



