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was not my experience, In those years T
never had a ¢ase where any man had diffi-
culty in understanding the various qualifi-
cations appearing on the eard. If he could
not give the answer ofthand, be could always
get it at home, After all, the liquid fucl
license application is much more compli-
cated and every ear-owner manages that,
Where I did find misunderstanding was at
clection times, when there was a lack of
knowledge on the part of the voter that he
bad to fill in threc different claim cards to
enrol for the Legislation Assembly, the
Commonwealth and the Legislative Council,
and I have long contended that a simple
arrangement between the State and Federal
electoral asuthorities could solve this difii-
culty by providing one form only, adequate-
ly framed and smpplied at all post offices.
When the voter filed in the form and for-
warded # to the electoral authority, he
would, if qualified, be automatically enrolled
for all three. A note in heavy type could
inform him that, if not qualified for the
Council, he could apply later, when he was
duly qualified.

Then, again, I desire to offer one com-
ment on the amendment foreshadowed re-
garding the extending of the franchise for
the Council to soldiers not otherwise quali-
fied. As an ex-soldier I would say this:
If the vote had any value, so far as re-
establishing the soldier in civil life was con-
cerned, or helping him in any praetical way,
I would gladly agree to the suggestion, but
I eannot see that it would help him in the
shightest degree. Only in a very few cases
would he be interested. As one with ex-
perience, I would say that the soldier has
urges and inclinations natural to his years,
but I can solemnly assure members that the
desire for a vote is not one of them. In faet,
ihe whole of his training, with its emphasis
on regimentation, its restrictions and con-
irols, eoupled with the uncertainty of his
future and his inability to plan abead, tends
to destroy his sense of individuality and his
appreciation of the responsibilities of eciti-
zenship.

"I will make one more observation. A
friend, who attended the Prime Minister's
election campaign meeting in the Perth Town
Hall, said he was strock by two things,
First, that over 90 per cent. of those pre-
sent were 40 and over, and secondly, that it
was the lives of these younger folk who were
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not present, and who apparently were not
interested, that would be the most affected
hy the proposed programme of legislation,
Thege, Mr. President, are the realities, and
we must carefully and constantly bear them
in mind when we are called upon to con-
sider extending or liberalising our franchise
qualifications,

On motion by Hon. A. Thomson, debate
adjourned,

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W,
H. Kitsor—Woest): I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn till
2.30 p.m. on Tuesday, the 26th November.

Que<tion pnt and passed,
Honse adjourned at 5.35 p.m.

Hegislative Assembly.

Thursday, 215t November, 1946.

PAgE
Question :  Roynl Perth Hospital, as to opening of new
building 2105
Duilders” Registmtlon Aot ‘as tu llmit. l'or un-
registered builders 2106
Leave of absence - 2108
Bills: Sale of Hay, 1R. 2106

Hairdressers Regintraticn, T
Cemeterles Act Amendment, 2R. . 2108
Marketing of Potatoes (No. 2), 2gr., Com.

Adjournment, special

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION.
ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL.
As to Opening of New Building.
Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Health:

1, What progress is beiog made towards
the eompletion of the Royal Perth Hospital ¥

2, When will it be ready for the recep-
tion, aceommeodation and treatment of
patients?
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The MINISTER replied:

1 and 2, Rapid progress is being made
generally, but completion depends upon
availability of materials, especially engin-
eering equipment and supplies from East-
ern States and abroad.

A date for occupation cannot be sug-
gested because of these uncertainties.

BUILDERS’ REGISTRATION ACT.

As to Limit for Unregistered Builders.

Mr. NORTH (without notice) asked the
Premier: .

1, In view of the problems created by the
housing shortage, does he favour lifting to
a higher figure the limit of £400 to which
unregistered (but otherwise efficient)
builders are now confined?

2, If so, how much should it be raised?

3, If the answer to No. 1 is Yes, will he
introduce the necessary legislation?

The PREMIER replied:

1, 2 and 3, The administration of the
Builders’ Registration Aect is in the hands
of the Minister for Works and I am ask-
ing him to give consideration to the points
raised.

BILL—SALE OF HAY.

Introduced by Mr. Seward and read a
first time.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. Read, leave of absence
for two weeks granted to Mr. Berry (Irwin-
Moore} on the ground of ill-health.

BILL—HAIRDRESSERS
REGISTRATION.
Read o third time and transmitted to the
Council.

BILL—CEMETERIES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
A. H. Panton—Lecderville) [2.6] in moving
the sccond reading said: This Bill i5 intro-
duecd for the purpose of overcoming a diffi-
culty which has arisen in connection with
the management of cemeterics. In eertain
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instances in the past, it has been proved to
be advantageous for the trustees of the
larger cemeteries to have one or more of
their employeeg living either within the
cemetery itself or in close proximity to it.
For this purpose, some cemetery boards have
built houses on switable portions of the
cemetery site under their control, a pro-
cedure obviously advantageous to the care-
taking of the cemetery. There has been no
reason to question these actions, and the
matter has not come under notice because
the aunthorities have been able to arrange the
necessary finance from their own funds.
However, the {rustees of one cemetery now
desire to borrow moncy from the Workers’
Homes Board for the purpose of erecting a
dwelling for an employee. The Workers’
Homes Board is unable to consider the ap-
plication as the trustees cannot offer a satis-
factory title to the land on which the dwell-
ing is to be erected. It is considered ex-
tremely likely that similar cases will oceur
in the future; consequently it is deemed de-
sirable to amend the Aect in order to confer
powers in this direction,

The Bill is largely self-explanatory.
Briefly, it will give power to the trustees
of public cemeteries to erect or purchase a
dwelling for use hy their employees. The
trustees will be able to utilise land within
the cemetery site which will be set aside for
the purpose, or any other land they may ac-
quire with that object in view. For instance,
the trustees may desire to aequire a block of
land in close proximity to the cemetery. The
trostees will lease or rent the house so
erected to the employee concerned, They
wil] not, however, be able to transfer the
freehold to an employee. This provision Y
consider essential, as it is undesirable that
the house should be used for any purpose
other than that contemplated hy the Bill,
The trustees are also given power, subject
to the approval of the Minister, to expend
money from -their revenue, or to borrow
money for the purposes of this measure. Thi-
matter also originated from an application
to the Workers’ Homes Board to build on
behalf of the trustees of a pemetery, and
power hag therefore bheen included in the
Bill for that purpose. So if the trustees
of n cemetery desire to borrow money from
the Workers’ Homes Board, or to get the
board to build for them, and the board is
prepared to do so, that can be done under
this measure.
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The Bil] enables the Workers’ Homes
Board to erect dwellings for use by the em-
ployees of the trustees on terms to be ar-
ranged between the trustees and the board,
That is all it contains. I think it will ap-
peal to members that where trustees of a
cemetery which i some distance from a town
-—and most cemeteries are in.that position
—desire to have a caretaker, it is necessary
that there shall be a place for that care-
taker to live, This Bill will give the frustees
the right to provide for such living accom-
modation, and sefs out how that is to be
done. I move—

That the Bili be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Thorn, debate ad-

journed.

BILL—MAREKETING OF POTATOES
{No. 2).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 19th November.

MBR. HOAR (Nelson) [2.13]: I consider
this Bill is & praiseworthy aitempt by the
Government to perpetuate as far as possible
the stability of potato-growers’ conditions
and prices that have obtained since control
was first exercised in 1942, The reason for
the measure is obvious. The history of the
potato-growing industry in the years prior
to control was one of extreme price fluctua-
tion. I have had sent to me by the Potato-
growers’ Asgociation a list covering the
monthly prices and showing the way they
moved up and down in a crazy sort of man-
ner from 1933 to 1941. That list indicates
the desperate conditions that can oceur in
this industry as, indeed, in quile a number
of private industries, without seme measore
of control,

The list shows that the average monthly
price f.o.r, Perth, during the years 1933 to
1941 varied as much as from £3 12s, 6d.
a ton in December, 1933, to as high as £22
in September, 1939. The prices over the
intervening years reveal that unless some
measure of control is exercised, the same ex-
treme fluctvations will take place in the
future that oceurred prior to control
Neither the unfortunate grower nor the con-
sumer at any time received the beneflt of
the priee fluctuations in the years before
control was established. The grower had no
guarantee at any time of what prices were

2107

likely to be, and no guarantee of security in
connection with the financial outlay and the
risks he was taking. It is a matter of fact
that prices have heen known to fluctuate as
much as £5 a ton within two days, aud it
was not the consumer or the grower who
received the benefit of such changes but the
individual who worked in between the two
and was prepared to speculate on another
man's labour and the ontcome of that labour.

The difference between the grower’s price
and that charged to the consumer, hefore
contrel, was £9 3s. 2d. per ton, but the dif-
ference since control was instituted has been
only £4 12s, 6d. per ton. This suggests clearly
to me that someone in between the pro-
ducer and the consumer was getting a rake-
off far in excess of the value of the service
he rendered. A number of previous speakers
on this measure have shown some little

-Teluctance to accept a continuance of con-

trol in this industry, but if anyone cares to
look into the past and study the fgures I
have here, thoroughly examining them for
the years I have quoted, I do not belicve he
would hesitate to support n measure such
as this which is designed to provide not only
stability for the grower but a reasonable
price to the consumer,

I am very glad to know that the Minjster
contemplates, during the Commitiee siage,
moving an amendment to widen the franchise
of the growers. So far as I can sce, it would
he most undemoeratic from that point of
view fo pass the Bill in its present form.
If we did, we would have a sitnation where
a commercial producer, who is a man pro-
ducing three or more acres of potatoes,
would be the only one entitled to hold a
position on the board, and the only one en-
titled to vote for any member of the board.
There would be hundreds of other growers
producing from less than three acres who
would be able to participate in branch dis-
cussions throughout the State hut would be
denied the right of voting and selecting their
own representative. I am glad the Minister
has made it clear that he intends to move
an amendment that will bring in a number
of other growers, and so widen the
franchise.

There appears to me to be one important
difference between what the Bill proposes in
the way of marketing and sale of potatoes
and what is already in existence under Com-
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monwealth regulations. Under the Federal
scheme, the Potato Distribution Committee
sclls potatoes at the best wholesale price
obtainable; and if that priee is not suflicient,
in the opinion of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, it is inereased aeccording to the
agreement in existence. There is no pro-
vision in Lhe Bill for such a guaranteed
price. I can appreciate that. But I would
like to know, when the Minister replics, what
steps will actually be taken, either under the
measiare or by regulation, to ensure taat a
fair prite will be paid to the grower bul
that at the same time the consumer will not
be overcharged. I know that the Bill pro-
poses the seiting up of a potato marketing
board which bas very wide powers and the
composition of which leaves very little to
be desired so far as overall representation
is concerned. Out of a board of six mem-
hers, the growerg will have the very fair
representation of three and the Minister will
appoint two consnmers’ representatives, one
of whom shzall have mercantile experience.
So it appears on the face of it that the com-
position is quite suffielent to govern all
known factors likely to arise in regard fo
preduction and marketing,

Bat, =o far as I can see, from the reading
of the Minister’s speech and a study of the
Bill, unless the member of the hoard repre-
senling the consumers and having mercantile
experience ean go to the board meetings with
a full knowledge that he has the confidence
of all other wholesale or retail merchants
in the industry—that is to say, unless he can
go hefore the board knowing that he can
speak confidently on their behalf—I do not
see how the board ean function in & way to
control the price that the consumer will
vltimately have to pay. I know that the
Loard’s power that enables it to regulate
the supply of potatoes on the State market
wounld assist greatly in governing the price,
but to me it appears clear that unless some
arrangement is agreed upon and included
in the Bill, or in a regulation, governing
just how much a wholesale merchant or
retailer can charge to the public for these
potatoes, the purpose of thai part of the
Bill ean be defeated. Unless there could be
some representation on the board govern-
ing that phase of the industry it is possible
that difficulties may arise. So far as I can
see 1t is an exeellent Bill, and I have no
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doubt the Minister has a ready answer to
what appears to me to be a problem regard-
ing the wholesale merchants nnd the re-
tailers, When he replies I hope he will refer
to that aspect because, unless it is gov-
erncd by some other method, it will simply
mean that the funections of the board will
move backward to the grower with bene-
fieial results but not go any further forward
to the consumer in the control of prices.
I believe, not wishing to anticipate trouble,
that if something could be ineluded to
cover that aspeet, the Bill would be much
more acceptable to the community as o
whole.

HON. N. KEENAN (Nedlands) [2.22]:
This is a Bill that is confronted with a
certain number of difficulties. For instance,
no State Government ean prevent the im-
portation of potatoes into its State; nor,
indeed, can any State Government or Par-
liament prevent the importation into the
State of any goods grown or munufactured
in the Eastern States, or anywhere outside
of Western Australia. Neither can a State
Government, or a State Parliament, pre.
vent the export of goods which are grown
or manufactured in a State, except in ihe
manner provided in the Bill, which is by
acquiring those goods in their entirely—
that iz within the power of a State Par-
liament—when the Statec instrumentality
can do what it likes with the gooda it has
so acquired. That is the proeess brought
into aetion by the Bill, and it is perfectly
within the competence of the Stete Pariin-
ment. A matter that has arisen in the
course of the debate is that some complaint
has been made that under this Bill there
will be no guaranteed price to the grawers,
Such a price eould only operate if i(here
were an undertaking by the guarantor, who
in this case would be the State Govern-
ment, to pay certain moneys by way of
subsidy to the industry if the market price
fell below the guaranteed price, That ae-
tion is beyond the competence of the State
Parliament or the State Government bhe-
cause, sirange to say, under the Com-
monwealth Constitution the only industry
which a State Government or a State Par-
liament can subsidise is the mining in-
dustry. So these two matters, which have
been referred to, are excluded for want of
jurisdietion by this Parliament.
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In normal circumstances I am entirely,
antagonistic to Bills of this character for
the reasons that they are one more restric-
tion on the liberty of the subject and on
the enterprise associat»d with that liberty
which has meant so much to the develop-
ment of all parts of the Empire and, very
largely of course, of this part. I believe
that measures of this kind inevitably tend
to crcate a monoply. Let us consider the
Rill. It is certain that the hoard, under
the powers given to it, will license a cer-
tain number, and only a certain number,
of people to grow potatoes, and a great
many will be refused.
mencement of a monopoly. So, pormally,
I would be antagonistic to the Bill, but I
am informed—and I have taken some
trouble to find that the information is cor-
rect—that the experience ih wartime—
partieularly that of selling potatoes by the
Deputy Controller of Potatces under the
Commonwealth administeation—has im-
bued the minds of growers, and otbers
ganerally associated with the trade, with the
idea that those conditions should he
perpetuated, or at any rate continued for
the time being.

I am quite aware that one of the condi-
tions, perhaps the most attraetive of the
log, that is the payment by the Commona
wealth of a considerable amount of money
to the industry, is not within the power of
this House to continue. But the other con-
ditions are such that we have the capacity
to continue them in operation. In conse-
quenee of that opinion, we have the Bill,
But in some respects, as pointed out by
the member for Nelson, it differs from the
practice that was in vogue under the Com-
monwealth regulations. It differs in one
phase, particularly, in that it entirely puts
out of existence the wholesale merchants
dealing in this particular produce. They are
not mentioned here, whereas by the Com-
monwealth practice their services were used
as agents of the Deputy Confroller. What
better men would it he posible to use ag
agents? They have spent a lifetime in the
trade and have established connections in
various markets outside of Western Austra-
lia—in India, Capetown, Singapore, and
of eourse, the Rastern States—for
the disposal of this partienlar produce.
Therefore they were infinitely the hest
people to use as agents—not as principals or

That is the com-:
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men buying at a price and then selling to
their gdvantage, but working on a commis-
sion basis, The Commonwealth Deputy
Controller who used them that way achieved,
we are told, a very excellent result,

The Minister has been good enough to
allow me to discuss the matter with him, and
1 propose, when the Bill is in Committee,
to have inecluded in it, as well as the powers
already set out for the registration of agents,
authority for the board to register selling
and distributing agents, and therefore to
avail itself of the services of men of experi-
cnce, knowledge and other advantages in
connection with the marketing of potatoes.
The series of clanses, which will be neces-
sary to achieve this objective, will be iden-
tical with the provisions of the Bill govern-
ing the registration of agents and I hope,
therefore, it will be acceptable to the Hoinse
because the trade will suffer a great losg if
the men best versed in the handling of this
produce should be shut out from giving any
assistance to its marketing, That is so clear
that the growers themselves have informed
those merchants of their desire that this in-
clusion shall be made and, with them, waited
ont the Under Sceretary of Agriculture with
a request that he acecept that view. That is
a matter which I will explain at somewhat
greater length when the Bill is dealt with in
Comtmittee.

Unfortunately I was precluded from put-
ting my amendments on the notice paper
by two sefs of ecircumstances, One, of
course, was that I had not got them ready,
which probably is the only cireumstance I
need mention. However, they were ready
today but with the small amout of power
available at the Government Printing Office
a member must have his amendments in the
hands of the Clerk at least 24 hours before
they are reguired if they are to be printed
at all. T have had some copies typed and I
will eirculate them amongst members,

Mr. Thorn: The agent takes the del credere
risk, too.

Hon, N. KEENAN: No, he will not do
so under the proposal I shall snbmit. The
distributing agent will be simply an agent
who will be appointed and who wili be liable
to. the eancellation of his appointment at
the diseretion of the board. The only right
to remuneration that he will have will be
such as the board, with the consent of the
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Minister, is prepared o pay bim. There
will be no question of his being a del credere
agent, obtaining some large income from the
business, unless the board should find it
necessary to adopt that course and the Min-
ister saw fit to agree to that step being
taken, There are a few other amendments
that are really consequential upon that major
alteration, One will deal with the matter
referred to by the member for Nelson.

Under the Bill, one member of the board
is to be a person mequainted with, and hav-
ing & commercial knowledge of, the trade.
As that hon. member pointed out, no person
will fill that category to a higher degree
than the wholesale merchant who undoubt-
edly is a person qualified to speak with full
knowledge of this trade. Therefore, wWhen
we are dealing with the elause setting out
the composition of the board I shall ask
the Minister to aceept an amendment in re-
spect of the two members to be appointed
to represent the consumers with the object
of ensuring that one of those members shall
be a registered wholesale distributor—not
any Tom, Dick or Harry, but one approved
and registered by the bhoard as a wholesale
distributor. That is all I intend to say on
the Bill because I do not feel qualified to
speak as to its merits. I am not in touch
with the industry to sueh an extent that I
could say that this is g good Bill for ifs pur-
poses. On. the face of it, it is repugnant to
me, but becauee of wartime experience and
the claims of all parties coneerned that this
form of legislation should continume, I lay
astde my repugnancy and merely draw at-
tention to these various points in a desire
to make it a more workable measure.

MR. ABBOTT (North Perth) [2.35]: I
am not particularly enamoured of the Bill,
As others have stressed, it seeks to continue
certain restrictions that were deemed neces-
sary owing to war conditions. I regard it as
rather unfortunate that those concerned con-
sider necessary the continwance of those re-
strictions even after the state of emergency
that brought them into existence has ceased.
If it is requisite for that to be done in the
interests of the potato growers, I cannot see
why it is not equally necessary in respect of
other forms of industry. Should the legis-
lation prove sucecessful, we may in the near
future have applications from other sections
of industry, such as the fruitgrowers, for
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similar legislation and their requests will be
proffered with equal justifieation.

My. Nuvedham: This applies to the dairy-
ing industry already.

Mr. ABBOTT: Only to portion of the in-
dustry, This type of Bill tends to create
monopolies and I fail to see how people can
favour it, seeing that that means merely im-
proving artificially the conditions under
which o favoured class works, If they do
s0, it must be at the expense of some other
sections of the commuuity. It is hard to dis-
criminate between one section and another,
and to judge the merits of the reward that a
particulay industry should receive at the ex-
pense of others and te do so with justice.
The Bill provides no indication as to the en-
couragement of produetion for export.
If a man wishes fo grow potatoes for
that purpose he cannot do so because he has
10 sell his produect to the board.

Mr. Fox: He can send his potatoes to the
Eastern States if he wants to.

Mr. ABBOTT: That is not so. He has to
secure a license before he ean grow the
potatees. Then again only a favoured few
are to be granted licenses, and the position
will srise exactly as we have it in connection
with whole milk, Very soon a goodwill will
attach to the licenses as amlready attaches to
Federal licenses. Not inconsiderable sums
have been offered to persons holding licenses
to produce potatoes. As :con as these
licenses are granted the right to grow pota-
toes has a monetary value. I put that posi-
tion to the authorities that b2 and their
answer was “We know it, but ¢an do nothing
about it. We admit it is there, but what cen
we do?’ Had this Bill been framed on the
basis of giving the growers the right to com-
bine for marketing their products, I should
have feit much happier, becanse there is
probably an argument—a good argument at
that—to be put forward for those who say,
“We want orderly marketing for our pro-
duet; we want to be in a position to stabilise
reasonably the price we shall reeeive” A
Bil]l of that kind would have found in me g
much stronger supporter than I am in the
present instance. Here we are saying that a
person shall not join in the industry. A per-
son may have a good plot of ground and
desire to plant potatoes, but the board may
gay, “No, yon will not be licensed.” This is
not a question of all the growers combining
to market their product in the best possible
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manner and on a competitive basis as be-
tween themsclves, We are eliminating all
competition among the potato growers,

Hon. J. C. Willcock: That is done under
the Licensing Act in respect of beer.

Mr, ABBOTT. Yes. Does the hon. member
approve of that?
Hon. J. C. Willcock: No.

Mr. ABBOTT: I do not. I would rather
see a freer system of vending liquors than
that which obtains today. I would prefer
the French system, .

Mr, Needham: The Barristers’ Board has
created a monopoly,

Mr., ABBOTT: That is not so. Anyone
in the world can join the legal profession.

Mr. McDopald: What about the lunpers'
union?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. J. C. Willcock: What about pota-
toes?

Mr. ABBOTT: I see no reason why this
Bill should not have been introduced on the
basis of the equalisation scheme for butter-
fat. Butterfat is marketed in an orderly
manner; but any dairyman can say, “I am
going to milk any number of cows for butter-
fat’* He could not be told that because he
bad milked 10 cows this year he could only
milk 20 cows the following year. What would
bappen to our returned soldiers who desire
to carry on dairy farms if we introduced o
Bill of this nature in connection with butter-
fat? Admittedly it would be impossible. But
this will happen in regard to potatoes. In
a couple of years a returned soldier who
has acquired a dairy farm will find he has
a littte more time on his hands and will want
to grow potatoes. He will be told, “No, you
are out of that industry and out of it for all
time.” Admittedly, at the present moment
there is some small provision for a returned
soldier who desires to grow potatoes.

Mr. Fox: We shounld not over-produee.

Mr. ABBOTT: Is that not a question of
those who can grow potatoes in the most
efficient manner? We are eliminating all
competition, Although I feel there is much
to be said for the potato-growers, and al-
though I feel that they should have the right
to introduce a scheme for the orderly mar-
keting of their product, I am disappointed
that the Bill was not introduced on the basis
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of the equalisation scheme for the producers
of butterfat. This Bill will only create an-
other close corporation, another monopoly,
which will ereate vested interests. It is un-
doubtedly designed to cut out the small
grower near the city, and it will undounbtedly
increase the price of potatoes inordinately
to the man who can probably least afford to
pay, that is ‘the man on the basic wage.

MR. HILL (Albany) [2.45]: I listened
to the member for North Perth with a coa-
siderable amount of interest, and I am re-
winded of an incident which oceurred about
six years ago. I was at Parliament House
in Adelaide, having afternoon tea with the
Speaker, Sir Robert Nicholl, Mr. Norman
Makin, my cousin and Mrs. L. Hill of Perth.
During the course of the conversation, Mr.
Stanley Bruce was discussed and Mr, Makin
said that a gentleman who had been talking
to Mr. Bruece had asked him why he pulled
out of politics. “Well,”” Mr. Bruce replied,
“it is this way: I can see the other fellow’s
standpoint too easily.” I shall endeavour
to put the potato-growers’ standpoint before
the member for North Perth and other mem-
bers of this House, I am not a potato-
grower myself, but for 36 years I have lived
in a potato-growing environment. In fact,
shortly after I took up my property on the
Kalgan River, the Depariment of Agricul-
tuare sent down an officer—Mr Chitty Baker
—to try to encourage people to take up
potato-growing,

I remember on one occasion that Mr.
George Wickens, while visiting my orchard,
said, “Before you put in a crop of potutoes,
you should toss up to see whether you take
a ticket in Tatts. or put in a crop of pota-
toes,”  Before control was introduced,
potato-growing was a gamble. The orchard-
ist and the dairyman and other like pro-
ducers generally take up their voeation for
life; but a potato-grower may be in and
out of the business within a period of six
months. A big price for potatoes will re-
sult in all growers who have a few acres of
land rushing in a erop of potataes, and then
down goes the price. These fluctunting
prices are no good to anyone. The growers
want a reasonable average price nnd such
a price is better both for the produeer and
the consumer,
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I bave some figures going back to 1933,
and shall quote the figures for January of
each year. In 1933 the price in Perth was
£4 2s. 6d. per ton; in 1934, £4 7s, 6d. These
low prices drove several growers out of pro-
duction. The following year the price went
up to £11 5s. This encouraged production.
However, in 1931 the price fell to £3 15s.;
in 1837, it rose to £11 2s, 6d., but in 1938
it fell to £4 10s

Mr. Abbott: But there was no scheme at
all then.,

Mr, HILL: No, there was na control. In
1939 the price was £11; in February, it
was £17, That was an abnormal year. There
was a drought in Vietoria and the Albany
district suffered from disastrous floods which
practically destroyed the potato erops in
that district. In 1940 the price receded to
£5; while in 1941 it rose to £9 15s. It was
in December, 1942, that Japan entered the
war, A few months later. the then Premier,
the member for Geraldton, sent out to all
members of Parliament a circular advising
them how they eould assist in the war effort.
1 convened a meeting at Albany to see what
we eould do to assist the Premier. One of
the things he asked for was the encourage-
ment of the growing of potatoes and vege-
tables. There were present at the meeting
Mr, H. C. Poole, who is now our represen-
tative on the Commonwealth marketing
scheme, his gon, who is the secretary of the
Albany DPotato-Growers’ Association, Mr.
Burvil], and a merchant and potato-grower,
Mr. Williamson, of Narrikup. Subse-
quently we held a meeting and puf sngges-
tions to the Government. We pointed out
that if potatoes and vegetables were to be
grown, the business would have to be made
as attractive to those engaged in it as ser-
viee was in the Forces. We stressed the need
for a guaranteed price. Some months after-
wards our suggestions were practically
adopted by the Commonwealth Government.

I desire to emphasise this fact: Control
was introduced during the war not so much
for the henefit of the producer as to supply
the Fighting Forees and people of Australia
with potatoes. Had the Government not
stepped in with ifs eontrol and guaranteed
price. the people of Australia and the Fight-
ing Forees would have been starving for
potatoes. Since then, not only the producers
but the consnming publie, have found the
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need of a regulated and organised system
of growing and marketing potatoes. Whila
this Bill is being discussed there is much’
talk of control, but I want to stress the fact
that we want control so that the potato in-
dustry, and distribuotion, ean be regulated
and organised. I cannot see that price fix-
ing is in any way possible, but one of the
main functions of the board will be to regu-
late the law of supply and demand,

The member for North Perth referred to
export. Now, the export of potatoes is not
a regular trade. But the board could cater
for export when necessary. The hon. mem-
ber ecompared the growing of potatoes with
the production of butterfat. There is no
comparisen. The market for potatoes, in
normal cirecumstances, is limited but we can
produce as much butterfat as possible and
there is a ready market for it because the
butter can be cooled and sent oversea. 1
give the Bill my wholehearted support and
appeal to members to do the same, because
I am confident that with a properly
organised and regulated scheme of produe-
tion and distribution of potatoes not only
the growers but the consumers too, will he
benefited.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [2.52] : I have,
in my distriet, nothing fo do with the prin-
cipal matters contained in the Bill, but I
feel that a few words by a city member
might be contributed to the subject from
the point of view of individuals who are
consumers. I have watehed the progress of
boards for many years, and I notice that
the usual course for people to take in re-
gard to them is to object to all boards
other than the one which might be of some
pressing interest to the individuals eon-
cerned. There is a general atiack on all
boards. It can be said that over the years
—in the last few years at any rate—we
have been wundergoing a gigantic experi-
ment, of which this is part. It still seems
to be an open question as to whether the
effect of boards is to produce more com-
modities, make them cheaper and cause the
producers to be more contented or whether,
as has been said in this House, it is to re-
duce the amount of production, lessen the
acreage, limit the supplies, cause a rise in
prices and leave the producers discontented.
These are two utterly different sets of
ideas put forward as to their effect by
people in the last few years. Although I
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live in the city and have the.consumers®
interests at beart, I believe that we have to
support the principle of boards and go
right through with it as a huge experiment!
to see how it will eventually eand.

It is easy for those who follow tlie sub-
ject of boards to go. back to the Egyptian
times of 2,000 years ago and gquote certain
tablets to show that in those days there
were price fixing and other controls that
we have now. It is argued, with a shrug
of the shoulders, by those who oppose the
board system, ‘“‘They failed then, and will
fail again now.’”” The only ray of light
that I have seen on this subject came from
a statement made by a Federal Minister,
desling with this very matter of potatoes,
during the war. He made an outright as-
sertion that the effect of the Potato Board
had been a larger acreage of potatoes than
ever before in the history of Australia,
If that is true, and there are no eircum-
stances which make that a peculiar situa-
tion, I think it at least shows something
concrete which could encourage members to
support the principle of boards. I have
heard these arguments in connection with
milk and other eommodities, and on every
occasion it is possible to find people who
will go diametrically opposite in their own
opinions as fo whether these things are a
benefit or a curse. I wish the Bili every
sueeess and I trust the Minister will achieve
the resuls he expects. If this board is not
perfect at first we should persevere with i,
ag we have done with others so as to bring
about improvements in supplies, content-
ment to the growers and, eventually, better
prices for the consumers.

I

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. J. T. Tonkin—North-East Fremantle
—in reply) [2.56]: It can be rightly said
that the Bill has had a good reeeption. It
is true that some members have addressed
themselves to one aspect of the legisla-
tion, of which they have been a little fear-
ful, and that is they have referred to the
fael that it happens to create a monopoly
and to infringe the liberty of the subject.
If liberty means the liberty to go bank-
rupt it might not be very desirable to pass
the Bill, and that is what liberty does mean
with regard to the production of a number
of commodities. Owing to the attraction of
a guaranteed price during the war, the
acreage under potatoes in Western Aus-
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tralia inereased from 7,000 to 14,000, and,
the production of potatoes in Tasmania
trebled because there was a market for a
large quantity of that prodice at a guafan-
teed price, The people who did so well pro-
ducing potatoes during the war will natur-
ally want to continue growing them.

If there iz no control or restrietion and
no guaranteed price, then the inevitable
will bappen; there will be a colossal crash
and every grower will sustain severe losses.
Having been hit severely in the pocket a
number of growers will disappear from the
industry and only those who ean hang on
and stand the strain will continue to pro-
duce. If an insufficient number survives then
the community will not have enough pota-
toes to meet its needs and the people wil!
suffer by having a shortage. It is to pre-
veni such things thai this sort of legisla-
tion is introduced. The war experience bas
shown that it is sound economics to regu-
late production and to feed on to the mar-
ket the quantity of produce which it can
absorh.

Under free production and competition
a high price encourages the producer to
market his produce, and it encourages all
producers at the same time with the result
that the price falls so that what appeared
to be a profitable season becomes a disas-
trous one. Nor do the consumers benefit
very much. They might gain the advantage
of surplus potatoes at a cheap price, for a
short period, but subsequently they get
very few potatoes at a high price. That
has been going on for years. The member
for Claremont pui his finger right on the
tpot in this connection when he zrid he had
notieed a statement to the effect that, under
arderly marketing of potatoes, the guanti-
ties had increased very largely. That is
nerfectly true.

Hon. N. Keenan: That was because of the
WAar.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It was not. It has been said—and this re-
mains to be proved, hut the tendencies seem
to indicate it—that under orderly marketing
Australia would consume the produce of
20,000 acres more of potatoes than it would
without suech control. Before the institntion
of eonirol the average weekly consumption
of potatoes in Perth was 350 tons. The war
is not on at present.

Mr. J. Hegney: It is not off, yet.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
And the ¢onsumption of poiatoes in Perth
today is over 600 tons per week, as compared
with 350 tons prior to the system of orderly
marketing, That is a distinet econgmic gain
to the general community, apart altogether
from the fact that it gives a better opening
for the producers to get rid of their product.

Mr, Doney: It eases the need for imports
in other directions.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. If we could have a system under which
the producers could know how much of their
product they ought to attempt to grow, and
if there could be some arrangement under
which it could be fed on to the market in
orderly fashion, there would be no need for
hoards or systems of eontrol such as this,
but unfortunately we cannot get away from
the fact that there is always a limiting
factor, We might endeavour to delude our-
selves into the belief that we should let re-
turned soldiers, or anybody eise who wished
to produce potatoes, produce them, and that
it would be a good thing for them if they
did so. But that would not be so, beeause, if
they simply followed the desire to produce
potatoes, without knowledge of the absorp-
tive eapacity of the market, then after they
got a bumper crop and believed they were
going to secure 2 niee return, it is quite pos-
sible they would suffer a severe jolt and that
the bumper crop would be a liability in-
stead of an asset, owing to a catastropbic
fall in price.

Whilst efficient producers can increase the
yield by good farming methods, they eannot
gnarantee what price they will reeeive for
the product when they sell it, and that is
the erux of the question. This Bill is de-
signed to set up an instrumentality that will
endeavour to gauge the extent of the market,
and then to alloeate to those ordinarily en-
gaged in producing this type of commodity
& proportion of the market to be supplied.
In that way, by ensuring that there will not
be a tremendous surplus of the produet, the
market will be more or less guaranteed, and
it can be known that a certain return will
be obtained by the producers. The growers
know that, even under this Bill, they will
not be able to produce as many acres of
potatoes as they previously grew, yet they
want the legislation because they feel that
it guarantees them, for such a quantity of
potatoes as they will grow, a reasonable re-

[ASSEMBLY.]

turn on their efforts. I submit that that is
far better, even though it does mean control
and some taking away of the liberty of the
subjeet—better for the preoducer generally
and for the community than is the other
method, which depends on trial and error.

Some people suggest that we should not
go ahead with this legislation unless we first
of all have a poll of the growers. The
Potate-growers’ Association assured me in
the first instance, before I considered the
legislation, that they wanted this measure, so
I do not see any need for a poll. Quite
apart from that, Jet me mention the ex-
perience in other States. Victoria decided to
take a poll of growers and, having done so,
the result was that 756 per cent. were in
favour of control. Victoria is at present
considering legislation to give effeet to the
growers’ request.

Hon. N. Keenan: Was that 75 per cent.
of those who voted, or of all who were en-
titled to vote?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I would say 75 per cent, of those who voted.

Mr. Thorn: Are our conditions similar?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
They are. In Tasmania, legislation covering
the marketing of all vegetables was passed
in 1945 and so the power already exists
thera and the growers, if they so desire, can
take the steps necessary to have a board set
up under that legislation. So far as 1 can
ascertain, they have not yet done so, but such
production is the lifeblood of ‘lasmania,
That State has gone in extensively for
potato-growing. It is to be appreciated that,
as they trebled their production in the war
years, growers there are certainly in a posi-
tion to interfere largely in the markets else-
where.

One aspeet of this legislation is that it is
designed to enable the marketing board in
Western Australia to enter into an arrange-
ment with similar boards in Vietoria and
Tasmania so that the total product can be
fed to the Australian market in an orderly
fashion. We have a good deal to gain from
that and, as I see it, very little to lose. Whilst
I admit that, on a first view, it scems that
we are travelling along the road to limiting
the production of this or that commodity,
I submit that, in the interests of the general
economy, it has been demonstrated that that
is very necessary, The old system of free-
dom to go bankrupt was not of much ad-
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vaniage. When a crop appears to be at-
tractive, it is to be expected that many
people will have a shot at it, and will only
learn that they have been foolish when they
suffer severe financia] losses as a result of
their experience. That does not do anybody
any good. It is far better to prevent such
financial losses from oceurring. The only way
in which we can do that is to gauge the
capacity of the market and then to try to
regulate production to suit it. Of course,
that ecannot be done with all preduects. Some
highly perishahle produets have to bhe dis-
posed of almost as soon as they are har-
vested, and they present great difficulty
when it comes to a scheme for regulated pro-
duetion and orderly marketing.

Other products, however, are of sush a
nature that it is possible to store them for
a time, and so the necessary quantity can be
fed on to the market as required to meet
a steady demand. In that way, fluctuations
in price are ironed out and a more regular
price is obtained. The consumer does not
pay any more, in the long run. He pays
a more or less regular price throughont the
season for his commodity, instead of being
called on to pay a high price at one stage
and then, for a limited period, being able
to get a quaniity at a low price in another
part of the year. In the long rum, that
is of no advantage to the consumer, and it
is disastrous to the producer. The system
of orderly marketing envisaged under this
legislation obviates those diffienlties and en-
sures that the return to the grower will be
reasonable, as will the cost to the consumer.

Unfortunately, through a misapprehension
I misled the member for Murray-Wellington
when he dealt with one phase of this legisla-
tion the other evening. He asked me, if the
board required a producer to hold potatoes
on bis farm, whether the producer or the
board would earry any loss sustained through
holding the potatoes. By interjection I told
him the loss would be carried by the board,
but I was thinking of something different at
the time when I gave that reply. Actually,
the board would aequire the whole erop and
the produeers would be expected to hold it
on their premises, At each period when the
board decided that a quantity of potatoes was
to be marketed, perhaps § per cent. or 10
per cent, of the crop, all the producers
would be told to market that proportion
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of their erops at that fime, holding the
balance,

It is true that there would be some wast-
age of the quantity they bhad on their farms.
In the long run, under this method, the posi-
tion would not be any different from that
which would obtain if the board weve able
to take in the whole of the crop and store
it, after the manner of a pool, and then
divide the proeceeds pro rata among the
growers after the whole crop had been dis-
posed of, because the board—as a board—
cannot earry the loss., It has no funds for
that purpose. Any loss that might be sus-
tained because of wasiage would be a re-
duetion in the return from the whole crop.
So, if each grower is permitted to market
the same pereentage of his crop at the one
time, they all take the same risk, and the
final result is the same.

Hon, N. Keenan: That is not so. What
if my potatoes are more liable to rot?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the hon. member has an inferior article—

Hon. N. Keenan: It may not be an in-
ferior artiele.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Tt might be at a different period, and even
then I submit it would be perfectly fair be-
cause, if farmer A has a product that will
not deteriorate as rapidly as that of farmer
B, why should he have to shoulder part of
the loss sustained by farmer BY

Mr, Thorn: Farmer A should hold his
produce and allow farmer B to market his,
if the scheme is working properly.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I think any board worthy of the name would
have regard to those factors. The market-
ing board is to be there primarily for the
purpose of safeguarding the industry and
those in it, and to get the best possible ve-
sult for the producers working under it.
Seeondly, the board is expected to see that
when the produet is marketed it is not sold
at sueh a price as would be detrimental to
the interests of the general consumer, In
other words, it 15 there to see that what-
ever happens is fair to both producer and
consumers. Those are the two interests
most vitally concerned. It would be against
the interests of consumers and producers if
the hoard did anything to c¢ause a consider-
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able Joss of potatoes resuiting in flnancial
loss to the produeers, because this would
mean that the consumers would have to,pay
a higher price for the rest of the product.

Mr. Thorn: If that happened, the scheme
would not be a suceess.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURLE:
That is so.

Mr. McLarty: If a grower losi his erop
and eould not market it, who would bear
the loss, the board or the producer?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If a producer lost his potatoes and could
not market them, the producer would lose.
There are no funds with which the board
eould carry on in those eircumstances. We
do not propose to put the producer in a
better position from thai aspect than he
oeeupies now; nor do we propose to pat
him in any worse position. If a producer
under the free marketing of potatoes has
the had luck to lose his crop through its
being infested with fly—

Mr, McLarty: He gets rid of it quickly.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, provided he can sell it and provided
it is not badly affected. Doubtless the
board would have regard te that factor.
The board would realise that there were
certain potatoes that ought to be marketed
immediately and would make arrangements
accordingly. On the board there will he
three producers to cnsure that that aspect
is not overlooked.

Mr. J. Hegney: How will the health of
the consumers be protected?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is the responsibility of the Health
Department.

Mr. Rodoreda: What about pasteurising
the potatoes?

The MINISTER ¥FOR AGRICULTURE:
Regarding the point raised by the member
for Nedlands, it is not possible under this
legislation to give a guaranteed price.

Hon. N. Keenan: It is not possible under
the Constitution.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:.

At present a subsidy is being paid to those
who grow potatoes under eontract., IFrom
time to time growers have snid to me,
““You are refusing me a license to grow
potatoes, and I think it unfair because I
used to grow so many aecres hefore the
ER ) 3 LW r
war.”’ I have said, ‘‘No, you may grow as
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many potatoes as you like, 50 acres if you
iike.”” The reply has been, *‘Yes, but you
will not give me a contract for 50 acres.’’
The desire, of course, is to grow 50 acres
at a guaranteed price. We cannot do that.
The market would not be ghere to absorb
the quantity produced. The contracts given
today are hased on the quantity required
for the Australian market. Those con-
tracts have been distributed through the
potato-growing States and we have our
share. They have been allocated on a basis
suggested by the Potato Growers’ Associa-
tion, taking 1942 as the hase year. So we
ean only say to the growers, ‘‘We will give
you a contract for three acres, and if you
grow three acres and the price is only so
and so, there will be a subsidy to make it
up.”’ That is highly satisfactory. What
growers want is a contract to grow wun-
limited quantities at & guaranteed price,
and I do not know of any system that
gould stand such an arrangement. It is
possible to give a guaranieed price only if
it is knowno that there will not be a greater
quantity produced than the market ean ab-
sorh.

The production of potatoes increased so
greatly during the war that it is now a
long way ahead of market requirements
and so inevitably there had to be some
scaling down. The growers are aware of
this and are prepared to accept it, believ-
ing that it is far sounder to grow a small
quantity if they can be assured of selling
the lot at a reasonable price rather than to
grow as much as they like without knowing
what proportion they will be able to sell
or the price that they will get for it.

I have several amendments on the notice
paper, onc of which I believe will meet the
desives of the member for Nedlands. I re-
fer to the appointment of selling and dis-
tributing agents. The position is not set
out as explieitly as in the amendment indi-
cated by the member for Nedlands, but I
think it will achieve the same objective.
If the board desires so to do, it will have
the power to appoint merchants as distri-
buting agents as they are operating today,
but this is a matter that I consider should
he left entirely to the discretion of the
board. If Parliament sets up a board to
regulate and control the production and
marketing of this commodity, I am of the
opinien that the Minister should interfere
as little as possible. The board should be
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set up eclothed with certain powers and,
within the limits of those powers, should
funetion without direction from the Min-
ister. We bave argued that point over and
over again. In the matter of marketing
this crop, I do not agree that the Minister
should be placed in the position of having
to tell the board that he does not approve
of a certain system of marketing and that
some other system should be tried. The
board should decide that matter within the
powers conferred upon it by Parlinment.
That is what I intend the Bill to do.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

In Committee.

Mr. Rodoreda in the Chair; the Minister
for Agriculture in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4—agreed to.
Clause 5—Interpretation :

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURIK:
I move an amendment—

That the definition of ¢‘ecommereial pro-
ducer’? be struck out with a view to insert-
ing another definition.

The reason for this was given by the mem-
ber for Nelson, who pointed out that growers
of less than three acres would have no vote
and would not be eligible to sit on the board.
One man on two acres might produce more
potatoes than ancther on three or four acres.
Many small growers are commercial pro-
dueers, and it is probably preferable to have
a larger number of people growing small

lots than a few large producers growing all

the potatoes required. To give producers
on less than three acres the right to a vote for
the producers’ representatives and the right
to stand for electien, I ask members to ap-
prove of the new definition. I am stipulating
that a grower coming under this definition
shall be one qualified to vote at the eleetion
of a member of the Legisiative Assembly.
The reason for that is obvioms. T{ will en-
sure¢ that unnaturalised persons shall not
have the right to determine the conditions
of an industry that will control subjects
with the full right of citizenship.

Mr. Watts: That is already provided for
in Clause 8.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
But I want it to appear in the definition
also,
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Hon. N. KEENAN: I suggest that instead
of stipulating one who is qualified to vote
at the eleetion of a member of the Legis-
lative Assembly, we should provide for one
who is registered as an eiector, The Min-
ister’s proposed amendment would create
the necessity for providing proof.

The CHAIRMAN: At present we are dis-
cussing only the deletion of the definition,

Amcndment (to strike out words} put and
passed.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

1 move—
That the following definition be inserted
in lien of the one struck out:—
‘*Commereial Producer’’ means a grower
by whom eor on whose behalf at least half-
acre or any arcas of land exeeeding in the
aggregate haif-acre have been planted in the
last preceding period of 12 months com-
meneing from the 1st day of April in each
year and who is qualified to vote at the
election of a member of the Legislative
Assembly.
I do not think the amendment indicated by
the member for Nedlands would meet the
position. A number of persons qualified to
vote might not be on the roll and they would
not be registered.
Hon., N. Keenan: They weuld be acting
illegally if they were nat on the roll

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
But names do disappear from the roll.

Mr, Fox: Supposze a grower was 19 years
of age and had all the other qualifications,
what would happen?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
He would not he eligible to vote,

Mr. Fox: Still, he would be growing a
erop.

Mr. Thorn: The Minister is on the right
track.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am afraid that the proposal of the mem-
ber for Nedlands would create other diffi-
culiiez. Tt should be sufficient if a person
proves that he has the qualification to vote,
even though his name may not be on the
roll.

Mr, THORN: I agrec with the Minister
regarding those whose names appear on the
Legislative Assembly rolls, becanse that sys-
tem has operated favourably in Aets of a
similar pature, and those not interested
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enough to place their names on the roll do
not deserve a vote, This is a very good safe-
gnard; because I am interested in an in-
dustry which ran the risk of being eontrolled
by people not legally entitled to be on the
roll, and the position was very dangerous.
I agree that the stipulation that these three
acres of potatoes must have been planted to
entitle a man to be a ecommercial producer
is somewhat scvere, and something should be
done about it, It wounld be far better tfo
require that a man shall produce one ton
or two tons or more, whatever iz thonght to
be fair and reasonable, than to mention half-
an-acre or some other figure of that kind.
Any man can throw a few potatoes in the
ground and yet be producing nothing for
most of the time.

Mr. J. Hegney: Suppose a crop failed
through no fault of the grower?

Mr. THORN: I agree there is that aspect
to be considered; but it is a question of de-
fining a commercial producer, and we might
find a backyard grower putting in half-an-
acre of potatoes without being commercially
interested, and yet having a say in the affairs
of the commercial growers and the board.
There would be a safeguard in insisting that

a certain quantity of potatoes must be pro-
duced.

Mr. CROSS: It seems to me that the
effect of this definition will be to give an
absolute monopoly to those people engaged
in growing potatoes at present. Does the de-
finition prevent anybody else from coming
into the industry? Suppose a man says, “I
will go to Riverton where I ean grow five
or six acres and beat the country markets
by about a month.” Wounld it mean that he
would be prevented from doing that® If so,
I will not vote for it. It is all very well for
these boards to give monopolies to a Lavour-
ed few and erush evervbody else out!

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The member for Canning has missed the
whole poini of the Bill, which is designed to
limit the production of potatoes, and to alle-
cate to prodmcers a certain proportion of
the quantity to be grown. So any man who
wanted to do what the member for Canning
suggested—namely, to grow six acres and
beat the market—would have to demonstrate
that he was entitled to a license to grow. If
he did that satisfactorily, he wonld be given
an opportunity to grew the potatoes.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Amendment (to insert new definition) put
and passed.

Hon, N. KEENAN: I move an amend-
ment—
That after the definition of *‘grower’’ the
following new definition be inserted:—
‘4 ¢licensed distributor’ means any whole-
sale merchant who, over a period of 12
months preceding his registration as soch,
has sold a minimum of five tons of potatoes
per week.’’
Subsequently I shall submit amendments
concerning licensed distributors, and this de-
finition is consequently necessary.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
This amendment requires some explanation,
because it is the forerunner of a number of
other amendments designed with a certain
purpose. Members who are familiar with
the present system of marketing of potatoes
know that there are certain firms or persons
acting at present as receiving agents for the
potato committee, and there are certain
whotesale merchants who are acting as dis-
tributors. That system is functioning quite
well, and I have no reason to believe that
the board set up under this legislation would
want to make any drastie alteration, The
Bill does not prevent the board from con-
lipuing that arrangement, but it does not
specifically state that it shall do so or that
it has power to do so. The Bill makes pro-
vision for the appointment of registered
agents but is silent on the question of dis-
tributors or wholesale merchants. The mem-
ber for Nedlands seeks to make it specific
in the Bill that the board will have power to
continue the present arrangement and ap-
point wholesale merchants as licensed dis-
tributors so that the present set-up may be
maintained if the board desires.

1 think the amendment I have on the notice
paper, if inserted in the Bill and read in con-
junction with the power already there, will
be sufficiently explicit to indicate that the
board has power to continue the present ar-
rangement. The amendment to which I have
veferred is to give the board power to ap-
point representatives and selling agents. 1f
the board has power to appoint representa-
tives and selling agents, then 1 assume it
would have power to appoint these whole-
sale merchants to do what they are doing
now. In those circumstances, I do not think
it necessary to go to the extent of adopting
the amendments that would be necessary
upon agreeing to the definition suggested by
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the member for Nedlands, Ualess he ean
show me I am not right in that view, I pro-
pose tp volp against the nmendment.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Clause 21 of the Bill
provides for regisieved agents, They are
persons who aie entitled to take delivery of
patatoes frem growers on bebalf of the
board., They ave simply collecting agents,
but there is no machinery enabling the board
to have distribuling agents or selling agents,

olthough that is the practice under the
Commonwealth  system and 15 chvions-
Iy neeessavy; heeatise unless the board

itself  sells—whieh 15 diffienlt if not
almost impossibie—it must employ secll-
ing agents workinz on commission. The
definition s ingerted  to  cxplain  the

term that will he afterwards used in other
amendments T propose to move relating to
these livensed distributors.  The definifion
provides that thev shall be persons of con-
siderahle experience and knowledge of the
mdustry.  They must for 12 months pre-
ceding the applieaiion for registration have
sold an average of five tons of potatoes
per week.

Mr. THORX: 1If distribuling agents
are not to he appointed I would like lo
ask the Minister who is going to take risks
on hehalf of the growers. The board has
no money and, if there are only to be re-
ceiving agents, are they going to do the
collecting and take the finaneial risk?

The Ainister for Agrieulture: There will
e distributing agents.

Mr. THORN: I understood from the
member for Nedlands that provision had
unot bheen made for distributing agents.
1 agree that we must have distributing
azents of good standing otherwise there
will be no-ane to take del ereder~ risks and
the grower will not he protected.

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The point taken by the member for Ned-
lands is that the Bill makes no specific ve-
ference to the appointment of distribuling
agents, and that there is therefore =«
doubt whether the Board wounld appoint
such people.  Whilst the Bill does not
definitely =t out that distributing agents
may be appointed theve is nothing to pre-
vent the hoard from appointing them. To
make the matter more explieit I propose
to insert eertain words giving the board
power to appoint representatives and sell-
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ing arentls, in additicn to other officers who
may be appointed. I have no real ohjection
to the amendment exeept that T believe that
with the amendment I propese to move
later the measure will contain all the power
that ix necessavy in this respect. Wonld
not the amendment of the member for Ned-
lands restriet distributing agents to those
already operating -and shut out for good
anyone clse? That would he wnwise.

Mr. OWEXN: The idea is to have on the
board one who ig a licensed distributor. Tt
is possible that someone with good merean-
tile experience may be exeluded if the
amendment is agreed to, someone who has
heen acfing as a merchant. under the pre-
sont eonifrol system. Under the definition.
which provides that a man must have sold
five tons of potatoes a week, the present
proposal may exelude desirable peonle. The
Minister should not be restricted in his
choice of licensed distributors.

Mr. SEWARD: 1, too, think the amend-
ment would exelude from appointment any
new man who was just starling in husiness,
Sueh 1 man would not he ahle to sell any
potatoes.

Hon. N. KEENAN: My amendment pro-
vides that any person who desires to be
registered as a  distributing agent shall
apply in writing to the board for such
registration, and shall give the hoard such
information relative to his application as
may he required. The board will still have
diseretion to grant or refuse the appliea-
tion. Tt will be noticed that this refers to
““anv’’ person. The Bill has probahiy heen
drafted on the Tasmanian statute, and pro-
bably it will be found in that statnte that
the same position arises and that registered
agents are given a separate clause vnder
which the hoard is anthorised to appoint
them. The definition I have asked for is
necessary  for it ensures the persons
seleeted being really and truly experienced
men.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T amm not antagonistic to the amendment,
but I am afraid it would restrict the ap-
pointment of licensed distributors to those
who were already doing the work, and
would precinde any new man from coming
in. If a man had not heen selling potatoes
at the rate of five tons per week he would
not be qualified to register. The man who
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had been in business for some years,
though not necessarily selling potatoes,
shonld be entfitled to apply for u license
under this Bill. I look upon the proposed
definition as exelusive and I hope it will
not be passed.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I would not suggest
the passing of any exelusive definition, and
I am prepared to aecept any amendment
that would obviate sueh an interpretation
being placed upon my proposal. My object
is that the person who applies for registra-
tion shall be one who has had business ex-
perieice. If we do not make sueh provision
we shall endanger the success of the Bill.
I fail to see how we ean aveid taking the
past dealings of the applicant into account
if we are to determine what experience he
has had. In the ease of the word ‘‘agent’’
the person concerned does not require to
have any experience. All he does is to
take delivery of a certain quantity of
potatoes. I ask the Minister to suggest in
what way he can ensure that the distribu-
tor shall be a man of experience unless we
have some reference to his past caveer,

Mr. THORN: T will make a suggestion
to the Minister to indicate how he eould
get over the difficulty. The proposed de-
finition of a licensed distributor sets out
that he shall be a person who can prove to
the satisfaction of the board what i3 set
oul therein. The Minister appoints the
board to conduct the husiness of potato-
growers and, under the Dried Fruits Act,
the board deals with those who are to be
licensed, If some similar provision were in-
serted, that would do all that is necessary
without making any stipulation as to the
quantity to be grown and so on.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I de not want to be stubborn but T am not
gatisfied with the amendment. I am not
considering the fact that there might arise in
the future a man of great capacity who
wounld qualify as a distributor. What T en-
visage is that the Government has carried
out soil surveys in certain parts of the State
with a view to placing scttlers on the land.
With a large increase in seitlement in one
part of the State, considerably augmented
business will acerue to some already well-
estublished town. The need will then arise for
n distributing agent, where there is at pre-
sent none, If the amendment be accepted,
the effect would be to restrict the board to
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those nt present qualified and already en-
gaged in the bhusiness.

Hon. N. Keenan: Yes, experienced men.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Western Australia is & young State and will
develop.  There are many districts todsy
that arve not served hy experienced men and,
ns that development expands, the need will
arise for experienced men. Under the amend-
ment, the Minister will he definitely limited
to men engaged in the industry now. Tf the
amendment were carried to its logieal con-
clusion, we would rench a stage where no
distributor eonld be appointed because those
qualified had all died ont! I intend to sug-
gest the addition of the words “representa-
live and selling agent” in a latev clause that
seeks to cmpower the board to appoint var-
icny officers, That would leave the matter
at the diseretion of the board and enable it
fo appoint a man of experience hest able
{o render service to the industry.

My, THORXN : I suggest that if the amend-
ment were altered fo provide that the man
must prove to the satisfaction of the board
that he has experience making him suitable
to hald a license, it would get over the difli-
enlty, I move—

That the amendment be amended by striking
out all the words after ‘‘who’’ in line 3 and
ingerting the words ‘‘proves to the satisfae-
tion of the hoard that he is an experienrcd
person who is suitable to hold such a liconse’’
in lien,

Hon. N. KEENAN: I endeavourced to ex-
plain to the Committee that my whole ob-
ject was to give a clear meaning to the
definition, and there is force in the remarks
of both the Minister and ihe member for
Toodyay. I am prepared to accept the
amendment suggested by the latter,

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

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 6—agreed to.
Clause 7—Constitution of board:

Hon. N. KEENAN: I move an amend-
ment—

That in lines 3 to 4 of paragraph (a) of
Bubelause (3) the words ‘‘possess mercan-
tile experience in the handling of potatoes
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but shall not be interested in the commer-
cial production of potatoes’’ be struck out
with a view to inserting the words ‘be a
licensed distributor’’ in lieu.
The amendment on my amendment to the
previous clause requires a person to prove
to the satisfaction of the board that his
capabilities are satisfactory, whereas the
paragraph in the Bill provides merely a
guess by the Minister. If my amendment
is agreed to, it will mean something in the
nature of a decision by the hoard heing ar-
rived at with full knowledge of the indivi-
dual’s capacity. I think that will appeal to
the Committee, and particalarly to the mem-
ber for Nelson,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I cannot accept the amendment, which
would simply mean that one of the con-
sumers’ representatives is to be a wholesale
merchant. I intend that the representative
of the eonsnmers shall he a proper repre-
sentative of that section of the community
and not one representing other interests.

Mr. DONEY: What scope will the Min-
ister have for choosing & man possessing
mereantile experience in the handling of
potatoes? It may be taken for granted that
if a man had not experience in the industry
he wonld not he in the business, but the
Minister has intimated that he desires to
exelude such a man from his choice.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I did not say I desired to exclude such o
man from choice at all. T pointed out that
the amendment would restrict and hmit the
chotee of a consumers’ representative to a
wholesale merchant only. The Minister would
therefore have to appoint a wholesale mer-
chant. He would ghave no option. Many
people in the commnunity ehange their husi-
ness from time to time. TFor example. on
the Epg Marketing Board todav there is a
man whe is experienced in the marketing
of eges but who does not now carry on the
business. He was engaged in it vears ago.

Mr. Seward: Is he a representative of
the consumer?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No.

Mr. Seward: We are dealing with the
consumers’ representatives.

Mr. Doney: You are not quoting a paral-
lel case.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
A man need not necessarily have been en-
gaged in a business in order to have experi-
ence of it, The amendment would restrict
the choice of one of the consumers’ repre-
sentatives to a wholesale merchant. Why
should the consumers be so restricted? Of
course, it ig possible that a wholesale mer-
chant might eventually he appointed.

Mr, Doney: Then you have no objection
to a wholesale merchant bheing 2 consumers’
representative

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I want the opportunity to look arcund to
secure a man of experience. If I could get
one who was not a wholesale merchant I
would naturally prefer him. I shall vote
acainst the amendment.

Mr. THORN : Might T sngwest to the Min-
ister that the words in ouestion could ensily
be struck out? I do nnt see the reason for
their insertion. As the Minister said, hq
desires to seleet two representalives of the
consumers, Why define them? If the words
were struck out I think that would mect the
caae.

My. WATTS: I strongly suppor. the
views of the member for Toodyay. The
reference to mercantile experienece should
he deleted from the measure. If it is
struck out, the Minister will not be com-
pelled to find someone possessing that quali-
fication. T hope means can bhe found where-
by the words may be struck out so as to
make the paragraph read in the way sug-
gested by the member for Toodyay.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The amendment be-
fore the Chair is to sirike ont words, but
as the discussion has ranged bevond -that,
T might venture to do so also. The reason
for the inclusion of the words is that the
Bill is, as T suggested, a copy of the Tas-
manian Act. It was found advantageouns to
have on the board some person who had
mercantile knowledge of the handling of
potatoes. None of the others need be per-
sons having any knowledge of the handling
of potatoes.

The Minister for Agricultare: I think
the hon. member can blame another place
for this, not Tasmania.

Hon. N. KEENAN:
place?

The Minister for Agriculture:
what it did on a previous Bill.

Why the other

That is
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The CHAIRMAN: The member for Ned-
lands will adilvess the Chair.

Hon. N. KEENAXN: I apologise. [ was
led astray. Apparently, the Minister oh-
jects to the striking out of the words.

The Minister for Agriculture: 1 did not
sav T ohjected. T am opposing what the
hon. member wishes to put in.

Flon. N. WEENAN: That is premature.
Unless the Minister is prepared to substi-
tnte words for those proposed to be struck
out, he should at least stand by bis Bill.

Mr. THORXN: Many of these boards do
not  have commereial representation on
them. The bourds handle their side of the
business and the registered agents and
merchants deal with the commereial side. T
do not consider it necessary to have a per-
son of mereantile experience on this board,
Oftentimes such persons become a nuisance.
Whether the words are retoined or not, T
know the Minister will, if he can, appoint
the right man.

Amendment {to strike out words)
and passed.

HMon, N, KEENAN: T know I have a dif-
ficult, if not a hopeless, task in asking the
Committee to agree to the substitution of
the words [ now propose to ingert. I
move—

That the words proposed to be inserted
he inserted.

put

I do not wish to detain the Committee by
reiteraling my argument; but, if the mem-
ber for Toedyvay is correet, the hest board
we could get would he a hoard of eseaped
lunaties. : -

My, Thorn: Oh, no!

Hon. X, KFEENAN: Apparently, know-
ledge of the business is not heing sought
for. 1f that is so, T have no ease what-
ever.

Mr. Thorn:
coTes,

Hon. N. KEENAN: I submit it would
he a great advantage to the board te have
sonte person on it who could advise the
membhers. The board will now have no-one
to advise it on the question of distrihution.

Mr. DONEY: The Committee need not
fear that dire consequences will result from
inclading the words ‘‘a licensed distri-
butor.”  After all, he will he but one of

We will see when the vote
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six, and T take it the Minister, who still
would have the choice, would surely choose
one amenable to reason and able to work
in with the other members of the hoard for
the general publie econvenience.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is a wew angle when the middleman is
Lo he o representative of the consumer, and
that is what the amendment means. Tt
would {ake n lot to convinee me that the
middleman is a proper representative of the
consuwiter. I hope the Committee will vote
against the amendment,

Amendment {te insert words) put and
negatived,

The MINISTER 1FOH AGRICULTURYE:
If members will refer to the notier paper,
they will see that T had intended to move
an amendment to this subelanse mvself. 1
proposed to insert in lieu of the word "fin-
{erested,”” which is somewhat vague, the
words “fnancizlly interested or engazed,”
but upon giving the matter further
thought, T came to the conclusion that the
word ‘‘engaged’’ would be sufficient. I do
not propose to proceed with that amend-
ment now.  We now have the paragraph
reading—

{n) Twe <hall be persens nominated by the

AMinister teo rvepresent the econsumers, and uf
least one of such persons shall possess merean-
tile experience in the handling of potifoes hut
shall . . .
I propose to strike out the words ““hut
shall”’ and in place of the word “‘in-
terested’” to insert the word ‘‘engaged.’’
The member for Nedlands would not with-
draw Lis amendment—1I do not blame him

Hon. N. Keenan: That
point.

The MINISTER FOI AGRICULTURE:
Had the member for Nedlands wilhdrawn
his minendment, the Committee conld then
have passed the amendment whieh wav
foreshadowed. I enunot do what T would
have liked to do, and so must wake the
hest of a diffienlt sitvation. T move an
amendment—

That in lines 4 and 5 of paragraph ()
the words ‘“Tiut shall”? be strurk out.

Mr. DONEFY : It is diffienlt to deeide what
is best in the time at our disposal, but the
method adopted by the Minister does not ap-
peal to me. He expresses a negative inten-
tion here and it is still possible for him fo
appoint some man with meveantile know-

was not the
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ledge. About ten minutes ago be said it was
possible for him to appeint a licensed dis-
tributor. I de not think he has such a set
against the man with mercantile knowledge
as he would have us believe, Althougl this is
an amendment, it does not alter the meaning
of the clause. There are n number of amend-
ments that could convenjently be put in,

The Minister for Agrieulture: Tell me one,

Mr. DONEY: As I said, the time at ouy
disposal hag not been much for this purpose.

Mr. McDONALD: The Minister's in-
genuity, exereised at short notiee, might well
be reviewed beeause, ag the amendment fore-
shadows, one of the consumers’ representa-
tives shall o1 may be a grower. That would
he even worse than a middleman,

IIon, N. KEENAN: If the amendment is
accepted then the pavagraph will read so that
it will have only one wmeaning; that he is to
be commercially interested.

The BMinister for Agriculture: You did not
argue that way carlier,

Ton. N, KEENAN: If I did not, then I
must have been wrong. But it is clear that,
under the paragraph, as now proposed the
Minister weans that onc of the consumers’
representatives is to he a person commer-
cially interested. That is not desired by the
Minister, If the Minister wauis to have a
free hand with the two representatives of the
consumer, he should reconsider the matter.

The Minister for Agriculture: Recommit
the Bill. .

Mr, Watts: You might make the other one
a woman and be done with it

My, DONEY : It seems to me that the eom-
mereial producer will not be expressly ex-
cluded by this, because the paragraph will
provide that at least one shall nat he in-
tercsted. That obviously leaves one to be
interested.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I eannot aecept that reasoning. I admif that
the elause, as amended, if agreed to, would
not be satisfactory, and it would ke eontrary
to what was originally intepded, and what
the Committee desires, But we were foreed
into this situation hecauvse the Committee
would not aeceept the amendment to this
subelouse moved hy the member for Ned-
lands. I am endeavouring to tidy wp the
paragraph with a view to dealing with it
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later on. 1 would like to say here, “Two
shall be persons nominated by the Minister
lo represent the consumers, and shall not be
engaged in the commereia]l preduetion of
polatoes,” so  that they wounld be two
strivightout representatives of the eonsumers.
I cannhot achiceve that now, so I suggest we
iy up this parageaph with a view to its
recommnittal,

Amendment pui und passed.

The MINISTER ¥FOR AGRICULTURYE:

1 believe the word “engaged” is better than

the word ‘“interested” in this pavagraph, 1
move an amendment—

That in line 5§ of Subclause (3) the word

fCinterested’’ he struck out and the word
“engaged!! inserted in lieu.

Mr. ABBOTT: A better way would be to
allow the word “interested” te remain and
strike out the words “in the commeveial pro-
duetion of” and insert the words “commor-
cially in.” We would then be saying that
we want at least one who would not be com-
mereially ivferested in potatoes in any re-
spect.

Ameudment put and passed.

Ay, NEEDHAM: I move an amendment---
That in line 1 of paragraph (b) of Sub-
elause (3) the words “‘nominated by the
Minister’t he struck out with a view to in-
serting the words “‘eclected by the growers.’’
Members received o eireular letter from an
organisation dealing with (his maticr, point-
ing out that the growers are not satisfied
with this method of appointment, but in any
ease [ would be against the procedure of the
Minister nominating this representative
when the following paragraph provides {for
the clection of the representatives of the
conmereial  producers. Why one section
shauld have the demoeratic right to eleet its
representatives and the other seetion have to
abide by the decision of the Minister, I can-
not see. This vight is given in other legis-
lation that has from time to time been pass-.
ed by this Chamber. I do not think the
Minister, or his advisers, arve in a better
position to choose a represeniative of the
growers than are the growers themselves. I
know of no better way to make n proper
appointment and give satisfaction to the
growers Lhan to allow them to elect their awn
representative. I would not like this legisla-
lion to commence with a set of diseontented
growers.
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The Minister for Agriculture: There is
no danger of that.

Mr. NEEDHAM: That will be the posi-
tion if their representative is to be nomin-
ated and they do not have the opportunity
to elect him,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Parliament has already agreed in principle
to the construction of this board, in previous
legislation. Its construction will give the
producers three representatives out of six,
They will have the opportunity to clect two,
and the third producers’ representative will
be nominated by the Minister.  Where a
board is charged with grest responsibility to
an industry it is essential to ensure that on
it there will be a few thoroughly competent
men, I am not disparaging the ability of
the growers to elect good men as representa-
tives, but it is possible for men to be clected
morve on the seore of popularity than that
of eflicieney. Tt would therefore be possible
that, if the growers were to elect their three
representatives, not one of them might be a
gound business man. They might all be good
fellows and conscientions growers, but not
necessarily sound business men. Therefore
power is taken in the Bill for the Minister
to nominate one of (he growers' representa-
tives.

It is unthinkable that the Minister would
appoint a representative who was opposed
to the growers’ interests.  The producers
have had plenty of opportunity of going
through the Bill, but have intimated no dis-
sutisfaction with its construetion. It is trme
that there is & petition from a section of the
growers in the metropolitan area, who regard
certain provisions of the Bill as heing un-
democratic. Those growers have asked for
a plebiscite to he taken, but they are greatly
in the minority and I think therefore, their
vicw can be disregarded. The majority opin-
ion of growers is in favour of the Bill and
is not opposed to the constitution of the
board, The member for Nelson said the
arowrrs are satisfied with the board, He is
in close touch with the exeentive of the
Potato Growers’ Association. I repeat that
the constitution of this board is in conform-
ity with the prineiple already endorsed
several times by this Chamber, and at least
onee by another plaece.

Mr, HILL: T sapport the remarks of the
Minister., Theoretically nn election is the
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correct method, but persons are often elected
on popularily rather than on ability. 1
feel sure the growers will he eontent to trust
the Minister to elect a representative who
will work in with the others on the board.

Mr. DONEY: The member for Albany is
entitled to the view he has expressed. Here
we have a hoard of business men, They aru
no less Business men because they are pro-
dueers of potatoes and I do not think they
would pick their ehajrman merely because
he was repular.

The Miunister for Agriculture: This is not
the chairman,

My, Seward: The Minister also nominates
the chairman.

Mr. DONXEY: T may have been misled by
the member for Perth, who I understood was
attempting to amend subparagraph (d}.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: No sub paragraph
(b).

Mr. DONEY: Then I have been mistaken.
I apologise to the Commititee,

Mr. SEWARD: I support the amendment.
If the growers are not fit and proper per-
sons to elect their representatives they must
stiffer Ly that failure, but I think they have
that right. T amn not refleeting on the Min-
ister, but in later years the measnre may be
administered by a Minister who would want
to dominate the hoard, There are bhusiness
men in the ranks of the growers and I think
the growers should have the right to clect
their own representatives. At all cvents they
should have the right to elect two nominees,
from whom the Minister should make a
choice. A night or so ago we dealt with a
Bill which gave the employecs in a certain
industry the right to choose their own repre-
sentative, and I think the growers should
have that right.

Mr. HOAR: It isv true that the Potato
Growers’ Association offers no objection to
the Bill in its present form, or to this clause.
I have recently met the growers in the Man-
jimup area in elose consultation on this Bill,
and every clanse of it was examined. They
quite understand the need for this provision
but they indicated to me that they would like
some say in the ultimate selection of this
particnlar representative, I think the best
solution, which would probably meet with the
wishes of those supporting the amendment,
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would be to defeat the amendment and then
by another amendment to insert after the
word “Minister” in line 34 the words “and
after consultation with the Potato Growers’
Association executive.” That would give the
growers the opportunity of discussing the
choice of this representative with the
Minister,

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON : When log-rolling
ecomes inte matters such as this the only
safe course is to get on to the election. T
support the amendment. Let the growers
arrange their own affairs and deeide what
representation they want. I was elosely as-
sociated with a co-operative organisation ‘on
the same lines as this, which had a success-
ful result., It certainly cost the Westralian
Farmers a few pounds, but nothing com-
pared with the wonderful result that the
growers got from that organisation. It was
very difficult to get growers in different
areas to sce eye to eye with onme another,
and I want to eement & better understand-
ing between them. If we make a selection
we are bound to offend the growers some-
where or other. We can easily get into a
position that will make Parliament appear
a hit ridiculous, in the first place by recog-
nising the right of the growers to have pro-
tection through legislation and then im-
mediately cramping their interests and
their say in the administration.

1 have previously complained of the Gov-
ernment’s conception of how bhoards should
be constituted, beeanse I do neot think it
takes sufficiently into consideration the
claims of bhoth producers and consumers,
being inclined to lean to others. 1 think
that on the board there should be one repre-
sentative of the consumers, one of the pro-
ducers, and a chairman such as is proposed
in the Bill, I can understand the difficulty
associated with eleeting & consumers’ repre-
sentative, because that would require an
enormous poll. It would not be confined to
one portion of the State. It would have to
be a State-wide poll, which is out of the
question in a easc such as this, There is
only one approach and that is by appoint-
ment. When we come to the actual grower,
however, the Bill is for him. True, we want
to guarantee service to the consnmer, but
the main urge for the Bill comes from the
producer. Therefore he should be brought
into it; we should not give him a repre-
sentative in whom he may or may not have

eonfidence. 1 disregard the question of
popularity and am prepared to trust the
ballot-box.

My experience in these matters is that
if we trust the ballot, a good result invari-
ubly follows. These growers are as com-
petent as any body could be to eleet their
representatives. I like an election for its
educational value, If there is an election,
growers are brought directly into it. This
is of great value in ensuring an interest
that would not be displayed if a represen-
tative were nominated by the Government.
The member for Perth is quite right in his
proposal. We are not asking for anything
new, The Minister has recognised the right
of clection in some quarters, and that right
should be extended to growers,

Mr. NEEDHAM: The Minister, in deal-
ing with the amendment, was not in his
most effective form. If the Minister is not
afraid of popularity influencing an election
in one instance, he should not be afraid of
it in the other. I fail to understand the
Minister’s inconsistency when the Bill in-
sists upon the election of ope set of repre-
sentatives and not of the other. One can
understand the chairman and the repre-
sentatives of the consumers being ap-
pointed, but the growers have as much
right as bave the commercial producers to
elect their representative.

Mr. WATTS: There appears to be a dis-
tinet possibility of a substantial change
of mind in this matter. Not long ago, an
cffort was made from these benches on an-
other Bill to have all the producers’ repre-
sentatives elected by the producers and the
member for Guildford-Midland and the
member for Perth were strongly against
the proposal. On this occasion they are
strongly advocating the very thing they
then opposed.

Mr. Thorn: A complete somersaunlt,

My. WATTS: That was on the 3rd Sep-
tember last. I am not complaining, but
merely make that statement of fact, because
I would not seek to deprive any man of the
right to change his mind. In faet, I feel
inclined on this occasion to change my
mind. I normally would fight for the right
of the produeer to elect his representatives,
ag I did on the oceasion to which I have re-
ferred, but the representatives of the
potato industry with whom I have dis-
cussed the matier are quite content with
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the Minister’s proposal regarding their
representation on the hoard. The Minister
has heen perfectly consistent. Ie has ad-
hered to the same system in both measures.
The growers are quite happy about the pro-
posal that one member out of the six should
he appeinted by the Minister,

One might ask members to be a little
eautions about deeiding to the contrary he-
caunse, in this industry, there is a larze num-
ber af persons of foreizn cxtraction. Many
of them are naturalised, many ave not, and
at least for the time being we would be
wiso to think twice hofore depriving the
Minister of the rizht to which the Committee
has assenfed on two or three previous ocea-
stons to appeint the third producer-member
to the hoard, Deeause I believe there is some
sounfl reason wnderlying the decision of the
Minister, T propoese to adopt an attitude
similar to that taken by the member for
Guildford-Midland and the member for
Perth on the previons oceasion.

Hon., W. D. Johnson: T did not take any
part in that.

Alr. Thorn: You veteil.
Hon, W. 1. Jolinzan: Oh, voted!

Mre. WATTS: How the hon, member voted
is the important matter. T propose to adopt
an attitade of eantion, and =apport the
Minister,

Hon, W. T JOITSSON: The Leader of
the Opposition iz very apt to make state-
ments without giving the actwal factz, The
constitntion of the Darley Doard was dis-
en<sed in eompavison with that of the JMilk
Board, and I merely made an utterance re-
garding the vepresentation given to certain
people on the Barley Doard as eompared
with those on the Milk Doard. T did so to
direet attention fo the inconsistency of the
Government regarding the constifution of the
two hoarids. The Teader of the Opposition
would lead ane te believe that T am opposed
to an clertion by the growers, I have alwayvs
sunpoarted that prineiple. T believe the pro-
portion of foreizners to totnl growers is
small.

Mr. Donev: Not in this industry.

tTon, W. D. JOTIXSON: That was my ex-
perisnes when T wos associated with a simi-
lav oreanisation, and no doubt they eaused
o 2onl deal of troehle heeause of their in-
experience ard lack of knowledge of con-
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frol. Nevertheless, the bulk of the growers
were other than foreigners. In this ensoe,
the growers should be consulied. They have
shown themselves capable of construeting san
organisation and they are enpable of voting.
Theve are at least two orgammsations dealing
with the nctivities of potato and vegotable
growing and theve will ke a certain amonnt
of conflict hetween them. It will he quite
a good thingz to knock iheir heads together
and constitute them all growers, and make
them apprecinte that as growers they need
to pu't tomether and net divide their
strencth,

Mr. J. HEGXEY: T support the amend-
ment. During the war, an  Agrienltural
Council was eslablished and the memhors of
that council were nominated. We heard
strong crilieizm that the producers did not
have the right tp eleet their awn representa-
fives, Growers awrced that there were ex-
ecllent men on the couneily but they wanled
the demoeratie right to choore for them-
selves, We ave mmvalved today in an indns-
trial dispute and the contention is (hat the
State Fxeceutive of the union concerned has
too much power and is not eonsulting the
memliorship, But the member for Nelon sng-
gosix that we should consult the excentive of
tie Potato Growers’ Association. It is a
round prinviple that the growers should have
the right to eleet their representatives. In
the wext subelavse, provision 18 made for
commereial growers to elect their representn-
tivez, but the ¢ssenlinl producers ave nnt to
hove the risht., Althoush ve may have de-
parted trom the prineiple in the past, it s
wise for us in this instaner to provide for
clection by the growers. While one seelion
may not he asking for the r»ight, anothor
seelion 1=, I have ne doubt {hat names will
be submilted to the Minister and Le will
make {he bost selection possible, but even
then Lhere will be an under-current of which
the Minister will not know and a certain
amount of disecontent.

Alr. Thorn: There will he an under-current
whatever he does.

My, J. HIEGNEY: T know there is an
under-current everywhere, hut we muost bry
to obviate under-currents and get things on
a proper basis. Ap objection hns been ruired
hy some members that there are prisons in
this industry who are not naturalised and
who might obtain econtrol. That could Te
overcome by inserting a similar proviso to
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that -whiely was inelnded in the definition of
“commereial growers.”

Mr. PERKINS: The Minister has been
consistent in this matter, Exactly the same
principle was invelved in the Barley Bill;
und although I did not agree with it and
stifl disagree with the principle, the Ainister
stuek fo his guns. The remarkable thing is
that although the prineciple was extensively
debated at that time—I was the mover of
the “amendment—the memhers for Aiddle
Swan, Perth, and Guildford-Midland voled
against the amendment,

Mr. J. Heguey: And you are going to
vole against it now!

Mr. PERKINS: 1In that instance the
principle could have been applied in a pro-
per maancr; but this Bill deals with an
industry in comneetion with which a large
proportion of the growers may not be in a
position properly to organise and exercise
control. It is most desirable that members
of an industry should econtrol that industry
without outside inferference; but it is very
mueh open to question whether a large pro-
portion of those engaged in the potato in-
dustry*have been in this country long enough
to assimilate the principles on which our
demeeratic system works.

Mr. Thorn: They would not understand it.

Mr. J. Tlegney: Phat is not the cuestion.

Mr. PERKINS: Tt is questionahle whether
they come from countries where democracy
has had a sufficiently long history and has
been sufficiently suceessinl to give them the
necessary background.

Mr, J. ITegney: That is specious reason-
ing.

Mr. PERKKINS: Tt is egnaily necessary in
the control of producers’ affairs as in con-
trol of the nation's affairs that the electors
who are going fo lay down a policy shonld
he ully conversant with the issues involved.
In mo<t of onr primary industries the pro-
ducers understand the issues involved, but 1
am not convineed that that is the ea~e with
reerd to the potato industry. T aw alraid
that this is one instanee where, if we applicd
the prineiple, it would not work out in the
wav we expecl it to work out in other prim-

ary industries,

A, ' DONEY: I vise in order that there
may not be any misconception with regar.!
to the vote which may shortly be token. It
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is well known that overy member of this
party and every member on this side of the
Chamber bas on pretty well all oceasions,
when the matter of the constitution of boards
has cropped up, stood four sguare alongside
the principle of grower representation to the
greatest extent on the board. Tt i1y well
known also that ecertain eircumstanees oh-
tain in regard to the matter now under dis-
eussion that perhaps change our views tem-
porarily to some extent. That must not be
taken as implying any renunciation oi the
piinciples we have expressed from time lo
time. Tt is well known there are a couple
of organsations in confrol of the potato in-
dustry: and one of them is very shrewdly
manrged indeed an:d is giving, I have no
doubt, mueh move attention to the question
ot representation on this board than is gen-
crally imagined,

My, OWEXN:

clause,

I am in accord with the
The suceess of the board depends
in a great wmensure on the support given by
grawers genervally,  If the threc growers
representatives were cleeted, it is eoneciv-
ahle that on a popular vote {he whole three
would represent one section of Lhe growers.
In this particular industry, distriets are seat-
tevedd from Albany to the vorth of Perth;
and il all the members were elected from one
pariienlar distriel, there would perhaps be
lack of suppevt from another district. But
if two members are elected and the Minister
has power to nominzte lhe third he will
doubtless, in the interests of Lbe indusrry,
choose a grower who will give halanced rep-
resenfalion, and thus provide satisfaction for
all seetions, It may be argued that it would
be possible for the Minister to make a poli-
tieal appointment. T know the Minister well
enough not to fear that; but, if the Com-
mittee has any doubt on the point, T would
support the suggestion of the member ror
Nelzon that the Minister nommure a grower
frem o panel seleeted by the growers,

Mr, THORXN: I would iike to appeal to
the Minister, when considering lhe ecleetion
of growers' vepresentalives, particularly in
the civenmstances that are operating regard-
ing the election of this board, to give very
serious thought lo the taking of a pol! by
an official as is done i ordinary cleetions.
The position today is an absolute farce. If
members conld witness in my distriet eclee-
tions conduected for the Dried Fru'is Board
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they would have a good understanding of
what I meun, To have one man go around
and eollect at least 100 hallot papers and fill
them in fo his own satisfaction is disastrous;
yet that is what is happening. We are very
voncerned indeed about it; and that is what
will happen in regard to the appointment
of growers' representatives for this board.
It s a tragedy the way elections are eon-
ducted today for growers’ representatives.
It is nothing unusual to see o man come to
the Midland Junetion 1’ost Oflice with 50 to
100 ballot papers in his pocket every oue of
which is filled in. We on the Swan ean-
not get the men that we want on our boards.
It is out of our control. We took one pre-
cantion by secing that the names were taken
from those appearing on the Legislative
Assembly rolls and the Commonwealth rolls
as well. However, that was no cure for the
trouble, hecanse quite a lot of the growers
did not complete their own ballot papers.

Mr. J. Hezney: Do you say that the
elective prineiple has failed regarding that
board?

Mr. THORX: No, but the conduct of the
eleetions bas failed. 1 would like to see
an election date fixed and a poll taken.
It conld be done in my district.

Mr. Watts: And in the potato distriets,
too.

My, THOL N : 1E that were done, we would
not see a man going around with 50 or 100
ballot papers in his poeket, whirh he would
complete in his own favour. I have intended
from time to time to bring this natter be-
fore the notiee of members, but no favour-
able opportunity oecurred till now. The
position is so serious that under present
day conditions we cannot get the men elec-
ted whom we want to represent us. The
whole thing is rigged and that will happen
agnin in my district presently. That is
why I see the danger and can understand
what the Minister is doing.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I draw the attention of the Committee to
the fact that there is now no difference he-
tween the “‘grower’’ and the *‘producer’
as the two terms are synonymous. The
Bill provides that of the three representa-
tives of the srowers or producers, two shall
be elected and one nominated by the Min-
ister.

My, Willmott: From the same hody?
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. The member for Swan advanced very
stropg reasons in support of the proposal.

Hon. N. Keenan: There is no grower on
under one-quarter of an aere?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No. The point I was about to make is that
in an industry that is earried on in various
centres, the preponderanee of growers may
be in one or two localities with the result
that almost on every oceasion the represen-
tatives of the industry to be elected to the
board concerned are from the same distriet
and other districts never have a voiee on
the board. The provision in the Bill en-
abling the Minister to appoint one of the
representatives will provide an opportunity
to reetify the lack of balance in represen-
tation. We know what happens at elections.
If one individual ean impress a large nom-
ber of growers in his own district he has a
greater chance of clection than another
grower operating in a smaller @district.
Several sound arguments have been ad-
vanced in support of the provision in the
Bill, and T ask the Committee to give serious
consideration to it because it has not been
included without much thourht.

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

Ayes o
Noes 35
Majority against 30
LAviss.

Mr, Fox Mr. Needbhom

Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Beward

Mr. Johnson (Teller,)

NOES.

Mr. Abbott Mr, Nulsen

Mr. Brand Mr. Owen

Mr, Coverley Mr, Panton

Mr. Crous Mr, Perkins

AMr. Doney Mr. Read

Mr., Orabam Mr. Shearn

Mr. Hawke Mr, Smith

Mr. W, Hegney Mp, Slyants

Mr, Hill Me, Thorn

Mr. Hoar Mr. Tonkin

Mr. Holinan Mr, Triat

Mr. Keenan Mr, Walts

Mr. Kelly Mr. Willeock

Mr. Lenhy Mr. Willmott

Mr. Leslle Mre, Wise

Mr, McDonald Mr. Withers

Mr, McLarly Mr. Wilgon

Mr. North {Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Me. HOAR: Tn view of the diseassion
that haz taken place regarding the method
of eleeting members to the hoard, I shall
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proceed with the amendment I foreshadowed
earlier. I move an amendment—

That in line 1 of paragraph (b) of Sub-
clause (3) after the word *‘Minister’’ the
words ‘‘and after consultation with the
Potate Growera’ Association Executive'’ be
inserted.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

I have no objection to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Myr. HILL: | move an amendmnent—
That after the word *‘potatoes’’ in para-
graph (d) the words ‘‘or is interested in the
distribution or sale thereof?’ be inserted.
This would prevent the appointment of a
middleman, [ do not think there would be
any possibility of the Minister's making
such an appointment, but the amendment
would provide an additional safeguard.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I do not object to the limitation, but 1 am
not sure whether the amendment clearly
expresses the intention,

Mr, Leslie: Delete the word “is” from the
amendment and it will be clear.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. T move—

That the amendment be amended by striking
ont the werd ‘‘is.’’

Amendment on amendment put and pass-
ed; the amendment, as amended, agreed to.

Clanse, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 17—agreed to.

Clause 18—Officers of the board:

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

I move an amendment—

That in line 2 of Subelause (1) after the
word ‘‘elerks,’’ the words ‘‘representatives,
gelling agents'’ be inserted.

This will make specific the power of the
board to appeint merchants or others as
distributing agents.

Mr. WATTS: [ ask the Minister to con-
sider whether the people he now proposes
to empower the board to appoint will not,
in view of the suceeeding words of the sub-
clause, be made officers of the board and
on the pay-roll. This interpretation would
be possible.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Apart from the ob-
jeetion raised by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, which I intended to point out, re-
ceiving agents are dealt with in 5 snbsequent
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clause of the Bill. Provision is made for
their appointment and the nature of their
appointment, together with other preeau-
tions, Apart from the Minister’s amend-
ment making these people salaried servants
of the board, no provision is made for the
remuneration, duration or other conditions
of their employment, all of which are neces-
sary ingredients. The Minister would be
wise to leave the matter open.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I agree that there is force in what has been
said about the amendment and, in view of
an amendment made earlier and in anticipa-
tion that the Committee will agree to a new
clause indicated hy the member for Ned-
lands, I ask leave to wilhdraw the amend-
ment,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 19—UGeneral powers of board:

Mr. MeLARTY: This is a very wide
elause, empowering the board as it does to
refuse or cancel a license, and I see no pro-
vision for any right of appeal. Apparently
the deetsion of the beard would be final. In
most cases a right of appeal is given,
whether to the Minister or to a magistrate,
hut here there 18 no provision for an appeal
at all,

Mr. Watts: Do you propose to move an
amendment ¥

. Mr. McLARTY: Yes.
Mr, Watts: I have an amendment deal-

ing with a part of the clause prior to that
which you wish to amend.

Mr. DONEY: I draw the Minister’s at-
tention to paragraph (d), which gives the
board power to delegate any of its fune-
tions, There must be many of its funetions
which it would not he proper for the beoard
to delegate. Did the Minister think of that
when he was considering this paragraph?

The MINTISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It iz nceessary for the board to have power
to delegate some of its functions.

Mr, Doney: But the paragraph says it
may delegate any of them,

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If we desire to empower the board to dele-
gute some of its functions, we must leave
the position as wide as possible, otherwise
we would have to speeify the functions
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whieh it eould delegate. That would be ex-
tremely diffieult.  One mnst give the board
eredit for using some sense, 1f would have
to take full responsibility for whatever
was done under the delegation. As it is
necessary for the hoard to have power to
delegate some of its funetions, T eannot see
any other wording that would meet the posi-
tion,

My, WATTS: I move an amendment—
That in paragraph (i) the words ‘‘print-
ing and publishing’* be struck out.
I agree that it might be neeessavy and de-
sirtable for the hoard (0 undertake transport
and earrying serviees, but not that it should
undertake printing and publishing, Tt could
easily have its printing prequirements met hy
some firm if the Government Printer eonld
not undertake the work at 5 reasonable cost.

Amendment put and passed,

Mr. Mc¢LARTY: T wish to add a provise
to the clause. JAs T said previously, the
board has wide powers: it can grant or can-
cel a license whenever it thinks fit and ifs
decision is final. T propose to move—

That the following provise be added fo the
elause: —

Any person who feels aggrieved by the deei-
sion of the board in withholding or vefusing,
enneelling or suspending a license to him ns a
grower, or by any deeision of the hoard as to
the growing arcn allotted to hin, may appenl
therefrom to n stipendiary magistrate within
one month after the date of the decision.
Such magistrate may deeide the appenl on
any notes of cvidence taken Ly the board or
may deal with the matter by way of vehenving
and for that purpose may take evidenea on
oath or affirmatign in the some manner and to
the same extent as he is cmpowered to do in
the exercise of his ordinary jurisdietion, The
decision of the magistrate shall he final and
conelusive.

The CHAIRMAN: T suggest to the hon,
niember that he move his amendment as a
new eclause. I cannot see that it has rela-
tion to the elause under diseussion.

Mr. MeLARTY : 1 will do so.

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

Clavse 20—agreed to.

Clanse 21—Registered agent:

Hon. N. KEENAN: T would ask for your
ruling, Sir, on the amendment of whieh I
gave vou notiee. It is an nmendment fo
add a new clause. Is it not the practice

[ASSEMBLY ]

that an amendment of that character is
faken at the end of the Bill?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Clanse put and passed.

Clause 22—ngreed to.

Clange 23—-Duty of Board io aceept e-
livery:

Mr, MeLARTY: T am not yet satisfled
with the explanation the Minister has given
of this clause. The Bill gives power to the
board 1o aequire all potatees and the board
ean instruet a grower what is to be doune
with his potatoes. The Minister has lived
in o distriet where potatoes are largely
grown and knows from experience that
there ean be a heavy loss in potatoes in a
very short time, A grower may be told by
the hoard that he must hold his potatoes
for a certain time. Under present market-
ing conditions, the grower wonld wmarket
his crop quickly, espeeially if he felt he
might otherwise sustain a heavy loss.
Should a grower sustain a heavy loss, it is
nofair that he should he expected Lo bear
the loss himself. As the Minister poinled
out, the board will have no fund, but it
will have power to prevent the sale of
potatoes. Some provision should be made
to eompensate n grower in the circum-
gtanees I have mentioned.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The prineiple of this Bill is similar to that
of the Egg Marketing Act. The bomd in-
struets the grower to deliver a certain
quantity at a certain time. If it is of a
merchantable cuality, the grower delivers
the preserilbed cuantity to the board and
the board is obliged to aceept it. Dut if
the exigencies of the market are sueh that
it is necessary for a number of growers to
hold the produet on their farms and it de-
teriorates, that cannot he avoided. If the
hoard took delivery of the whole erop im-
mediately it was dug and held that erop—
it it were able to stove it, which would be
diffienlt and costly—then, when the board
disposed of the product and eertain losses
were sustained, it would be neeessary to
spread the losses over the whole evop, so
the growers wonld stilt lose. In the market-
ing of the product, the hoard will en-
denvour to see that losses arc kept to a
minimum, hat there will always be deteri-
oration, and it will be the grower’s respon-
sihility to {ake preeautions to store his
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potatoes properly. 1f we included a pro-
vision that the hoard was to be rusponsible,
somne growers would not worry in the slight-
est, knowing that, if they lost a quarter or
half the ervop, the hoard would pay. The
only way we can keep losses to a minimwm
and ensure cflicieney is by the method pro-
vided in the Bill, which is exactly the same
as that provided .in connection with the
marketing of onions.

Hon. N. KEENAN: In the preced-
ing paragraphs it is provided that there
shall be appeinted 3 date to be named by
the board and on that date the whole right
of the grower to dispose of his potatoes
shall eecase, and lie is to hold his potatoes
ag the property of the board. But the
hoard need not take delivery. The first
words in the next c¢lause are that the hoard
shall not refuse lo accept delivery from
any grower, with the proviso that the
polatoes musl be in good order and condi-
lion.  But that does not anthorise the
bhoard to say, “We nmne and appoint a
day and will then take no action for six
wonths, and at the end of that time we
will send an ageat to piek up as many of
your petatoes ns are slill marketable.”

The Minister for Agriculturve: The job
of the board is to scll potatoes, and not
leave them there.

Hon. N. KEEXAN: Yes, hut the board
may sell potatoes from some other aven
and not o particular man’s area.

The Minister for Agrieulture: They do
not (e that,

ITon, N. KEENAN: The argument of
the Minister that it js all the same in the
end is not quite correet,  Tn one case il
would be a loss spread over all the growers,
bt if T lost my erop beeanse it wae not
aequired, that Joww would he a loss entirely
borne by me, and not by all the growers.

The Minister for Agriculfure: Would
not every grower be in the same position?

Hon. N. KEEXAN: No.
tinetly pointed out that there are great
variations in the charaeter of potatoes.
Swamp potatoes, for inetance, do not store
very well.

The Minister for Agrienlture: They are
produced at a diffevent time of the year.

Hon. N, KEENAN: T do not know enough
about the industry to be aware of that, but

Tt was dis-
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I do know that the keeping quality of pota-
toes varies considerably. Is the man who
arows potatoes to be penalised because the
market is not suitable for more than a cer-
tain qoantity at a particular time? I ask
the Minister scriously to consider whether
there should not be an attempt to form a
fund.

The Minister for Agriculture: It is not
possible to form a pool of potatoes, as it
is with barley or wheat. )

Hon. N. KEENAN: That could not be
done?

The Minister for Agriculiure: No,

Hon. N, KEENXAN: Why not?

The Mivister for Agrienlture: For several
reasons. For instance, there is the nature of
the product.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I confess thal my ig-
noranee is considerable. I cannot see any
reason why there should not e a pooling of
prices. 1 suppose, after all, that when potn-
toes come to be dealt with by the board, it
will not =ingle out Mr. Smith’s area or Mr.
Jones’s area, bat will put them all in the
market together,

The Minister for Agrieulture: It markets
the same proportion from cach man.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Those proportions
will be mixed?

The Minister for Agrieulture: No,

Heon, N, KEENAN: 1 am afraid T have a
poor eonception of the matter.

Progress reported,

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL,

THE PREMIER (Hon. k. .J. S. Wise—
Gascovne}: [ move—

That the House at
2 puan. tomorrow.

its rising adjourn till

Hounse adjonrned at 6.7 pom.




