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Hon. E. H. ANGELO: The stations have
gardens with irrigation plants.

Houn. T. Moore: They would afford some
proof.

Hon. E. H. ANGELO : I hope the Govern-
ment will give prompt consideration to this
offer and give the Jewish people a
favourable answer as soon as possible.
Time is the essence of the contraet.
If we are going to save the North-
West, we must populate it. The sooner Dr.
Steinberg is informed that he has the sap-
port of our Government, the sooner will he
be able to go to Canberra and secure the
approval of the Commonwealth Government.
Then, probably at the end of the next wet
season, when cooler condifions arrive, a start
might be made on this scheme. There are
other matters that I intended to deal with,
but I shall defer them until another ocea-
sion. I content myself by supporting the
motion.

On motion by Hon. V. Hamersley, dehate
adjourned,

House adjourned at 6.11 p.m,

Aeaislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 22nd August, 1939.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTION—RAILWAYS, NARROGIN
STOCEYARDS.

Mr. DONEY asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: What was the lowest price gquoted fo
the Commissioner for Railways by any
‘Western Anstralian foundry or by the Mid-
Jand Junction Workshops for the pump and
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electric motor recently purchased from
Castlemaine, Victoria, for £139 and installed
at the Narrogin stockyards?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: No price was obtained, as the order
was based on tenders called three months
before for a similar plant, in which case
the lowest local quote for suitable plant was -
approximately 40 per cent. above the Vie-
torian tender.

QUESTION—AGRICULTURE, WHEAT
STABILISATION CONFERENCE.

As to Basis for Payment.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Premier; In the
report upon the recent wheat stabilisation
conference it is stated that the proposed
assistance to wheatgrowers will be given on
the amount of wheat marketed. Does that
mean all wheat the farmer sells, including
wheat sold for home consumption, and te
pouitry-growers, ete.¥ Assuming that a sum
of £3,500,000 is provided, and it is paid on
140,000,000 bushels, what amount would the
farmer reacive per bushel at a siding with a
rail freight of 4d. per bushel, excluding
handling charges, world price, and home
consumption payments?

The PREMIER replied: No definite de-
cision has yet been reached in regard to any
of these matters. It is hoped that finalitv
will be obtained at a further conference to
be held this month.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Eighth Day—Amendment.
Debate resumed from the 17th Aupust.

MR. ABBOTT (North Perth} [4.35]: I
wish to express iy appreciation to ali mem-
bers for the kindness and assistance they
have extended to me as a new member. Par-
ticularly do I wish to thank members on the
Government bench for suggesting that my
name should be included with the names of
other new members in the welcome that was
given them by the member for West Perth
(Mr. McDonald). This was a little hard
upon the hon. member, since in the
first place, I was thrust upon him by
the electors of North Perth, and, secondly,
because members of the Government insisted
that he shounld welcome me here. I trust I
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may always rely upon like support from
members opposite.

The first matter to which I wish to refer
relates to the North Perth electorate. The
fare sections for passengers on trams pro-
ceeding north are not reasonable. When
people desire to go west from the Town
Hall, they may proceed for a mile and a

* half to Thomas street for 2d., but when
they go north, starting also from the Town
Hall, a similar distance costs them 3d. I
understand the explanation is that people
who go north may board the trams at the
Barrack street jetty and proceed north for
the distance of a mile and a half for 2d.
The fare section should not struddle the
etty but shonld commence at a central point.
I feel sure that if the Minister for Rail-
ways will consider this modest request from
North Perth, in conjunction with the far
less modest requests that have been made
by the member for Canning (Mr. Cross) and
the member for Nedlands {Hon. N. Kecnan),
and will bear in mind the justice of this one,
he will have no difficulty in granting it.

The Government proposes to bring down
amendments to the Indusirial Arbitration
Act, This statute is of vital importance to
the economic life of the community. When
the Act was first passed some 37 years ago,
it was passed with a view %o providing
*machinery for the settlement of industrial
disputes, The decisions of the conrt seri-
ously affeet the community, but the com-
munity as such is not represented during the
hearing of any plaint. The Aect should be
amended so that the community may be
heard. Very often the community is affected
by some industrial agreement that has been
registered. An employer may have a muno-
poly, and may say, “It does not matter what
wages 1 pay because I can pass them on.”
The agreement may be registered without
the ecommunity being heard in the matter.
The Act, therefore, should be amended so
that the people may be represented in the
court. .

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why not inelude in-
dustries as well? KEventually they have to
carry the burden.

Mr. ABBOTT: Of eourse, but the com-
munity itself shounld be represented. Agsin,
T consider it would be beneficial if the eon-
stitution of the court were altered. At pre-
sent the court comprises three members, a
president who must have the qualifications
of a Supreme Court Judge and two ordin-
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ary members. One of the latter has to be
appointed on the nomination of the union
of employers and the other on the nomina-
tion of the unions of employees. I do not
approve of the appointment of the tweo or.
dinary members in the manner indicated.
Members of a court so appointed are likely
to be imbued with the views of the parties
recommending them, and are unlikely to
have that impartiality of mind that is usual
with persons appointed under the British
gystem of jurisprudence to act in a judicial
capacity. That the ordinary members are
unnecessary is proved by the faect that their
services are seldom availed of in arbitration
cases dealt with before the Federal court.
Before that tribunal, any party may demand
that assessors be appointed, hut that course
is seldom adopted. There have been, with
justification I believe, many ecomplaints
about delays in the hearing of cases be-
fore the Arbitration Court. Mr., Mann, the
chairman of the Fremantle Disputes Com-
mittee, when speaking regarding the dispute
at Mills & Ware’s factory, was reported in
the “West Australian” as saying that the
“objeetion from the employecs’ point of view
to having the dispute referred to arbitration
was the delay likely to ocenr in having the
matter heard" I think employecs are fully
justified in objecting to their cases being
heard hefore the Arbitration Court if they
are required to wait for a considerable time
to have their plaints disposed of. In my
opinion, all members of the court should be
appointed under conditions similar to those
applying to the president. 1f that were so,
it would obviate the delay that now exists in
the eoutt procedure. Provision ecould then
be made that evidence on a plaint could be
heard before a single judge, and then, if
thought fit, the whole of the evidence and
addresses could be considered by the full
Arbitration Court bench and the decision of
the eourt issued. TUnder the provisions of
the Federal Arbitration Act, although a
single judge has power to hear the evidence
on a plaint, he can, should be think fit, re-
quire other judges to sit with him. As there
is no appeal from a decision of the Arbitra-
tion Court, it weuld be as well, before an
award or a deeision of the court way deliv-
ered, that the fnll Arbitration Court bench
should review the evidence. Such a system
wounild be somewhat similar to the method
adopted in the hearing of eivil eases that
go to appeal. In sueh instances, the whole
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©of the evidence is taken al the outset by a
single judge and that evidence is then con-
sidered by the court of appeal, and the
deecision finally given. This course would,
I think, overcome much of the delay that
al present exists in the Arbitration Court
procedure and eould be accomplished at
very litile extra cost to the Government.
Xo one douhts that Western Australia has
entered upon a new econcmic phase. The
wealth and prosperity of the State in the
past have been founded on the annual re-
turns derived from the large export trade
developed from the growth of its great
primary industries, partienlarly those of
wheat and wool. QOp the other hand, the
intense nationnlism that ja being practised
by the nations of the world, with the supple-
mentary policy of self-sufficiency, has sev-
erely restrieted our trade in relation to our
primary produets. Germany and Italy werc
large importers of our wheat before the war,
but now they have imposed restrietive tariffs
against our wheat and have themselves
largely increased areas under cultivation for
the produetion of this cereal. Staple fibre
is being produced in increasing quantities.
‘The German Institute of Business Research
published the statement that in 1938 the
world’s production of staple fibre was
867,000 tons, an increase of 20,000 tons over
that of the previous year. Germany, Italy
and Japan are producing 90 per eceni. of
the total production of this commodity.
TIn the past both Germany and Japan have
been large purchasers of our wool.
Britain has found it necessary to reduee the
<quota of mutton that may be imported into
the Motherland. The reduetion on Austra-
lian mutton for that purpose is 3 per cent.
These facts make it elear to my mind that
Western Australia is facing an ers of new
<conomie policies, whieh will hear particu-
Tarly hard upon this State, which depends,
as in the past, mainty upon its primary in-
dustries to provide work for its people. In
support of that statement, I would draw
the attention of members to the fact that
in 1937 the value of Western Australia’s
industrial output was £18,313,000, while
ounr imports were valued at £18,028,0600.
Tmports from the Eastern States alone
represented a value of £11,857,000, while
we exported in return during that year
«only £3,000,000 worth of goods to the Fast-
<rn States. A very large proportion of the
imported gools consisted of manufactured
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articles. As we can no longer depend upon
the sale of our primary products overseas
to liquidate our adverse trade balance
with the Fastern States, we must reduce
that balance by manufaeiuring within the
Btate more of the gnods that our people
require, and by this means provide employ-
ment for those who have in the past du-
pended, direetly or indirectly, on our pri-
mary production. Our industrial outpat
per head is much lower than that of four
of the other States of Australia. For the
year 1937 the industrial output of New
South Wales represented a value of £28.63
per head; that of Vietoria, £31.7 per head;
that of South Australia, £20.86; while that
of Western Australia was only £17.59 per
head.

Every member in this House must ap-

preciate  that the MMinister for Indus-
triai Development has done a good
deal to overcome the diffiecnlty with
which this State is faced in not

having its secondary industries develaped,
Our economic conditions must, to a large
extent, be reorganised and the Stale should
have the very best advice to enuble it to
be safely guided through ithis diffienl
period. Consequently, afthough the Minis-
ter has done far more in this diree-
tion than have past Governments, he
has not, in my view, gone far enough.
We shonld have an economie adviser, The
Bank of New South Wales has had such
an adviser for some vears and in that eapa-
eity some of the ablest brains and best
economists in Australia have been em-
ploved. Tf that institution requires eco-
nomie advice, surely the State of Western
Australia is entitled to the best counsel
that can be obtained. Such an adviser
should he ahove the control of party gov-
ernment and party politics. He should be
a servant of and under the contro] of Pur-
liament with o statns similar to that of
the Auditor-General. The people of the
State have a right to know what is a wise
and a just economic policy for them, and
this House should have the responsibility
of ensuring the implementation of sueh a
policy.

I venture to advance to the Mimster for
Industrial Development a few suggestions
whereby perhaps certain new secondary in-
dustries might beeome cstablished in this
State. They could be known as protected in-
dustries and wonld be sueh as in the opinicn
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of the Minister warranted introduction to
this State. I suggest that industries of
this kind might for a period ofi, say, tive
years be free from all rates and taxez and
that the State Insurance Office should eover
the insurance charges in eonnection with
workers’ compensation at a rTate not
higher than would be required to cover
workers’ compensation in the manufaectur-
ing industries of the Eastern Siates. I
submit that we already have certain in-
dustries that almost come within this cate-
gory. For instance, the Wyndham Meat
Works has paid no rates and taxes and, I
suggest, no insurance. I think I am correet
in asserting that the State Briekworks
might also be classified as a protected in-
dustry as it, too, pays no rates or taxes and
has contributed little indeed to the coffers
of the State. That Western Australia 1s
one economie unit with the Hastern States
has to be admitted. So long as we eanmot
manufacture goods that can be retailed to
compete with those of the Eastern States,
the people of Western Australia will natur-
ally continue as Australians to buy goods
in the cheapest Australian market,

I think that every member of this House
believes in the general principle of de-
mocracy, namely, that we should do the best
we can for the majority. At the same time
I consider that our civilisation has pro-
gressed far enough to enable us to modify
that prineiple in some degree. Where
it clashes with our duty to a minority, that
minority is at least entitied to justice. There
is one minority in this State that is not re-
ceiving justice from the Government and it
consists of men that depend on sustenance.
We might classify them as the permanent
sustenanee workers. Surely every human
being in Western Australia is entitled to
sufficient to enable him to feed, clothe and
provide shelter for himself and dependants,
but T venture to suggest that no man will
contend that 7s. per week for each person
will do all that. I think every member must
eonsianily have men or women coming {o
him +ith tales of great hardship on this ac-
count. One man ecame to me the other day.
He was the sole support of his aged mother
and he was totally deaf. He said, “I can-
not get unemployment relief because I am
so deaf that they will not employ me. I
cannot support my mother and myself on
14s. a week.”” I therefore urge upon the
Government—and I am sure I shall have the
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support of every member—that it should
try to inerease the allowance to this unfor-
tunate minority. I support the motion for
the adoption of the Address-in-Reply.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
P. J. 8. Wise—Gaseoyne) {4.58): I desire
to add my congratulations fo those already
extended to you, Sir, on your elevation to
the office of Speaker. I am sure that all
those who have been associated with you in
this House in past sessions fully appre-
ciate not only your capacity to fil your
present position with eredit, but also that
they need have no fear of your judgment.
I should also like to extend eongratulations
to the member for Murchison (Mr. Mar-
shall) on his appointment to the position of
Chairman of Committees. To the new mem-
bers of this House I desire to offer my

felicitations. That we have some excellent
talent in the newcomers is obvious. As
one who iz alse a young member, I

wish to express the hope that they are
not early disuppointed in what they ex-
pected of Parliament. All of us, at some
time or other, have been amongst the new-
comers, and, I am sure, judging from
my own experienece, have passed through
certain stages of disappointment in our
inifial days in Parliament. I feel that as
the interest of the new members in the work
of Pacliament inercases, so will they he-
come hetter and more useful members.

On this occasion it is not my desire to
reply to any criticism that has been raised
in the course of this debate. It may be
unusual that at this stage 1 shounld make a
fairly lengthy speecch—for T am afraid it
will be lengthy—and that it should yet not
be in reply to complaints or ermticisms.
There were perhaps speeches that called for
some reply, but sinece on this oceasion my
intention is to he informative rather than
provocative, T will leave comment in that
connection until some other time.

I desire to deal primarily with the position
of wheat and the position of wool in this
State. It bas been my privilege in recent
months and during last year to have access
to many documents of a highly informative
character, particulars of which will he very
interesting to the Iouse and will be valu-
able at other times for reference. I desire
to deal fully with these subjects, ap-
preciating that the prospeet is mot very
cheerful, but the time is opportune to make
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a complete review, particularly of the wheat
industry. 1 propose to deal progressively
with the eaunses of the present erisis and
show just how serious the ontook for
wheat is.

In dealing with the causes progressively
mention must be made of the initinl eirveum-
stanees of international trade that contribute
largely to the present position. The condi-
tions of international trade are vastly ditfer-
ent trom these of pre-depression or even pre-
war vears. Althongh the volume of trade
made signifieant gains in 1937, it is obvious
that since 1937 there has been a general re-
cession, The decline in the world wmovement
of trade has been accompanied by a tre-
mendous accumulation of world products,
partienlarly foodstuffs. 1Vith all nations,
becanse of the policics they have secn kit to
adopt, there has been a daily aggravation
of the position. Restrictions in the form of
quotas, exchange eontrols and internal self-
suflicieney policies have made the position
fairly desperate, and every little hindrance
to allowing trade to enter from without has
made its contribntion to the clogging of
trade channels.

That these circumstances are controlled
more by politieal eonsiderations than by any
other factor is unfortunate. To-day we find
that instead of trade following its natural
course and being on a competitive basis be-
tween the nations, or on the flow of gold or
movement of eredit between nations, it is
nsually governed by internal considerations
and politieal practices. Another unfortunate
feature is that very few trade relationships
are considered to-day wunless in terms of
armaments, We read all too frequently of
consideration being given by Great Britain
10 some conntry, and immediately following
ve are informed of some reciprocity in trade
hetween Great Britain and that ecountry.
Great Dritain is such an jmportant market
to all her dominions that we are vitally
interested in any trade movement in that
connection. Since the days of self-adjust-
ment of trade have gone, we find that such a
commodity as wheat, whieh depends entirely
apon free-flowing through international
<hannels, has almost ceased to be an article
of importanee in international spheres.

I was inferested in the remarks of the
member for Nedlands (Hon. X. Keenan) on
the rveport of the Commission of 1914 He
Aaid—

Our hope is gone ta develop this Btate by
its two main primary indostries.
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That hope is gone in almost every country
of the world, and the problem with which we
are faced is that of the maintenance of these
two industries in their proper positions in
the internal economny of Australia. We are
dependent upon the proper maintenance of
those two great industries if this conntry of
such vast spaces and small population is to
keep its place in the standards of the world.

The suggestion to form a long-range
policy is not a new one, hut I respectfully
submit to all who make free use of the
phrase that to arrange long-term policies, in
view of all the considerations that enter into
world trade to-day, is most difficult because
of the impossibility of antieipating not only
future needs but also future developments.
Those considerations are governed by atti-
tndes of aggression and internal economies
in all countries. This position is intensified
by the faet that very few countries that once
traded with each other will permit trade with
a foreign country unless there iz a eredit
balance in that country. Consequently, uvn-
less we owe Japan some money, there is very
little ehance of a passage for goods hetween
Japan and Australia. That is the position
to which all nations are contracting, and
they are finding that markets ave disappear-

ing.

The efteet of these world trade move-
ments has Jed te a very serious repercussion
m conncetion with wheat. For example,
the world net exports of wheat for the five
vears 1927-31 was S18 million bushels, and
for the five years 1934-1938 the figure had
shrunk te 350 million bushels. The 1939
anlicipations are that the world’s require.
ments of export wheat may even be below
500 million bushels. An all-time record of
production has intensified the position. We
have had throughout the world good yields
from increased acreages. In 1938 world pro-
duetion reached the tremendous total of
4143 million bushels, which was an increase
of G035 million bushels over the production
of the previous year. Thus in one year the
total increase in wheat produetion exceeded
onte vear's world export requirements. The
world reeord aereage has been veached at
286 million aeres. That excludes Russia
and (hina, which are rarely considered in
world wheat figures, but between them they
aggregate 140 million aeres, Tt is interest-
ing to note that, in addition to the increased
acreages, the world average vield inereased
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from 13.5 bushels in 1937 to 15.5 hushels
in 1838,

European wheat production in 1938 showed
an increase of 150 million bushels, and
Asiatie countries ineluding Turkey and
India also had larger crops. France, which
at one time was almost dependent upon im-
ports from Russia, has so arranged her
wheat production that this year she has an
excess over requirements., This follows an
ijmportant and anthoritative statement made
before the close of the 1938 harvest, namely,
that one pleasing feature of the wheat posi-
tion of the world was that the considerable
surpluses of former vears had almost entirely
disappeared. The world’s visihle wheat
available about the 1st August, 1938, had
risen in five years from 527 million hushels
to 1,200 million bushels,

Mr. Patrick: That was after four ycars
of drought in North America.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Quite so,
but we must accept the fact that with every
country of the world produecing wheat, the
effect of drought is almost counter-balanced
in any one year. Regarding the figures of
production, a position has been ireached
when the countries that formerly were the
jmporting eounfries are producing more than
50 per cent. of the world’s wheat. China
and Russia between them produce ome-third
of the world’s wheat, the United States of
America aceounts for 11.9 per cent., Tndia
6.8 per cent., Argentine 4.7 per cent., and
Australia 2.8 per cent, In the 25 years from
1913 to 1938 importing countries have in-
creased their production by 430 million
bushels, and in the same period exporting
countries have increased their production by
1,000 million bushels. On the one hand we
have the disappearing market of the pre-
viously importing countries, hecause of their
tremendous increase amounnting to 430 mil-
lion bushels within that period, and at the
game time acreages and yields have inereased
in the producing and exporting eountries.
If we couple those figures with the import
figures, the serionsness of the position is ex-
posed.

Before the war the net annual imports
totalled 650 million bushels. 1n 1925 this
fignre rose to nearly 890 million hushels,
Now we have world stocks—these were the
figures on the 1st August—of 1,100 million
hushels, with prospeective heavy harvests in
many countries and an export possihility
of under 500 million bushels. So the prob-
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lem is an intense one if we view it merely
from the production side. Since wheat, as
1 said before, has almost ceased to he an
article of international trade, this is a mat-
ter of much greater consequence than the
tinding of £3,000,000 or £13,000,000 to tide
us over this season in Australia. Certainly
it is obvious why the price of wheat to-day,
which is in the vieinity of 1s. 9d. a bushel
f.0.b.,, has veached that low level. During
the 23 years referred to, wheat production
inereased by 30 per cent. and world produe-
tion by 24 per cent, while the per eapita
consumption of wheat throughont the world
deelined by 10 per cent.

I regret that the story is a doleful
one, but does it not show not only
that the problem has hecome wvery diffi-
eult, but also that the possibility of a
long-range poliey is full of very ser-
ious implications? The suggestion made
that we should at this stage devise a long-
range poliey would, if we eorrectly inter-
pret those words, certainly and definitely
mean that 50 per cent. of the wheat-
growers of this eountry shorld immediately
go out of production, If we aceept it at
its true worth, that we should immediately
bridge the gap and stop the serious drift,
we shall be confronted with trouble of that
magnitude. On this point the Prime Min-
ister recently said—

In planning our immediate policy regard-
ing wheat, we should maintnin, as part of it,
conatant vigilanee for the increase of con-
sumption, principally by the extension of
human consumption, but also by the increnged
use of wheat for animal feed and industrial
purposes.

If T may digress for a moment, I would
like to give the House some information
which has recently been furnished to me by
Bir David Rivett in connection with the
possibilities of the unse of wheat for in-
dustrial purposes. Although America has
endeavoured to inerease the consumption
of wheat by shifting the type of products
being manufactured from wheat, it has
been found that the total actual consump-
tion of wheat has not been inereasel by
those methods. It has simply meant the
shifting of eonsumption from one particu-
lar commodity to amother., The Couneil
of Scientific and Industrial Research, in
investigating this matter within Australia,
is definite upon the peint that insofar as
stareb supplies are concerned, maize is a
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much better proposition than wheat for
the production of stareh. The eouncil has
investigated the possibilities of glucose,
dextrose and also of petrol, and holds out
no hope whatever of the possibility of
economically manufaecturing motor spirit
from the curplus of wheat. The couneil
draws attention to the fact that quite re-
cently in .\merica-~America, which recog-
nises the seriousness of iis agricultural
position—Congress has voted one million
dollars a year for the erection of four new
regional laboratories to investigate the
possibilities of wutilisation of surpluses in
agriculture. These tremendous contribu-
tions to seientifie investigation of the prob-
Jlem will continue year by year, and the
investigation is to deal not oniy with sur-
plus products. Congress has specified the
crops to be investigated, and the districts
wherein the laboratories ave to be ereected,
and has voted one million dollars a year
to carry out this research work, It may
be that in the future, as a result of this
huge expenditure, Ameriea may be able
to discover some new use for wheat; but
the views of the Couneil for Seientifie and
Industrial Research are that, bearing in
mind the intensive work in that direction
to be shortly earried out by the United
States of America, the results of which
will be made available generally, there is
no reason for Australia to embark on ex-
penditure for supplementing the work in
this direction of the United States, It is
hoped that we shall profit by the enor-
mous investment of American money in
the furtherance of the idea of finding new
uses for wheat. We arrive, therefore,
quickly at the stage that it is obvions we
cannot find further uses for wheat by
human consumption of it.  If inereased
consumption is impossible, what are the
possibilities and virtues of decreased pro-
duction? We are forced by ecircumstances
to study that unsavoury subject. What are
we to say in regard to it? Mr. Dunstan,
the Premier of Victoria, has strongly de-
clared that it is a poliey of despair and
that he will have nothing to do with it.
Well, if it is a policy of despair we are
not faeing up to faets, and it matters not
how we view the import of the inter-
national position regarding wheat supplies,
but we must in every country readily
admit that consideration must be given to
a eontraction of production. In eonnection
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with the international agreement whieh
was suggested last year, and in connection
with which negotiations have beem pro-
ceeding until reeently, all of these things
have been considered.

Hon. €. G. Latham: Have the negotia-
tions been abandoned?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: No. I
will mention the position regarding that in
a few minutes, Nowever, it is obvious that
the exporting countries in any inter-
national agreement must be expected to
beav the brumi. From the importing eoun-
iries that might like to get out of the posi-
tion they find themselves in because of
the neeessity for maintenance of those in-
dustries whieh they have encouraged, it is
not likely that there will be any relief. I
consider the most unlikely possibility of
all to he a contraction ef production by
the countries which have adopted the
policy of providing their own require-
tnents, We find that even in Great Britain,
where wheat production has been gnraran-
teed at 3s, 745d. per bushel up to 67,000,000
bushels, high duties on toreign impeorts
prevail.  .And Britain’s poliey is net
an isolated one. In eouniries like France
and Germany there is not a shadow of doubt
that in view of the very high tariff policy
regarding wheat, conpled with the subsidi-
sation of the industry, there is no possibility
of much less wheat being produced now
than has heen produced there in recent
vears. In addition to internal subsidies, we
find that France has imposed a minimum
dnty of 471 pence on Australian wheat
and Germany a hasie rate duty of 19s. 4d.
Tt will easily be recognised how impossible
it is to get wheat into those countries from
countries of production.

Mr. Patrick: If those countries have a
surplus, they sell it at throw-away prices.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Eng-
land’s market available for oversea trade for
190,000,000 bushels annually is a matter of
oreat concern to us. In the negotiations
Tor an international agreement it was hoped
that such an agreement could be reached be-
tween the four great producing nations even
before an approach was made to those coun-
tries mow not importing wheat. However,
at this stage it seems that any international
agreement is highly unlikely. Australia was
asked to agree to a 80,000,000-bushel quota,
which would have allowed, at a price of 4s.
per bushel f.o.b., an opportunity for West-
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e Ausiralia to do very little in the way
of retracting from its present aereage posi-
tign. Severnl suggestions were made, and
Capada insisted that Australia should as-
sent to a 74,000,000-bushel quota. Whereas
the 00,000,000- bushel guota would have
meant af least 22,000,000 bushels export for
Western Australia, a production basis of
74,000,000 bushels would have seriously
aﬁec‘ted our internal economy if the price
£.0.b. were 4s. per bushel. I have here some
detnils extracted in connection with the pro-
posed international agreement. The sugges-
tion was that Australia would have a quota
of 90,001,000 hushels at 4s. f.o.b. ports. It
was desired that there should be a search
for extended lower-prire markets, subjeet to
suitable international safeguards against in-
fringement of the general principles of the
agreement. It was “also provided that there
shonld be no new wheat-growing aveas—that
no State should increase its atreage on any
consideration: that legislation should be
adopted unanimonsly thronghout the Com-
monwenalth to insist on the registration of
wheat farms and on the licensing of produe-
tion. Referring to an interjection by the
member for Greenongh (Mr. Patrick), I
may say that because drought in the past
four vears in some of the major producing
countries did not restrict the world’s sur-
plos, we have got to the position that sea-
gonal conditions in the future will have less
and less effect upon the toial of the wheat
supply of the world.

T have mentioned that in auy international
agreement, on the hasis of 90,000,000 buoshels
‘Western Australin would expeet an annunal
export of 22,000,000 bushels, We usually
produee about 21 per cent. of the Common:
wealth production, and export abont 25 per
cent. of Australia’s total export. T have
prepared material which T shall quote, and
which I hope may be completely utilised in
“Hansard™ for future reference, in relation
to total acreages, total production, and aver-
age production and export of all the States.
Table A deals with the averages of all
States and the total acreages of all States.
New South Wales produces 12.69 bushels
per acre, Victoria 12.22, Queensland 14.75.
Sonth Anstralia 912, Western Australia
1128, and Tasmania 21.93. The ten-year
average of Australia’s total acreage is
14,286,000 acres. The mean average of each
State is vastly different from its maximnm
and minimum. For example, New South
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Wales varied from 5,137,000 acres down to
3,984,000 aeres. Jt has gone down by

about 1,200,000 aeres from its maxi-
mum to its minimum vear. Western
Australin is fairly statiec. Its average

for ten years of planting is 3,146,000
acres, onr hest being in 1931, when we had
3,956,000 aeres. We have made a serious
natnral eontraction npon that figure heeause
of the seasonal circomstanees and including
some cases of unsuitability of personmel, in
which conunection I intend later to refer to
the planning of the Agrienitural Bank’s
aetivities.

As regards produection for 10 vears, we
finel that New South Wales's annual produc-
tion averaged 55,900,000 bushels, Vietoria’s
38,400,000 bushels, Queensland’s 4,100,000
hushels, Western Australia’s 35,800,000
bushels, Sonth Australia’s 34,700,000 bushels,
whilst Tasmania produced an average of
about 400,000 hashels.

With rospeet to wheat for export we find
that Western Australia, which exports 25
per cent, of the total Commonwealth ex-
port. exports an average of 28,840,000
bushels per annum. That is the average for
the past 10 seasons. Victoria has averaged
30,180,000 and New South Wales 29,410,000

During the consideration of these figures
at recent conferences our Premier foreibly
pointed out that the hasis of ennsideration
of any allocation of acreages, if acreages
have to be reduced throughout Australia,
ghould be not merely production. Tt is
obvious that ns against States where wheat
is vepresented hy a small proportion of the
total production, the States in which it is a
mﬂ?\'imum proportion should receive very
serious and most favourable consideration
in the adjustment of acreages available.

To illustrate Western Australia’s ease, &
table has been prepared from the Common-
wealth Year Book—the latest availabhle—in
order to show just how important wheat is
to Western Australia relatively to its total
production. I gubmit the cable, which is
marked C. 1 intend to make eomparisons
with Vietoria, so will use this figare: Vie-
toria’s total revenne from produetion for
1936-37 is 207.32 million pounds, whilst
Western Australia’s is 43.11 million pounds,
Of Vietoria’s total, only 5 per cent. is repre-
sented by wheat; whereas of Western Aus-
tralia’s total, 13.9 per cent. is represented
by wheat. If we compare Victoria’s output
with ours, we find our figure is little more
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than half that of Vigtoria. Our national
income, by comparison with that of the
Eastern States, is eertainly small. The total
primary production of Victoria is 64.70
million pounds; and in New Sonth Wales
it is 98.31 million pounds, whilst in West-
ern Australia it is only 24.80 millions.
Although the income from primary produec-
tion in the former States is but a small per-
centage of their total ineome, in our case it
is almost our total income. Obviously,
therefore, the other States are in a favour-
able position compared with ours. I bave
mentioned that, in an endeavour te arrive
at a basis of fair apportionment of quotas,
whether it be for export, or whether it be
on an screage basis, if wheat production is
to be restricted, then Western Australia and
South Australia are entitled to much greater
consideration than are the States of New
South Wales and Vietoria. That point of
view was put forward very strongly when
presenting our State’s case at the confer-
ences. It should not be a case of the sur-
vival of the fittest; if it is to be an open go,
if there is to he no restriction, then the
States will be in the same position as are
the nations of the world to-day. An inter-
esting figure, taken from an international
trade veport, shows that wheat represents to
Augtralia 5 per cent. to 10 per cent, of her
total production; to Canada, 4 per cent. to
6 per cent.; and to the United States of
America, 2 per cent, to 3 per cent. Asin
Victoria, the wheatgrowers in the United
States are in minority.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is different from
Canada and Argentine.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, very
different. I am referring to the United
States of America. The Leader of the
Opposition mentioned Argentine, but per-
haps Argentine is in the strongest position
of all, hecanse of the way in which it handles
its internal eurrency. Fop example, Argen-
tine has what is termed an export and im-
port tax. Tts coin is the peso, worth 1s. 64,
or, nominally, 12 to the pound. If a person
has to purchase pesos to import goods,
Argentine would only sell them at, say, 10 to
the pound; hut it he wanted pesos to firance
exports, Argentine would sell the pesos at
12 to 14 to the pound. If the peso is to be
used ro assist internal industries, then a
mueh oreater rate is fixed for financing ex-
ports. By that means, Argentine has built
up & very large amount of credit with which
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to assists her industries. Argentire has
been the stumbling bleck in an endeavour to
arrive at finality with an jnternational agree-
ment, for the reason that she can finance her
own industries for a long period.

Mr. Doney: And can grant export bonuses
to a hig extent,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
Argentine also has a tremendous sam eiren-
lating within her own borders to assist her
industries. While hopes of the realisation
of an international agrecment are but slim,
one of the main causes is the attitude and
the strong position of Argentine.

I have said that Australina’s wheat export
has been considerable during recent years,
The value, including flonr as wheat, is
£26,959,000, Austraiian Govevimenls, be-
cause of the importance of this industry,
have—in spite of all contradictions and
criticism—dene a good deal to preserve
the industry. The Commonwealth elaims
to have made grants available on production
and on basis of acveage to the amount of
£14,500,000. In the table which T have
marked D, it is interesting to note just how
tar the Commonwealth Government has gone
in paying Dbounties on wheat production
when the price was far in excess of the price
to-day. Following the Gepp repori, in
which Sir Herbert Gepp elearly stated that
£151,300,000 was the debt structure of the in-
dustry—not inclading tremendous sums of
private money—there has been consider-
able writing down, whilst large sums have
been made available by Governments te as-
sigt the industry. Those sums are set ont in
the table, season by season. We find that
in the year 1932-33, when theve wus the
high production of 213,027,000 bushels, with
an average yield of 13.57 bushcls per acre,
and when wheat was 2s. 931d. per bushel
f.or., Willlamstown, a bonus of 214d. per
bushel was granted. The previous year,
when wheat was 34. 1d., a bonos or bounty
of 4¥4d. per bushel was granted.

Mr. Doney: We had no hig defence prob-
lem then,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: When,
owing to drought, production fell fo 133,-
393,000 bushels in 1934-35, and when wheat
was 3s. 2d. a bushel, there was a hounty of
714d. a bushel paid by the Commonwealth
(Government. Those are tremendous amonnts,
at bushelage rates, for wheat produection
within Australia.
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Mr. Boyle: Was that amount of 71/4d.
paid on wheat?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
when the price f.or., Williamstown, was 3s.
2l

Mr. Stubbs: Now the Commonwealth is
offering £2,000,000.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
are reasons for that, too. The average price
for the past 10 seasons is 3s. 63%4d., the
average bounty for the period being 2d. a
bushel. Those figures have bren made avail-
able to ine by the Commonwealth Statisti-
cian; as to their aceuracy, I ean but vouch
for the source of the information.

Mr. Boyle: I hope they are more acenrate
than Mr. Menzies’ figures.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
not had reason, so far, to question many of
his figures. In regard to farmers’ debt ad-
justment, Table E sets out the details avail-
able to date of the monexys advanced hy the
Commonwealth to the States. The Common-
wealth’s advances to the States to the 31st
May last amaunted to £6,317,000, of which
New South Wales rveceived £1,733,000; Vie-
toria, £1,972,000; Queensland, £545,000;
South Australia, £700,000; and Western
Australia, £1,064,000. Nearly all the States
have disbursed these snms. The position in
Western Australia is that we have adjnsted
the debts of a large number of farmers, but
are awaiting pavment of further sums by
the Commonwealth to fnalise the adjuost-
ments. The value of the debts adjusted are
clearly set out in the table. The value of
debts un approved claims prior to adjust-
ment is 3014 million pounds; and amounts
written off approved claims cxceed £7,637,-
000. The finalisation of eclaims has pro-
gressed more rapidly in Western Australia
than in any other State, Of the total claims
approved, namely, 6,947, Western Australia
has approved of 3,159, so that we certainly
have heen active in adjusting debt claims.

Mr. Boyle: Do those figures show the se-
cured debt adjustment in this State?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No. In
addition to these tremendous sums that have
been made available, the flour tax has been
operating in recent years. The Prime Min-
ister is expecting that the disbursements to
be made from this source will be mnearly
£4,000,000; and it was proposed to add fo
this amount another £3,500,000, of which
the Commonwealth proposed to find half.
Tt asked the States to contribute to the

amount on a 30 per cent. basis. Finally,
the Commonwealth offered to make available
£2,000,000 of the amount, the States to ron-
tribute £1,500,000. Inelnding the amount to
be paid from the flom: tax, there would eon-
sequently be available £7,500,000, which the
Commonwealth considered to be the maxi-
mum assistance possible to the wheat indus-
try. The bhases of the proposals should, I
think, be put on record, so that no question
may arise at a later stage about what the
Commonwealth actually offered. I therefore
propose to read to members what the Com-
monwesalth proposals were:—

The Commonwealth Government is pre-
pared to share with the States on a pound
for pornd basis the cost of affording further
financirl assistance to the wheat industry,
subject te the following conditions and
limitations:

1. TIf the States fully co-operate, the plan
will commence with the 1939-40 geason and
will contlinue to apply till cancelled,

2. An annual advance per bushel will be
paid to wheat growers sufficient to bring the
total average realisation for the season, on
the basis f.o.r. ports, to 3s. 4d. per bushel,
subjeet to two limitations:—

(a) That the supplementary finance to be
provided by the Governments, Com-
monwealth and State, in addition to
the flour tax, shall not exceed
£3,500,000 per annum.

(b) That the annual advanee will not
operate so as to bring the tetal
realisation heyond 3s. 4d. per bushel
for & marketed crop of 140 million
hushels.  As the volume of the wnar-
ketable surplus cxceeds 140 million
bushels, so will the maximum aver-
age return per bushel be reduced.
(The avernge marketed crop dunng
the last five years has been 140
million bushels.}

3. The flour tax at present operating will
not be used to bring the average realisations
beyond 3s. 6d. per bushel f.o.r. ports. For
cxample, if the market return were 3s. 4.
per bushel, the flour tax would be used to
supplement the market return by 1d. per
bushel. .

4. The supplementary finanee required to
make this additional annual payment will be
provided in equal parts by the Commonwealth
and the States.

5. An export tax on wheat will operate
when the price f.o.r. ports exceeds 3s. 6d. per
bushel. MThe rate of tax will be half of the
amount hy which the market price exceeds
3s. 6d. per bushel

6. The procceda of the export tax and the
excess from the flour tax fund will be used
to repay the advaneces made in aecordance
with this preposal.

7. Sunbject to the agreement of the States,
it is proposed that the first payment under
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the plan wili be made in May, 1940, and the
final payment for the season 1939-40 will be
made in Deccember, 1940. Thereafter pay-
ments would be made in May and December
of each year.

§. The Commonwealth will require the
States to institute satisfactory measures for
control of production before this plan for
supplemeutary advances comes into operation.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They limit it to
140,000,000 bushels.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.

Mz, Patrick: There is no possibility of
increasing the amount?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
no possibility of inereasing it above 2s. 10d.;
so that we find in this proposal, not a
proposal to raise the price of wheat to a
given figure or to stabilise it at that figure,
but rather to lift the price by so much per
bushel aceording to the f.o.r. price for the
season and the quantity of wheat produced.
The total marketed erop will be divisible by
£7,500,000, the total amount available from
the flour tax and the £3,500,000 of new
money which is to he considered the maxi-
mum amount of assistance that can be given
by the Commonwealth and the Biates this
year. The responsibility of finance in this
matter definitely rests with the Common-
wealth; but beeanse the position is as
it is, and not as if was, the Common-
wealth Government is committed to a tre-
mendous defence programme and the total
loan reising by the Slates, already agreed
to by the Loan Council exceeds 22} mil-
lions, exclusive of defence, it will he seen
that the Commonwealth opinion is very
definite that the maximum amount it is
possible to raise hy the Commonwealth and
the States ecombined, is around £3,560,000.
If we gre to eonsider a definite lift from the
present price or one of the suggested prices
—3s. 10d. at the siding-—there will be
required about £16,000,000. I intend to
show the House just how outside the seope
of possibility that figure is if Western
Australia has to aecept responsibility on
the basis of produetion on that fizure or
any similar figure. For example, on a
basis of production on the past ten years'
average, Western Australia wonld he ex-
pected, if we were eommitted to 3s. 10d.
at the siding, to raise £3,392,000 for the
industry.

Mr. Cross: That would be impossible.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
an iden that it would be impossible. If we
consider it in the light of that figure and
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on a production basis, Western Australia
would be responsible for £2,500,000. If
we endeavour to lift the price to a fantas-
tie figure it will be much more impossible.

Mr. Marshall: What do you mean by a
tantastie figure?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: As I have
said, it would cost £16,000,000 and the cost
to Western Anstralia would be £3,000,000.
On the same basis Vietoria’s cost would be
£3,316,000, but Victoria’s figures differ very
much from those of Western Australia if
we take the 3% millions on a production
basis. If, however, we take it on a popula-
tion basis an entirely different story is told,
and that was one of the reasons of the dis-
cord between our Premier and the others at
the conference held recently, a discord that
is likely to continne at the next conference
to be held. Victoria with a population of
1,873,000 cn the £16,000,000 basis would be
responsible for 4.6 millions of money. West-
ern Australia on a population basis would
be responsible for 1.067 millions which, I
think the Premier can assure the House,
would be quite impossible for Western Aus-
tralia fo raise, So I am reaching the point
of showing how impossible it is for either
the Commonwealth or the Siates to say
that wheat can be lifted from 1s. 8d. f.o.b.
to 3s. 10d. at the siding. On analysis it
would seem that the maximum lift on a
bushel basizs will be 1g. 2d. a bushel. We
have got beyond the stage when we should
insist that the responsibility belongs to this
one or that one. In the words of our
Premier at the eonterence, whilst the posi-
tion is not very acceptable to us, at the
same time it eannot lightly be turned down.
We have also to consider the responsibility
of the Government to other industries. Is
the wheat industry to take preeedence over
all other industries and over all Govern-
ment projeets of the present and the future?
In that conneetion I should like to quote
the words of a very eminent Dane, Anders
Nielsen by name, who said on the subject
of abolishing subsidies to agriculture, that
all protection most aim at making itself
unnecessary, and if that did not obtain, sup-
port would be a failure. That is the posi-
tion we are approaching in connection with
the wheat industry. Unless we can, within
the capacity of the States, lift the price
sufficiently to keep the people on the
land, over a period of vears, then most
of our efforts will be in wvain. It is
most unfortunate that only part of the
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problem is due to natural ecaunses, that
much of the present diffieulty is man-made
and man-imposed. Other considerations had
to be faced at the recent conferences quite
apart from the different interests of the
States, and the different attitudes of the
varions leaders. T wish to say that I was
prond to be associated with the ample pre-
sentation of the case by our Premier. All
of us have heard of many of the schemes
that have heen submitted prior to and since
the internationsal agreement was projected.
We have heard of the Wilson-Uphill and
other schemes based on proposals to creafe
a fund when wheat is above say 3s. 8d. f.o.r.
It was said that the scheme could fi-
nance itself with a margin above that price.
It has been questioned, econstitutionally,
whether such o scheme conld snceessfully be
operated, and there is a very definite doubt
that although it may have been actuarially
sound on past results, the international posi-
tion of to-day would make it impossible for
anyone to formulate a plan on which to base
an anticipated price or anticipated demands.
We have had references to the shifting of
rreduction and the shifting of people from
one industry to another. Jt was not long
since there was a definite suggestion that
many gronp settlers should be transferred
to the wheat distriets.
Mr. Patrick: Not of very recent date.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, in
recent vears. We are now faced with the
spectacle that many people would welcome
a wholesale exodus from the wheat distriets
to the Houth-West. Fach State Government
is very seriously concerned in that question.
The responsibility of costs, and they are
very large, would rest with the States
affeeted. I mentioned earlier that by a pro-
cess of evolution through natural cauvses
many acres had gone out of production in
recent vears. I wish to show that the Gov-
ernment, through its instrumentality, the
Agvienltural Bank, has greatly assisted in
the transference of settlers, in the reduection
of acreages, and in the diversification of the
produetion of settlers. The number of
wheatgrowers in the whole State in 1931
was 10,970; in 1933-34 it was 9,921; in
1937-38 it was 9,142; and this year it is
approximately 9,000. The decrease in the
area cropped last year compared with
1930-31 was 543,979 acres. There was a
slight increase last vear over the previous
year, chiefly in consequence of the policy of
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breaking up Agrienliural Bank holdings in
the endeavour te cope with grasshoppers,
This accounted for a considerable inerease.

Mr. Patrick: There was a drop of a mil-
lion and a half acres in one year.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
There has heen a progressively gradual de-
erease in more recent years. Last year, 438
leases of Agricultural Bank reverted hold-
ings were arranged and on these 117,999
acres were cropped. DMore sales would be
induced if only the prospeets were better.
The reduction in the area eropped in the
onter wheat districts, the marginal aveas, is
a matter vitally concerning some members.
The figures show that the number of wheat-
growers In the outer distriets in 1930-31
was 3,366, but last year the number had
dropped to 3,650. The area eropped has
been reduced by 345,000 acres. In some
distriets where it has been possible because
of water facilities, or water being made
available from dams and wells, large num-
bers of sheep have heen introduced by the
Bank. One distriet in partienlay, where
practieally no sheep existed in 1931-32, last
year was running 32,823 sheep. In all these
districts, wherever it is possible effectively
to occupy the areas with sheep or cattle,
encourngement is given to the settlers within
the limits of the eapacity of the Bank io
do so.

Mr. Boyle: You are referring to an Agri-
cultnral Bank distriet?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
Although we bhave 9,000 wheat farmers,
there are not 9,000 insolvent wheat farmers.

Hon, C. G. Latham: I said there were
8,000.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
giving the figures supplied by the Agricul-
tural Bank. Of the 9,000 wheatgrowers
4,931 are Agriculfural Bank clients. Of the
4,931 35 per cent. are deemed to be suffi-
ciently good to bhe exempt from supervision,
and their accounts are looked upon as sol-
vont.

Hon., C. G. Latham: T do not agree with
the Bank.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This is
information supplied at my request by the
manager of the Bank yesterday. The figures
are, therefore, up to date. In connection
with second mortgages, an examination a
fow vears ago showed that there were 1,541
Agrienltural Bank seeurities, upon which the
sum of £4,032,379 was owing on second
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mortgage. The point I desire to make is
that because of the low prices, and bad
seasons, following up the general plan of
reconstruction that is in vogue on the part
of the Agricultural Bank, there has been
a forced reduction of acreapes, and that
policy is being continued. Wherever it is
possible to earry sheep they have been intro-
duceed.

I reached the point of diseussing what
may be expected from the conference at
present being held in Canberra,

Hon. C. G. Latham: May I ask whether
it is intended to increase the price of wheat
to the pouliry-farmers and the pig-raisers?
Do you intend to subsidise that wheat or
will the price be increased naturally because
of the export price?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The in-
crease in price will affect the fixed propor-
tion of the total wheat marketed.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Whetber sold locally
or not?

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: Yes
1f it is nsed for home consumption it will
be affected by the flour tax.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is for flour
only. What ahout breakfast foods, ete.?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
normal price at sidings is 1s. 0%4d. per
bushel the price will be 1s. 0%4d. plus what-
ever amount is available from the composite
funds of the Commonwealth and the States.
I was going to discuss on what basis the
officers of the State are considering the ques-
tion at the moment. They are considering
what may be the basis of acreages to be
apportioned to each State, the other aspects
which affect production and population, and
the production basis. We have two very
efficient officers attending the conference.
Prior to their departure they were advised
by me they could make it very eclear that this
State, in this case, stood behind the proposal
for a limitation and licensing of production.
It was made clear to them that we had very
strong views with respeet to the cotting of
hay this year. By and large farmers in this
State have neglected to make provision for
their bay requirements, even for ope year.
The practice of doing so is not followed by
many of them. We are prepared on this
occasion to say that we will force them, by
legislation if necessary, to make provision
for a natural reserve of hay in this State
whilst wheat is at such a low price. Com-
mon sense demands that at least a two-years
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supply of hay should be made available on
this oceazion. When we vonsicer the action
of the Agricultural Bank, during the past
three years, in having to pnrchase 19,000
tons of hay for its own clients, some of it
from outside the State. heeause it was un-
procurable within it, we realise how negligent
have been those who were able to eut hay.

Hon., C. G. Latham: It was not possible
for them te do it in the marginal areas?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am re-
ferring to the State as a whole. T must show
the Leader of the Opposition how very
negligent the farmers in his distriet were in
this particular,

Hon. C. (. Latham: I know a little more
about them than you do.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That may
be so. I submit that the average acreage
cut for bhay in this State was 404,321 acres,
the total yield being slightly over one ton to
the acre. In 1938-39 the prodnction of hay
was 100,000 tons below what it was in the
year before. The quantity of hay cut in this
State last year was 374,049 toms. The
firures 1 have here were submitted at
my request during the last week-end by
the Department of Agriculture. They show
definitely that very few farmers, it is doubt-
ful whether 60 per cent. of them did so,
made provision for more than 75 per cent.
of their requirements.

Houn. C. G. Latham: You eannot cut hay
if it is only a foot high.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It can
be eut if it is 2 feet high. I should be sur-
prised if, as the outeome of the unseemly
interjections of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, I found he was supporting the idea
that we should not have a national reserve
of hay.

Hon. C. (. Latham: I was not doing so.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then we
agree. Far too many of our farmers eut
insufficient hay for their own requirements.
I now wish to refer to farmers’ economy.
This point will be raised by Western Aus-
tralia at the conference. I refer to horse
and tractor farming. The subject is a de-
batable one.

Mr. Warner: Very!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
matter is one in connection with which some
very important faets have been diselosed,
analysing the financial structure of the
wheat industry. I may be permitied to
quote from a Vietorian aunthority who, in
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commenting on “power versns horse-farm-
ing,” stated recently that power-farming
upsets the balance of farming economy. He
said that agricultural economies were under
appalling conditions, and were not helped
by power farming. The depreciation costs
associated with a £900 tractor were £2 a
week, and the interest £1 g week. He said
that the subsidising of the tractor industry
in Victoria—something from which Mr.
Dunstan benefits—was sounding the death
kmell to the horse breeding industry. He
submitted that we should subsidise the horse
industry in Australia, and we would then
get out of much of our farming problems.

Mr. Patrick: The horse has disappeared
from the city.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes. I
wish to refer to curremt ncwspaper com-
ments on the subjeet, and to direct attention
to statements appearing in this morning’s
paper. Theze seem to show that farmers’
associations—these may be made up of
Country Party interests—are supporting the
oppaosition to the plan in Commonwealth
spheres.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You are not justified
in saying that. :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T am.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Let us hear abont il.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
here a press statement attributed to Mr.
Cullen of the Wheatgrowers' Association
of Victoria,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Whom does he repre-
sent?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Presum-
ably the wheatgrowers in Victoria. He said
that Western Australians had told him they
were prepaved to take direct action if neces-
sary.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Who gave him that
information?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
know,

Hon. C. G. Latham: I assure you we did
not.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pom.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tmmedi-
ately prior to the tea adjournment 1 was
trying to get some light shed on what I
may term a spectacnlar statement in the
newspapers, the statement being attributed
to the Country Party of Western Anstralia
by newspaper correspondents and people in
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other States. There is n definite assertion in
the “Sun-Pictorial” that Western Australia
is unanimously supporting the stand taken
by the Victorian Premier.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I de not know where
those people got their information.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Where
{hey got their information does not matter.
What does matter is just how seriously that
statement is to be regarded. It matters to
this cxtent, that if the organisations of pri-
mary producers in Western Australia which
are allied with the Country Party of West-
ern Australia are responsible, or ean make
ns responsible, for sneh people as Mr., Cul-
len, the president of the TWheatgrowers
Association of Vietoria, who asserts that a
Country Party and its ovganisations outside
Vietoria are hehind the methods suggested
in regard to non-preseription of necreages
and the responsibility of the Commonwealth,
which . involves the vesponsibilitv of the
States, it is just as well to let us get a clear
understanding,

Hon. . & Latham: T give vou the assur-
ance that the man does not speak on hehalf
of the Country Party or the Primary Pro-
dueers’ Association of Western Australia.

Mr. Daney: The Minister knows very well
where they got the information from.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
no idea. In this morning’s newspaper there
is a comment that wheat stabilisation i1s a
Foderal responsibility, nnd that Victoriam
growers

AMr. Patrick: T agree with that first state-
ment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: ——and
that Vietorian growers want 3s. 10%%4d. per
bushel, and that Western Australia, the
Riverina and other distriets in New South
Wales arve unantmousfy in favour of the
Vietorian demand.

Hon. C. G. Latham: We want 3s. 10l4d.
There is no doubt abont that. Whether we
ean et it is another matter.

Mr. Patrick: We are not behind vestrie-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
certainly iz a most difficult job ahead of
the Government if such statements, which
are easy to make without any responsibility,
are to be accredited to responsible people in
in this State, even though those peopls may
be opponents of the Government.

Hon. C. G. Latham: T tell you that man
does not speak for either the Couniry Party
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or the Primary Producers’ Association of
‘Western Australia.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
most interesting to have that assurance, be-
cause I do submit that it is easy to put for-
ward snch demands and produce schemes,
but that to carry those schemes to suecessful
fruition in the light of all the circumstances
is an entirely different matter. There is
great necessity for some responsibility in
connection with this subject, and not only
the responsibility of the Government but
the responsibility of those who shonld be
Tesponsible citizens in this State,

Mr. Doney: You know there are some
Senators representing Western Australia
who go about saying.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
concerned with those Senafors. T am con-
cerned when I find in this morning’s paper
a statement that the Country Party of West-
ern Australia and the organisations be-
hind it suppoert the demand of the Victorian
Premier

Mr. Doney: You do not believe that, do
"VO[‘I?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There it

is.
Mr. Doney: You do not believe it merely
because it has been printed?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
aware of any vigorous opposition to my sug-
gestion that such a statement is supported

by the primary producers of this State,

whose representatives in Parliament are the
Country Party.

Mr. Thorn: Follow it up and see where it
came from.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It came
fom Mr. Cullen, president of the Wheat-
growers’ Association of Victorta. Evidently
someonc of responsibility in this State has
provided Mr. Cullen with that information.

Several members interjected.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say de-
finitely that if Mr. Cullen, or anybody else,
whether it be a private person or a member
of Parliament, is prepared to split straws on
a question of principle in this matter and
prepared to treat the whole subjeet politi-
cally, it is a bad thing indecd. T assure the
House that T have had several approaches
to make the subject a political matter and
have most definitely refused to do so.

Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. C. . Latham: We do not want to
make this a political matter.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: State-
ments such as these require a deal of ex-
planation. When balf a page in the “Sun
Pictorial” is devoied to the subject and ear-
ries the statement concerning a definite as-
surance that Western Australia is unani-
mously behind the Vietorian proposal, we
need some more explanation than we have
had so far.

Mr. Doney: You have no right to fasten
that on to this party, anyhow,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Surely the Minister
will aceept our word in preference to a
printed assertion in an Eastern States
paper!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We have
foungd it in three or four papers that Mr.
Cullen made that statement, and I would
like to know where they got their informa-
tion from.

Mr. Doney: Well, you do know! °

Mr. Thorn: The Minister is not as dumb
as all that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1 say de-
finitely that it would be a very bad thing
indeed for anybhody to make this a pelitieal
guestion,

Mr. Doney: At-the same time, we regard
3s. 10%d. per bushel as heing a fair econo-
mie value for wheat.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Who is
“we”? You and Mr. Cullen? Further, it is
sad to reflect upon the position realising
that if there is a breakdown in the proposals
submitted hy the Commonwealth, that break-
down will be due to politics and not to prin-
ciple. When the Leader of the Opposition
and those who sit with him make the sng-
gestion that 3s. 10%d. is a desirable price
for wheat to reach and make & farther sug-
gestion that therefore 3s. 10%%d. is the price
that should be reached, I can only assert
that those who consider it an insult to be
offered £7,500,000 for one industry in one
yvear ave utterly unreasonable. It has been
freelv stated in the Press that £7,500,000 for
the wheat industry in one year represents an
insalt, Woell, if it is eonsidered an insult,
T suggest that it is necessary for many
people to grow a mueh thicker epidermis,
hocause if they are to be offended by what
will he a severe tax on many other indus-
tries, when the Prime Minister states—and
I am not preparcd to doubt his word—that
the maximum sum available is the sum men-
tioned, their nattitude is entirely wunreason-
ahle. T contend that we should endeavour
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not to create a panic, not to create dissen-
gion, but to get a leavening of opinion so as
to obtain the most serious consideration of
the offer by all interested, who will then rea-
lise that a lift of 1s. per bushel from any
given price is undoubtedly a most important
contrihution.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I do not say that it
i3 not important.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: From
that point of view the desirve to shift respon-
sibility from States to Commonwealth is no
more satisfactory than many atiempts to
shift production from one industry to an-
other. Then again, other avenues that offer
very definite seope for expansion relate to
the keeping of pigs, poultry and many
other such sidelines. From the standpoint
of the disposal of last secason’s crop, fhe
Trustees of the Wheat Pool of Western
Avustralia have made earnest and valuable
endeavours to clear the way for the com-
ing harvest. I am assured that the posi-
tion to-day is that in spite of world prices,
which provide 1s. 9%%d. a bushel £0.b.

Mr. Patrick: That is for the Bulk Hand-
ling Co.’s wheat.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.

Mr, Patrick: The Wheat Pool has sold
out already.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, not
entirely.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It has only 100,000
bushels or so to dispose of.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Trustees have arranged for several cargoes
of futures, and they bhave earried out an
exeellent job. With members generally, I
hope the maximum assistanee possible for
the finaneial sirueture of Ausgtralia to
cope with will not be regarded as an insult
by those who are to receive help. I hope
the amount made available will be accepted
with good graee by the recipients. There
i3 one bright spot, which is that it has
been possible for the tremendous world
carry-over of wheat to be absorbed. It was
absorbed during the period 1927 to 1935,
and at the end of the latter year there was
the minimum world earry-over, but again
in 1937 the carry-over rose to a maximum
There is the prospect that the contraction
of prices may induce people, whose staple
diet is not wheat—I refer to those who
usually eal rice-—to buy the product and so
relievre the situation.
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Hon. C. G. Latham: But their credits
are very limited,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
are. In spite of this doleful story, there
is no need for panic. We will get nowhere
if there is a panie, or if we, by our actions,
lead farmers to believe that their sitma-
tion, dreadful as it may be, is really worse
than it actually is.

At the tea adjournment I was ques-
tioned as to whether all production was to
be benefited by the amount available. That
is so. Whatever the marketed crop may
be, that will be the guantity affected by
any sums available for increasing the price
per bushel. Tt will not only affect the
anticipated export quantity,

The Premier: We do not know whether
the plan will be rejected.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I think
the Commonwealth’s offer cannot bhe re-
jected. Without diselosing anything that
the Government may know, I eonsider the
attitude that must be adopted by the Gov-
ernment’s representatives is that, if an
amonnt of wmoney is made available,
although perhaps insufficient, still not un-
reasonable, the offer cannot possibly be
rejected. The States must draw upon
their rcsourecs, whether their major in-
terests be secondary or primary, in an en-
deavour to reach an equitable solution of
the contributions to bhe paid by the States.
I feel I can answer for the Premier when
I say that the State Government of West-
ern Australia will work towards that end,
and will endeavour to secure the maximum
amount possible for alleviation of distress
in the wheatgrowing industry. I know this
has been a very doleful story, but wheat
production is not the only industry that is
in difficulties.

A major problem of vast proportions
confronts those engaged in the pastoral in-
dustry of Western Australia. While T
have dealt at some length with the position
of the wheat farmers, I hope I shall not be
unduly tedious if I analyse the sheep and
wool position in this State. In some dis-
tricts those engaged in that form of pro-
duction are in a very desperate situation.
People do not generally recognise the fact
that little less than one-sixth- of the
world’s sheep and more than one-half of
the number in the British Empire, are to
be found in Anstralis. We produce one-
quarter of the world’s wool supplies. As
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indicating the huge flocks in Australia
compared with those of other countries,
the following details for the year 1937-38
are of interest:—

Australia 114,000,000 head.
Bussia .. . .. 69,000,000
USA .. .. 53,000,000 .,
Tnited Kingdom 25,500,000
New Zealand 30,000,000 ,,

During the past eight years no serious flue-
toations in those figures have heen recorded,
apart from a drop of 4,000,000 head in Aus-
tralia as the result of the drought in 1934.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There was a reduc-
tion in Russia, too.

The MINISTER for LANDS: New South
Wales has a large proportion of the Aus-
tralian sheep flocks, having 45 per cent. of
the aggregate number, while Queensland has
20 per cent. To give members an idea of
the magnitude of the pastoral industry of
Australia, T intend {o deal with the posi-
tion in each State, but before reaching that
point, I wish fo say very definitely that,
without doubt, Australia is the leading wool-
growing country of the world. Half the
world's production of fine merino wool
comes from Australia, and there is perhaps
no commodity in which Australin ean so
successfully compete with other countries
as in wool. Ounr product iz without peer
in the world’s produciion of quality wool.
The trend of world production of wool is
largely influenced by the export output of
five chief primery producing countries,
which are Anstralia, Argentine, New Zeu-
land, Sonth Africa and Uruguay. Those
<ountries, in the aggregate, produce 55 per
cent. of the world’s wool. The production
movements of those five countries influence
the world sitvation very seriously. Whereas
all other producers use their domestic sup-
plies for home consumption, the major pro-
portion of the production of the five eoun-
tries I have named is exported. In 1937-38
the Australian woolclip was 1,015,000,000
1bs. weight, which was far in excess of the
TUnited States of Ameriea, the next import-
ant producing eountry, whera the yield was
455,000,000 1bs. A point of importance o
be noted is that America uses all her pro-
duction of wool for domestic consnmption.
Apart from the five countries I have men-
tioned, all the other eountries use their
wool for local comsumption. Australia is
by far the largest producing and exporting
country. When T mention that in 1933,
which was a peak year, 957,000,000 Ibs.
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were exported, members can appreciate
what an important factor Australia is in
the markets of the world. In 1937, our
wool exports bad shrunk to 766,000,000 lbs.
The Empire produces 72 per cent. of the
world’s total exports, and 40 per cent. of
that Empire production is drawn from Aus-
tralia. Half our total exports are sent to
the United Kingdom, and 55 per cent of
England’s imports are derived from Aus-
tralia. France is the second largest buyer,
and during 1937-38 she bought 132,000,000
1bs. of wool. From time to time, part of
our clip has been purchased by the United
States of America, but the variations in her
purchases are very striking. In 1937,
Ameriea purchased 75,000,000 Ibs. of our
wool, whercas in 1938 she puorchased only
5,000,000 lbs. That serves to indicate the
tremendous variation in her purchases, The
importance of wool production to Austra-
lia’s internal economy is very simply indi-
cated in figures I have taken from the Com-
monwealth Year Book, in which a compari-
son is drawn between the wool exports and
the total exports. In 1937, which can be
taken ns an average year, the total Aus-
tralian exports were valued at £162,000,000
in Australian eurrency. Tn that year the
value of wool exports was £62,500,000, or
40 pexr cent of the total exports. In 1938,
the total Australian exports were valued
at £157,600,000, while wool exports repre-
scnted a value of £50,000,000, or 30 per
cent. of the total exports,

In order to show members the import-
anee of the wool industry in relation to
the goldmining industry, T might state that
wheveas in 1937 wool represented 40 per
eent. of Australia’s total exports, amount-
ing fo 162,000,000, in the same vear gold
represented 146 million pounds, and in
1938, 16.9 million pounds. Of the latter
amount 10.7 million pounds came from
Western Australia. That is another story,
whieh I will mention later. It is of extreme
importance to get a perspective of the total
value of the wool industry, when it is rep-
resented by such huge figures. Any com-
modity which brings to a ecountry
£60,000,000 of new money per annum, as
wool does to Australia, is certainly of
major importance, The sheep population
of MAustralia last vear exceeded 11414 mil-
lions. Of that total, 52.8 millions were in
New Sounth Wales: 18.86 millions in Vie-
toria; 92.5 millions in Queensland; and 8.9
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millions in South Austraiia. In Western
Anstralia the number had fallen to 8.7 mil-
lions. In Tasmania the number was 2.2
millions, Western Australia fell from her
peak of 11,197,000 sheep in 1934 to
8,717,000 lasi year. The e¢normous size of
the flocks in the Eastern States can read-
ily be gauged when I point out that only
7.7 per eent. of Australia’s total sheep are
in Western Australia. Althongh, as I indi-
cated earlier in the evening, Western Aus-
tralia exported 25 per cent. of Australia’s
export wheat, we have within our borders
only 7.7 per cent. of the total number of
Australia’s sheep. The total number of
bales exported by us last year was 177,820,
The total for Australia was 2,833,000, This
year we hope to market 232,000 bales of
wool. That is an early estimate made, I
think, by Dalgety & Co., Ltd. Of the
232,000 bales, only 70,000 will come from
the pastoral districts. I desire to deal with
that particular phase, in order to show how
rapidly our wool production has shifted
from one part of the State to another. The
inerease in the South-West Land Division
has not only been rapid, but progres-
sively rapid. Tn 1928, when Western Ans-
tralia had only 9,000,000 sheep, 50 per
eeni. were in the southern districts and 50
per cent. in the pastoral distriets. In 1938
the agricoltural districts had 6,100,000
sheep, while the number in the pastoral
distriets had lessened by 3,000,000. There
was ah increase of 40 per cent. in the agri-
cultural distriets, and a decrease of 45 per
cent. in the pastoral distriects. The value
of our wool yield last year was £2,293,996.
Greasy wool averaged about 10%4d. per 1b,,
whereas in 1936-37, it was 16.7d. per lb.
The depression price—in 1932-33—was
about 814,

Mr. Patrick: It is 10d. now.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A little
over 10d. T desire members to realise how
important that fluctuation has heen to our
all-prodnction figures within Australia.
The total sheep shorn in 1934 in Western
Australin was 5,593,718, The total shorn
last vear was 2,883,000. Although we have
taken it for granted that the worst years
in the history of the State were the depres-
sion years, when we considered things
could not have been much worse than they
were—]I refer to 1931-32—the figures I
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have quoted respeeting our pastoral areas
speak volumes.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes. Of course, they
would have been worse if we had had a
droughi to contend with then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In 1931
the income from wool from our pastoral
digtricts was £1,393,000, and in 1932 it
was £1,373,000, but last year it fell to
£907,000. Therefore, during the depres-
sion years we enjoyed a much more buoy-
ant time, so far as wool from the pastoral
distriets was concerned, than we did in the
past two years. A serious phase is that
the areas in which the terrific decrease has
been experienced ave sunited solely to the
production of wool and sheep, so far as
relates to surplus sheep. Our pastoral divi-
sion comprises most of our land outside the
South-West Land Division. The distriets
where most sheep are earried—the Ashbur-
ton. the Gascoyne and the Murchison—are
still suffering from dronght. Those whe
reside in the city and whose interests are
solely in the ety will find it hard to appre-
cinte that 600 miles from Perth there is
a huge nrea, with big properties, still in
the throes of the drought. There are many
stations, in my own district, which have
not had two inches of rain this year. There
are very many stations conjoined which
have had not more than 10 inches of rain
in the last five years, and they are still pass-
ing through 2 very serious time. No rain
has fallen in those parts, the recent benefi-
cial falls having oecurred in the southern
part of the State.

Referring to the effects of the drought, the
Pastoralists’ Association prepared a state-
ment for the States’ Grants Commission, in
which the following passage appears—

It is impossible to state definitely the full
monetary toll taken of the industry by reason
of thig drought, and in any case the cost of
reconstrueting the depleted floeks renders a
financial problem of the first magnitude, as in
most cases reserves had been eneroached
upon by the years of low prices which pre-
ceded the drought,

These terrific losses can be swmnarised

under three heads—

(a) depleted flocks,

(b) lower yield from surviving sheep,

{¢) deterioration in the quality of the clip.
Included in the stock losses is, of course,
the loss of lambs. The natural increase
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wonld, in normal times, be about three-
quarters of a million per annum. There
have been no lawbs. Inereased expenditure
has been incurred for fodder und agistment,
where it has been possible to obtain it, and
in endeavours to find water on the outskirts
and rougher parts of runs, also by increased
interest charges on inereased overdrafts.
The loss in eash earnings affect both country
and city, and in consequence less money has
been circulated in the e¢ity. In the three dis-
tricts of Roebourne, Gascoyne and Murchi-
son, shearers and shed-hands have lost in
wages a summ of £135,000 per year. It is
quite safe to say that in the Ashburton, Gas-
coyne and Murchison districts this year,
shearvers’ earnings are down £100,000, and
that, of course, has had serious repercus-
sions. The member for Roebourne (Mr.
Rodoreda) has had copsiderable experience
of transport matters and he i1s aware of the
tremendous losses that have been oceasioned
to transport companics. Those losses have,
in fact, been so serious as almost to drive
well-established firms out of business. The
pre-drought sheep population (1934) was
5,500,000. Fignves disclose that the shear-
ing for 1937-38 was down by 2,710,000.
Those unacquainted with that country may
have some idea of the dreadful position that
still obtains when I point out that there is
no railway nearer than hundreds of miles to
many of the properties. Some of the sta-
tions are 250 miles and more from the ports.
There are no stock routes open and no agist-
ment to which sheep may be sent. The
great distances to be covered add consider-
ably to the charges involved when an at-
tempt has to be made to save the stod sheep
and valuable rams and ewes. A ease is on
record in which the cost of fodder used and
other attempts made in an endeavour fo
keep alive the nucleus of a future flock
amounted to 27s, 10d. per head.

So the State deecline in the number of
sheep from 11,200,000 in 1934 to 8,717,000
in 1937 is almost entirely represented by
losses in the pastoral areas. Oune of the most
regrettable features of the whole business is
the loss of well-bred floeks. There aré many
flock masters who have devoted a lifetime to
breeding, eunlling and improving the flocks
in order to bring them to a high standard,
and some of the hest wools produced in Aus-
tralia have been the produwets of the flocks
of those masters. Yet in some instances
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almost the entire flock, almost all the strain
the man has been working on for a genera-
tion, has disappeared, and the replacement
of sheep of that quality is almost imprac-
tieable.

Mr. Patrick: That is the tragedy.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: It is one
of the tragedies. I may mention that the
increase of lambs is usually nearly 750,000
per amnnum, but another bad feature of
the drought has been that no elimination of
older sheep and their replacement by
younger ones have taken place on some pro-
perties for three years. In some instances
the youngest sheep to-day is over four years
old. Conscquently, even if relief were to
come before the summer, the position would
still be very serious indeed. When it is
realised that under normal price conditions
to-day these losses conld not be replaced
under £1 per head, some idean of the less
incurred will be understood. The wool loss
amounts to 27,000,000 lbs, an increase of
nearly 60 per cent. sinee 1934, The loss in
wool at eurrent prices amounnts to £2,000,000,
This loss of national income will eontinne
even if seasonal conditions improve. Apart
from the actual Iosses, another serious effeet
of the drought has to be borne in mind. I
think the member for Murchison (Mr. Mar-
shall), who has been well acquainted with
his distriet for 2 number of years, will bear
me out when I suggest that it is very doubt-
ful whether the productive capacity of some
of that country will ever be restored.

My, Marshall: It is uniterly impossible,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The tre-
mendous expenditure necessary to replace
the depleted flocks presents a problem of
serious magnitude to those engaged in the
industry. The loss in round figures—that is
the actual loss of sheep and of wool—is well
in excess of £5,000,000. The loss in na-
tional income is an indication of the serions-
ness of the situation. I have had an officer
attached to the Treasury, Mr. Goodes,
draw up a statement that clearly indieates
the cost to the Siate throngh the reduction
of income owing to the drought of the past
few years. He points out that the total loss
to the State exceeded, in some years, £4 per
head of the ecommunity. There was a total
loss of £1,800,000 in 1936, the same amount
in 1937, and £1,300,000 in 1938. He con-
siders that the actual loss in taxation re-
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ceipts has amounted to over £315,000 in the
past four years. In addition, of course,
there has been a corresponding reduction in
the carnings of publie utilities,

Hon. C. G. Latham: He has included
those losses in his figures.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ng, he
has not; the losses experienced by publice
utilities have not been ineluded in the figures
T have given. He has a separate comment
to the effeet that the loss on public utilities
has been very serious indeed. The interest
charges on wool produced, as ean well be
imagined, have soared tremendously. On
some properties those figures amount to
nearly 44. a Ib. of wool produced. One sad
feature of the whole situation is that even if
1.000,000 ewes were available as replace-
ments, they would all have to be purchased
from borrowed money. In spite of anv
statements that may be made to the eontrary
the Government has shown practical sym-
pathy to pastoralists and has made some
hiz concessions to the industry during its
time of stress. We anticipate that the pas-
toral rents waived—that is, up to the end
of December last vear, and not connting the
eurrent vear—will exceed £200,000. In addi-
tion, rchates of freight have heen made in
respect to the transport of fodder and deve-
lovmental material. Afier agistment, sheep
have heen returned free of cost to properties
that are accessible by rail, and the amounts
allowed for restocking and fodder rebates
also reach a considerable sum. The position
in regard to the waiving of land rents is
still very serious from the Treasury stand-
point. Tt is diffienlt to suggest whether a
halt may be ecalled under the Ilegislation
irtroduced by this Government to give relief
in that partienlar direction. The figures
indicating individnal losses are in some in-
stanees considerable. There are flocks in
the (inscoyne that have deereased from
30,000 sheep to 5,000, and the debt per head
on some stations is over £8. There are
croups of stations, particularly in one
district in the State where the debt perx
head on the remaining sheep cxceeds £7.
When that position is appreciated T am
sure members must realise the need for
giving consideration o an industry that has
meant so much in our national economy.
More than that, it has proved to be an in-
dustry capable of profitable occupation of
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that tremendous area of Western Australia
in which the rainfall is Iess than 10 inches
per annum, Forty-nine per cent. of West-
ern Australia has a rainfall of 10 inches or
less per annum so that the oeccupation of
that territory by an industry that can be
made profitable is necessary. It cannot grow
fat lambs; it cannot grow very many other
commodities in competition with the more
populons and favoured sonthern distriets.
Therefore I ask members to give some con-
sideration to the very important aspect
raised by the member for Nedlands the
other evening—the necessity for the con-
finmed maintenance at least of that very im-
portant part of the State.

This area has been responsible for the
production of & tremendous amount of
wealth, and the point raised by the Leader
of the Opposition—I read his speech—
about the saving of ewes and the prohibi-
tion of the killing of ewes of suitable types
has muck to commend it. Whilst there is
not a large proportion of south-western
sheep suited to north-western conditions, we
certainly should take stock and save those
that might at least form the nucleus of
future valuable production in the North-
West. Effective occupation of this ferm-
tory, even with its low rainfall, is of vital
moment to everyome. Iis future depends
upon wool, and iis problems are separate
and distinct from those of distriets suffiei-
ently well-endowed by Nuture to grow other
commodities.

I bave suggested that the Government has
clearly shown its desires. It has supported
plans and taken action to afford practieal
relief to the industry. Tt is prepared to
support re-construction as far ss is legiti-
mately possible with due regard to all its
responsibilities in other directions. That
is an attitude of mind I would commend to
other industries in this State. That is where
the Government stands in relation to all in-
dustries. It is prepared to accept its re-
responsibility to any and all industries in
the light of its responsibility to all,

In so far as the pastoral industry is con-
cerned, before the Government can do
much more, it must know more of the actual
position. This means that the debt position
is fundamental. Obviously money is required
for futore stocking and to enable pastoral-
ists to carty on. Undoubtedly it is very
necessary at this stage that mutual confld-
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ence should be encouraged between those
who have had the financing of the industry
and the people they have financed. The
finaneial institutions, which have been built
up and have prospered on this industry,
have within their own resources the ability
and the capaeity to rectify much of the
trouble. The possibilities within the re-
serves of the banks and financial institu-
tions offer the opportunity if they have the
will. I am not referring to hidden reserves
which have been made possible by writing
down or by valuations of ecity properties,
but I am referring to the reserves repre-
sented in what is known as sound business
—considerable writing down amounting fo
millions which has taken place in the
banks’ private aceounts and books.

There are many properties in my distriet
that have debts exceeding £25,000, some
exceeding £50,000. The client so written
down has no knowledge of his true posi-
tion. The bank assesses the aceount accord-
ing to what it is considered to be worth.
The banks have red ink accounts, and the
writing down has protected the banks. A
client does not know that position. He has
submitted to him a statement of the com-
plete account showing the extent of his
whole indebtedness and so we reach this
position: a man may have other assets; pos-
sibly he owes the bank £40,000 and he finds
that the amount is £40,000, but where a man
owing £40,000 has no other assets, the ae-
connt is written down, but the client knows
nothing of it.

Hon. C. & Latham; Suspended, really.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Surely
at a time sueh as this it is no revolutionary
proposal fo suggest that those who have builc
up their assets and reserves from the indus-
try should be the first ones to ensure that the
industry does not languish. There is nothing
savouring of repudiation in that sugges-
tion, and I think one of the first steps to-
wards reconstruction and the restoration of
confidence in the indunstry would be a move,
not by the Government, not an inquiry by
Royal Commission, but a move by the fin-
ancial institutions to eonsider each aceount
in the light of the possibilities of the future.
Nothing I could think of would do more to
restore a feeling of confidence and security
in the fature than approaching the problem
in this way.

In its methods of finance the pastoral in-
dustry is very different from the wheat in-
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dustry and very different from any other of
our industries. Tt has not been financed with
Government money. There are very few
unsecured creditors; in faet, it might almost
be said there are no unsxevured creditors.
All the business passes throngh one channel;
the banker is the merchant and the store-
keeper. While I can say that to my know-
ledge no application for sustenance has ever
been turned down, it is all very well to kerp
th> property alive by those means, bui a
much greater gesture of compassion is neces-
sary if people who have invested £20,000 of
their own money are not to walk off many
of the properties. Reeently I travelled on
the train in company with the Premier and
spoke to people who had pastoral interests.
One man informed me that he had put into
his property £16,000 of his own eash. He
owes the bank many thousands of pounds
and the bank is seeking further security
from him. The assct is now regarded as
insufficient to carry the whole of the amount
leaned and the client is simply adopting the
attitnde—"T am prepared to lose my £16.000;
von ean take the property.” The main
assets of the industry are the men reaved
in the industry, the men who have pro-
dnced considerable wealth in the activity in
which they have been trained. I have quoted
the Pastoralists’ Association as saying—
Rec-mstruction involves a financial preblen.

of the first magnitude and reserves have heen
encronched upon.

1 presume that the reference is to private
veserves, and therefore 1 think that the
first step in reconstruction should be
at  least some consideration of the
accounts whieh have been transferred as
book entries to make the position of the firm
and not the position of the client more secure.
We have lent to the Pastoralists’ Association
the services of two highly qualified men to
diseass with that body what might be the
basis for the reconstruction of the industry.
The officers to whom I refer are the Sur-
veyor-General, Mz, Fyfe, and the manager
of the Agricultural Bank, Mr. Abey. I hope
that the diseussions they have with the lead-
ing representatives of the Pastoralists’ Asso-
ciation will bring forth some adequate solu-
tion that will not carry even a suggestion
of Government interference.

1 am afraid T bave told a very dismal
story in connection with wheat, and not &
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much brighter one in connection with wool.
Whilst we must consider these matters with
grave concern, we should not view them with
fear. Both industries, and others of which
I have made no mention but which are in a
serious plight to-day, nced some inspiration
and some approach to confidence on the part
of those engaged in them, and the material
assistance of all citizens. The policy of self-
sufficiency on the part of nations outside the
Empire could perhaps be desecribed as poison
gases slowly destroying all possibility of
international trade and international seeur-
tty. That seems to me to be the beginning,
and possibly the end, of many of our rural
problems, in addition to our industrial prob-
lems. The marketing of eggs, for example,
offers very little better prospect in the future
than docs the marketing of wheat. Pork, as
stated by the member for Canming (Mr.
Cross), does offer some hope-———.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The supply will
reach the demand there, perhaps,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Thd
dairying industry of the country, which last
Yyear produeed £1,087,000 worth of products,
is very buoyant. There is still g possibility,
by making a survey, by taking stoek of all
Australia’s rural industries, of finding other
industries which can be developed and to
which enconragement should be given. That
is the attitude of the Federal Minister for
Commeree to-day. He has set forth propo-
sals which in essence mean that we are tak-
ing stoek, Although no common rule ean be
applied to any one industry, it is essential
and urgent that we should know where we
stand in these particulars.

I should like to make some further com-
ments on the policy of self-sufficiency as it
has affected the producing and exporting na-
tions, as well as those which have their own
internal desires in that regard. The policy
of self-snfficiency is possible only to coun-
tries of tremendous population and great
natural resources. If, as in the case of Auns-
tralia with only a few million people, we have
a preponderance of one production, whether
of wheat or wool, we must be faced with one
of two things; either to reduce that produec-
tion to our domestic requirements or to find
some person outside our country who is will-
ing to enter into reciprocal trade with re-
gard to these and some other ecommodities.
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There is no other alternative. It is obwi-
ous that in Australia, which is so largely
dependent upon her internal eeonomy for
her inecome from exporis, whilst we have no
demand for some of our commodities we
must endeavour to create a demand for
others which we still have to sell. Fortun-
ately, Anstralia is in the happy position of
having many eommodities the world is an-
xious to buy. Gold is the bright spot in
Western Australia’s economie structure, for
with us gold production is stable. There is
this to be feared and this to be faced, If
Ameriea were to cease buying gold, the in-
dustry in Western Australia would soon be
in a serious position. We ean only hope
that the nations now using gold as a com-
modity will continue their demand for it.
We have before us the very obvious fact
that gold has provided the balanee for other
industries in this State. The industry has
been so buoyant that we should be very
grateful for what it has done for this State,
and for what it has contributed to industry.
The inerease in the production of gold re-
presented in value last year the equivalent
of the decrease in the value of wheat ex-
ported. That teaches us a lesson, namely,
that we should take advantage of the posi-
tion and realise that this State with its
enormoug compass, and the many industries
constituted within it, is likely at some time
to suffer a serious sethack. By taking stock,
in an endeavour to promote all other indns-
tries that are languishing, or are of minor
importance at present, we as a Government
are endeavouring to play our part in bring-
ing about a proper balance. I am afraid I
have tended to become tedious in my re-
marks. I should like strongly to support
the sentiment which the member for Ned-
lands (Hon, N. Keenan) voiced in relerence
to the remark of the member for Mt. Mag-
net (Mr. Triat), that this is not & one-man
job. It is not the job of any one section.
The inherent idea in most Australians, that
when they have elected people to Parliament,
those people, and they only, have the respon-
sibility, is one we should do our utmeost to
dispel. In these times we require co-opera-
tion between individuals. It is the responsi-
hility of ail industries and individuals, ne
matter whether they be bankers or what they
may be, to seek by co-operation to overcome
the ills which they desire Governments only
to cure.
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TABLE A.

WHEAT ACREAGE—AUSTRALIAN STATES,

1,000 Acres,
New South Total—Four Tatal,
South Western Queens-
Season. 'Whales, includ-| Victorfa. Exportls Tasmanla. | Common-
ing A.C.T. Australio. | Austrolla. | “5PE 8 | land. wealth
1920-30 3-075 3-560 8-646 8-568 14-755 204 17 14-970
1930-31 6-137 4-600 4-181 3.956 17-8B74 272 10 18-165
1981-32 3-0885 3-668 4-071 3-169 14-481 249 12 14-742
1032-33 4-808 3-281 4-067 3-380 16-483 250 1 15-764
1933-34 4587 8-053 3-822 3-182 14-645 232 24 14-902
1834-35 3-885 2.459 3-188 2.764 12-308 220 17 12-545
1695-38 3.858 2-324 2-900 2-641 11-708 240 10 11-958
1636-37 3084 0.304 8.058 2:575 12-011 2B4 2] 12-318
1937-38 4-487 2-488 3.162 g-028 13-341 ars 21 18-7356
1038-30 4:218 2:748 3-084 3.208 13-348 400 10 13:758
Average 10 years ... 4-280 3-063 3-527 3-148 13-096 278 17 14-238
Average 5  years,
1029-80 to 1933-34 4-438 8-803 3-657 8-451 15-449 241 18 15-708
Average 0§  years,
1034-85 to 1033-30 4-083 2-522 8-09¢ 2-B41 12-542 804 16 12-862

AVERAGE STATE ACREAGE AS PERCENTAGE

OF AVEBRAGE COMMONWEALTH ACREAGE.

Average 10 years ... 29.-8 21-4 24-7 22-0 B7-0 1-9 0-2 100-0
Avernge
1620-30 t.o 1983—84 28-3 22-0 26-2 22-0 68-4 1-5 01 100-0
Average
1934-35 t.) 1938-89 31-7 19-6 24-1 22-2 07-6 2-4 0-1 100-0
State’s average {lleld
per acre (in bushels) 12-69 1222 14-78 6-12 11-28 21-98
TARLE B.
WHEAT PRODUCTION—AUSTRALIAN STATES,
{Mlillon Bushela)
Jew South | Western Total Queens- Total,
Seazon. South Victorla. Exportin Tosmanfa. | Common:
Waloh Australla. | Australla, | “gP0-0E land, oalth
84-4 25-4 23-3 301 122-2 4.3 0-¢ 126-0
05-¢ 53-8 349 58-5 208-1 5-1 0-4 213-8
55-0 42-0 48-1 415 1868:6 3-7 0-2 1800-5
78-0 47-8 484 41-8 2109 2-5 0-4 213-8
57-1 42-8 35-4 37-3 172-4 4-4 0-0 177-4
48+7 25-9 27-5 270 1201 4-1 0-3 133-6
48-8 37-8 31-6 23-8 1413 2-7 -2 144-2
557 42-8 28-7 21-5 148-7 2-0 0-6 151-3
55-1 48-2 48-4 36-1 1828 8.7 05 187-0
1938-30 590-1 18-1 31-7 36-9 1458 8-5 -2 1546
Average 10 Sensons 550 884 847 85-8 184-8 4-1 -4 109-3
Avera 6 Sensons,
1929-30 to 1033-81 583 42:3 36-8 428 180-0 4-0 0-4 1844
Avernoe Seasons,
1034-35 to 1938-39 53-3 84-5 2-8 28-9 148-5 42 0-4 154-1
AVERAGE 3TATE PRODUCTION A3 PERCENTAGE OF AVERAGE COMMONWEALTH PRODUCTION.
Avernge 10 Sensons, ]
1929-80 to 1933-39 83-0 2.8 26+5 { 21.2 o7-3 2-4 0-3 100
Avernza 5 Seay
1828-30 to 1933 3«! 31-6 22.9 20:0 23-1 87-8 2.2 0-2 100
Avernge Seagon
1834-35 to 1938—-39 34-0 22-4 212 18-8 ! 87-0 2.7 0-3 100
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From Commonwealth Year Book, 1038,
TABLE C.

VALCE OF PRODUCTION—ALT INDUSTRIES—1036-37.
(Lnat available ond complete figures for all States.)

New South, Vie- Queens- Santh Tas- Western Total
— Wales, torla. land, | Australia, | manis. | Australla. ol

£ £ £ £ £ £ £
{milllons) | (millions) | (milllons) | {millions) | (millions} | {willlons) § {mtillions)
1. Pastaral, including Wool, Lambs,

Wheat, ete. 4378 21-95 16-15 8-1¢ 1-91 6-51 85-44

2. A cull:uml lncludlng Wheat. 2
Fru!t. Cane, and ali crops 2808 24:04 13-56 13- 02 3-17 644 91-381

3. Dnirylng, im:]udlng Plgs, Pou]r.ry
EBees, cte. 16-38 17-09 6-98 2-97 1-34 2-07 40-70
4. Tatal, all Branches of Agrlcultu.re 88-17 63-08 86-87 22-15 6-42 17-02 233-61
5. .'M.intng, Inciuding Coal, etc.* 10-14 1-62 3-62 2-51 1-02 778 27-20
8. Total, Primary Produciion 08-91 64:70 40-29 2488 8-04 24-80 260-80

7. Factory Output.. includi.nu Coats ot‘
Manufacture 19281 142.69 53-02 34-53 10-48 18-81 451-82
8. Total Revenue from Productinn ... 291-12 207-39 93-31 59-1¢ 18-50 43:11 712-62
9. Value of Whent Production 14-80 11-70 0-60 7-50 0-10 6-00 40-50

10. Percentnge of 4 represented by
Whea 18-6% 18-69% 1-8% 33-99% 1-89, 35-8% 17-3%

11, Percentaqe ol‘ 8 represented by
Wheat .. 309 5:89% 0-89 12-8% 0-5% 13-9%, 5-79,

12, Value per Head of Factory Output | £28-69 £31-70 £17-48 £20-86 £20-74 £17-50 £26-11

* In Western Australin 84 per cent s from gold.

TABLE D.
WHEAT—AUSTRALIA,
The folipwing statement sets out the Acreage, Yields, Prices and Bountles per bushel for the past 10 years:—

Total
Acreage. | Production. | Yield per Price. Bountlea, Amount
acre. Recelved.
Senson.
F.0.R,
1,000 acres. ,1,000 buaheis.l Bushels. th.l.liams- Per bushel. ‘ Per bushel.
Qwn.
g d. d, 8. d.
14-840 150470 10-78 41 4 104
14-977 126-885 8-47 31 3 10+
13-185 213-684 11-76 2 2 Bi
14-741 100-612 12-83 31 § b
16-766 213-927 13-67 2 ) 2 30
14-901 177-338 11-90 2 73 4 2 1;!
12-544 138-308 10-83 3 2 7+ ]
11-957 144 - 268¢ 12-06 4 31 3% 4 gg
12-318 151-300 12-29 b 5
1987-38 ... 13-785 187-265 13-68 3 5 3 5%
Average—10 Seasons ... 14-389 169-804 11-31 3 6% 2 3 8
1938-89 ... 14:110 154+ 543 10-95
TARLE E.

FARMERS' DEBT ADJUSTMENT,.
The followlng statement sets out the details of the operation of the scheme since cominencement :—

New Southi . ueens- South Western
— Wates | Victoris, | e8| 4o e, | Austraba, | Toeemenia| Total.

Commonwealth Advances to States to
31st May, 1030 £1,738,000 |1£1,872,000 | £545,000 | £700,000 | £1,004,006) £218,000 | £6,317,000

Disbursements by States to 335t May,
230 £1,350,000 '£1,068,000 | £4062,777 | £600,000 | £1,031,743] £203,073 | £5,745,286
Va]ue of debtr oo npproved claims prtor

to adiustment (at 31st March, 1038).... 1£3,537,845 £7,038,076 |£1,158,235 (£4,044,498¢/£13,119,008;, £780,83847£30,581,828
Amounts written off a prowd claims

(at 91st March, 193% £705,480 [£2,111,027 | £803,477 (£1,632,600a) £2,701,770 £128,244a] £7,607,016
Number of clalms lodzed (ot $1st March,

1938) 2,827 4,422 1,044 2,70%7a 3,804 6700 15,334
Number of clalms approved (at siat

March, 1939) ... 583 1,382 528 016a 8,159 380a 6,947

u As at 81st Derember, 1938.
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ME. SEWARD (Pingelly) [8.27]: With
other members I tender you, Sir, my con-
gratulations upon your elevation to the
Speaker’s Chair, and express the hope that
your perviod of office will be an enjoyable
one. ¥rom our experience of von as Chair-
man of Committees we are able to form the
opinion that you will be equally snceessful
in the higher office. I also congratulate the
member for Murchison (Mr. Marshall) upon
his election as Chairman of Committees. To
the new Ministers T exterd hearty congratu-
lations. Without detracting from them in
any way I regret that we have lost as Min-
ister a member who oeeupied a seat on the
Government hench last vear. From that
hon, member we glways received the greatest
consideration and assistance during his term
of office. I eongratulate the new members
upon their election, and say without fear of
confradiction that their advent to the House
has considerably strengthened its debating
forees. T shall not to-night deal with much
beyond the question of wheat. Before turn-
ing to that subjeet, however, T desire to
allude to one or two other items. The first
of them, unfortunately, is one that has been
mentioned by all those who have held the
position of member for Pingelly over a great
number of years, It is the question of the
Pinegelly water scheme. We had hoped that
that secheme would have been disposed of
long ago, but the hopes have not heen real-
ised. However, during the last year or two
new forms of catchment have been adopted
hy the Water Supply Department. One of
them is the bitnminising of eatchment areas.
Consequentlv we are hopeful that that svs-
temy may be applied to Pingelly with sue-
cessfol results. It is of conrse well known
that Pingelly has an ample rainfall to meet
itz requirements, but the partiealar difficulty
in that area has been the impossibility of
conserving water in an éarthen reservoir.
The eround throughout that part of the
State 1= porous. We have rocks which
micht form a ecatchment within abeut 10
miles on either side of the town: but there
again is a difficulty—the cost of piping the
water into the town. The expenditure on
pires brings up the tota! cost of the scheme
to a figure rather high for the population
to hear. SHIl. T am hopeful that the Min-
ister and his officers may he able to get this
bhituminised eatchment ares, and put down
a cement dam somewhere close to the town,
and thereby reduce the cost of piping.
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Thus would be solved a problem which has
heen highly troublesome over a number of
years. We have the spectacle of residents
of the town of Pingelly hearing som-
monses which netify that unless they pay
within seven days they will be taken to
court. That is rather an awkward position
for the Government to take up, and, I have
no doubt, painful to the Government as
well as te the individual. The present
scheme is almost useless. True, the water
can be used for sewerage tanks and flush-
ing purposes. It is also true that Pingelly
eannot get on without a seheme. Yet the
Government is faced with an expenditure
of £1,000 a year for pumping the water,
while the annual revenue is approximately
£500. The system is especially unsatisfactory
heeause the people ave naturally reluetant to
pay for water which really they eannot use.
The position is umpleasant for all parties;
and I hope the Minister and his officers will
concentrate on a bitumen catchment, so that
the trouble may he overcome within the next
twelve months.

During the past year there has been in-
augurated in the 3,500-farms area a new
system of transport. The system has given
satisfaction in some areas, but unfortunately
not in that part of the 3,500-farms scheme,
which is situated towards the eastern end of
the Pingelly clectorate. The main cause of
trouble is that under the bulk-handling sys-
tem that portion of the electorate is too far
removed from the railway to permit of ex-
peditions transport. Conseguently the far-
mers there had their wheat all stacked up in
the paddocks, heing unable to get it away.
Rain eame, and caused a great deal of dam-
are. The Government has bad under con-
sideration a request of the settlers for =
scheme of erecting butk bins in that area,
and I am firmly convinced that that is tha
only solution of the problem. However, as
we are all aware, the Government has ample
avenues for the expenditure of any money
that eomes into its possession. Consequentlv
T desire to saggest to the Minister coneerned
an amendment of the Bulk Handling of
Wheat Aect, which wounld give the Bulk Hand-
ling Company power to evect hins at places
other than railway sidings.

The Premier: If we have to restriet the
production of wheat, how will we get on?t

Mr. SEWARD: If we have restriction of
th~ produetion of wheat it will not apply to
this district, for there is nothing else the
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disiriet ean grow, by reason of its undeve-
loped nature, and also because the distriet is
too good to surrender from 2 wheat-growing
standpoint. Owing to its undeveloped state,
it cannot readily turn to sheep or oats.

The Premier: There is the cost of trans-
port.

Mr. SEWARD: That is a matter which
will have to be gone intfo.

The Premier: It is a serious matter.

Mr. SEWARD: The point I want to
make is that other parts of the State can
be turned more easily than that part from
wheat-farming to sheep-farming. That part
of the State should he the last to be taken
out of that particular vocation.

The Premier: What does it cost the far-
mers there to transport their wheat?

Mr. SEWARD: The distance is about 300
or 400 miles.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Not for all those
farmers.

The Premier: And then there is motor
transport, and after that there is bulk
handling.

Mr. SEWARD: That is not my point.
The point I am al is that in order to relieve
the Government of the neressity of finding
extra money for the ercetion of bulk bins,
it should bring down a Bill to amend the
Act as 1 have suggested. The company
would be willinT to ercet the bins, and could
find the money.

The Premier: But can wheat be profitably
produced in that distriet in view of the
heavy transport charges?

Mr. SEWARD: I am not going fo say
that it can bhe done with wheat at 1s. 9d.
per bushel. However, if it is fo continue
at 1s. 9d4., the whole question of wheal-
growing will have to be reconsidered. So
long as wheat-growing confinues in that dis-
trict the people will desire this better method
of handling their wheat. It will be done
hetter and more expeditiously by bulk bins
erected in the loenlity than by the present
system of earting 40 or 60 miles to the
railway.

The Premier: Tt does not pay.

Mr. SEWARD: Passing from those two
matters, I wish to vefer briefly to another
disability of the farming community. Thai
is the question of houses. It was men-
tioned by the momber for Katanning (Mr.
Watts) a few evenings ago that a need
existed for a housing seheme in our farming
areas. We are all agreed as to the neces
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sity for providing houses for the workers,
and there is no reason why the scheme
should not be extended to the farming com.
munity. I venture to say that the farm-
ing community of this State is as badly
housed as any farming eommunity in any
part of Anstralia; and that is easily
explained. The settlers went on to
the properties, in many cases taking up
virgin counfry without any capital, the
funds being provided by the Government.
The settlers immediately set about making
improvements in the shape of fencing,
water supply, and so forth, giving, as is
customary with settlers, the least con-
sideration to their homes, A settler would
put up any kind of house at the outset,
naturally hoping in time to improve it.
That hope, however, has been deferred,
with the result that when one goes through
the country one sees many houses which
would not he permitted in any part of the
metropolitan ares, or in any eouniry town
either. The Agricultural Bank is em-
powered to borrow if it requires funds,

Hon. C. G. Latham: And if it can raise
loans.

Mr. SKWARD: We have also given the
Bank power to make advances for build-
ing houses on thuse securities. One see
tion of the Act empowers the Bank to advance
up to 70 per cent. of the cost. The State’s
timber industry is, at all events, not enjoy-
ing as good times as might be wished,
Accordingly it seems to me that there is
a highly desirable outlet for timber in
building houses on farms at reasonable
cost. If a man desired a better home and
had capital with which to supplement the
amount set aside by the bank of, say, up
to £400, then he could build a cement house,
and he should be permitted to do so. I
do not think there would be any objection
to that. A definite statement is required
of the Government’s infention to amend
the Agricultural Bank Act so that a cer-
tain amount of money may be made avail-
able for the building of houses. If that
were done, and tarmiers made use of the
provision, the value of their properties
would be improved and the better housing
would certainly contribute to the greater
happiness and comfort of the farmer and
his family. Many people suggest that a
house is not a revenue-producing asset, but
I do not agree with that contention. Any-
thing that tends to add to the comfort
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of a man, his wife and family on his pro-
perty represents a decided asset. However,
I make the suggestion to the Government,
and I trust it will be found possible to
amend the Agriconltural Bank Aet so that
a speeifie sum mmay be provided to enable
farmers to ereet decent homes in which to
live.

Next I shall refer to the wheat-growing
industry, which is a burning question
among the farming community to-day. Be-
fore doing so, I desire to tender my evn
gratulations to the Minister for Lands
upon his long, informative and painstaking
speech to the HMouse to-day. His utter-
ance showed the close attention he has paid
to the problen during the last few weeks.
While I congrafulate him from that stand-
point, I am not deterred from remarking
that he did not deal with the aspeet that
I and farmers generally wished him to dis-
cuss. In eonsequence, I must refer to that
particular omission, 1 was particularly
atruck by a phrase he used in the eonclud-
ing portion of his speech. He was dealing
with the financial institutions, the banks
and so forth, and said that a firm that
had built its reserves through thke industry
should stand by that industry in the time
of its need. I would substitute the word
fi3tate’’ for “‘firm.”” His remark would
then read that a State that had built
its veserves throngh an industry should
stand bv that industry in its time of need.
Last week the Premier said that it was not
necessary to make any further announce
ment regarding the proposals that emanated
from the reeent eonference in Melhourne, on
account of the stutement he had made
through the Press. Fortunately, it will not
be necessary for me to deal with that utter-
anee, becanse of the statement made by the
Minister for Tands this evening. Had it
not been for the Minister’s speeeh, the
Premier would have been called upon to
give a great deal more information before
the wheatgrowers would have been enlight-
ened, if not satisfied, as to the meaning of
the proposals or recommendations, if they
were such, that emanated from the confer-
ence.

The Premier: They were
gestions.

Mr. SEWARD: Then the wheatgrowers
are very anxious to know what exactly are
those suggestions. Thew are not content to
git down and have some problem determined

merely sug-
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for them unless they know what the pro-
posals are and what they mean, They must
understand the proposals before they can
express satisfaction or dissatisfaction. On
the basis of the remarks of the Minister for
Lands to-night, we can take it that if the
proposals, ss suggested by the conference,
were given effect to, and £3,500,000 were
made available, the farmers would be paid
on the basis of a 140,000,000 bushel ecrop,
which would mean that they would receive
Jd. a bushel on that particular guantity of
wheat produced.

The Premier: Plus the flour tax.

Mr. SEWARD: Plus nothing;
farmer gets 5d. ont of that amonnt.

The Premier: And the flonr tax.

Mr. SEWARD: I will deal with that
in a minute. During the last few days the
Prime Minister made a statement in which
he said that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment had made available a sum of £7,000,000
to relieve the wheat-growing industry, That
statement is not correct, and I want to deny
it emphatically.

The Premier: Hear, hear!

Mr. SEWARD: The fact is that £3,500,000
was to be made available by the Govern-
ments, Commonwealth and State, and the
balance was to be provided by the people
of Australia, including the wheatgrowers
themselves, How on earth the Prime Minis-
ter could meke such a statement, I do not
understand.

Mr. Rodoreda: The people of Australia
will provide all the maney.

Mr. SEWARD: The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment is to make available funds from the
flour tax; but thet is paid by the people of
Australia, too.

Mr. J. Hegney: And that will be re-
flected in the price of bread, so that they
will bave to pay that as well,

Mr. SEWARD: No.

The Premier: That applies to all the
people of Australia.

Mr. SEWARD: Yes, eventnally; but not
in the way the Prime Minister indicated in
his statement, The Governments are to
make available £3,500,000, but the people
are to provide the balance of the money.
According to last Thursday’s “West Ans-
tralian® the Premier stated that as the
financial part of the scheme bad been
adopted, it was not necessary for him to
go to the conference in the Eastern States
at the end of this month, and that the Min-
ister for Lands would attend.

the
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The Premier: I did not say the finaneial
scheme bad been adopted, because, obviously,
it has not been.

Mr. SEWARD: I took the quotation
direct from the report in the Press, and
the Premier can look it up for himself, I
can only go on the statement that appeared
in the “West Australian.” However, deal-
ing with the statement that it is not neces-
sary for the Premier to go across to discuss
the financial phase any further, I confend
that that phase has not even been discussed,
let alone adopted. 1 advance that eon-
tention because the proposals from the con-
ference so far are totally inadeguate to
deal with the position. If I have read the
transactions of the conference correcily, the
Premiers, when the problem was discussed
in Melbourne, tackled it from the wrong
angle. Having ascertained the full finan-
cial extent to which assistance to the in-
dustry conld he made available, the confer-
ence determined that the amount the Gov-
ernments conld supply was £3,500,000. To
my mind that represcoted the wrong angle
from which to approach tke subject. In my
opinion the first question to be tackled
should be the cost of growing a bushel of
wheat. Plenty of authoritative information
on that peint is available to Governments.
Ministers should then have ascertained the
gap between the cost of production and the
price the farmer receives for his wheat when
he markets it. The sum represented by that
gap is the amount of money that should be
made available to relicve the wheat-growing
industry,

The Premiier: And if you cannot find that
amount of money?

Ar. SEWARD: It must be found.

The Premier: But it cannot be found, ac-
cording to the Prime Minister.

Mr. SEWARD: There may be some dif-
ficulty, as the Prime Minister has indicated ;
but if that difficulty exists, it is of
the Premiers' Conference’s own making.
I say that, becanse ouly a few months
ago the Premiers met and arranged for
the raising of not less than £41,000,000,
but made no provision whatever for
any attempt to stabilise the wheat industry.
TFhe various Governments knew that that
problem stared them in the face. 1If the
Prime Minister and the Premiers now find
difficulty in providing the sum necessary to
stabilise the wheat-growing industry, it is
because they neglected their duiy some
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months ago, when they failed to take the

matter into consideration at the time
they allotted expenditure amounting to
£41,000,000.

The Premier: But that money has not
been spent; it is only now being obtained.

Mr. SEWARD: I must be partienlayly
dense or 1 am expressing myself badly to-
night. I did not intend to insinuate that the
£41,000,000 haq been spent. What I said,
and I repeat it, is that the Premiers met
and arranged to raise £41,000,000 for cer-
tain work, but did not include anything for
the stabilisation of the wheat industry.

The Premier: Nor for anything at all
Each State was to get a certain sam of
money.

Mr. SPEAKER: Orvder! I must ask the
hon. member to address the Chair, and not
the Premier.

Mr. SEWARD: Our wheatgrowers will
not he content with treatment of that kind.
They have put up with it for too many
years. That has been the way in which most
of the bounties have been made available to
the wheatgrower; he has received so much
per bushel, irrespective altogether of whether
it will be sufficient to bring his receipts up
to the level of his expenses, which is the
only thing that counts to-day where he is
concerned. It is no use coming along and
saying to the wheatgrower, “We will give
you 10d. a bushel above the world price for
wheat,” if that amount will only bring him
a return of 1s. 10d. per bushel in all.

The Premier: We will give him all that
we bave; we can give no more than that,

Mr. SEWARD: T mentioned at the ontset
the necessity for standing by an industry
which has been of such great value to the
State. During the five years from 1927-28
to 1931-32, our wheat exports amounted to
no less a sum than £34,000,000, an average
of nearly £7,000,000 per year. At that time
our exports of wheat represented not less
than 38 per cent. in value of our total ex-
ports. Unfortunately, owine to depression
vrieew and restriction of production, prodne-
tion fell. Tn the subsequent five-year period,
nxparts fell to €22,000000, or an average of
£4,500,000 pe vear. But that £4,500,000,
althongh it is a return considerably lower
than that which we reccived previously, is
sufficient to pay our inferest bhill and leave
a millien pounds over. Our total exports
of wheat up to the vear 1837 amounted to
the colossal sum of £101,000,000. Next
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®omes  wool, which has contributed
£99,000,000. An industry which has pro-

duced such an enormous sum as £101,000,000
for the State is worth making great sacri-
fices for; in any case, an indusiry whieh,
in a declining period, alone brings to the
State £1,000,000 above the interest bill of the
State, surely deserves more support than a
miserable maximum of £200,000, as was sug-
gested by the conference recently. The Pre-
mier says that a greater sum cannot be
found. Yet it is remarkable that for the
two years ended 1938, this State was
able to raise £2,500,000 of loan money
for unemployment relief.  Unemploy-
ment relief is absolufely necessary, but
it should be provided out of revenue,
not loan money, unless an asset is
being created for the State. It has yet to
be shown that the expenditure of that loan
money has resulted in the ereation of an
asset. If we could find that £2,500,000 from
loan money for unemployment relief, we
are in duty bound to find more than £200,000
for the rescue of the wheat industry. The
member for Toodyay (Mr. Thorn), when
speaking a few nights ago, made some re-
marks on Government appointments. I de-
sire to say a word or two on the same snb-
Ject. 'When a conference of experts was
called fo prepare plans for the stabilisation
of the wheat industry, the two experts sent
from this State were Dr. Sutton and De.
Samuels. T do not want it to be thought that
I have anything against either of those
gentlemen. As a matter of faet, I do not
know Dr. Samuels. For Dr. Sutton I have
the highest regard. If we required an ex-
pert to guide us on wheat breeding, aon
knowledge of the types of wheat suited to
the vavious parts of the State, or on the
milling qualities of wheat, then in Dr. Sut-
ton we have an expert second to none in
Australia. When it comes (o marketing
wheat, however, and to the troubles asso.
ciated with world production of wheat, then
T hold we bave higher authorities than either
Dr. Sutten or Dr. Samuels; and I refer to
Mr. Teasdale and Mr. Bath. Why those
gentlemen were passed over is beyond my
comprehension. Even had the Government
not heen favourable to enlisting the services
of Mr. Teasdale, I eannot understand why
it did not avail itself of Mr. Bath's services.
I ventnre to say that no beiter authority
could he obtained in Australia to advise on
that particular question,
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But tkat is not the worst. The Pre-
miers' Conference failed to come to a deci-
sion. The Premiers intend to meet again
at the end of this month and experts have
bosn summoned again to thrash the matter
out further. For some extraordinary reason,
the experts seleeted for this occasion are
Mr. Donovan and Dr. Samuels. I have
nothing to say against Mr, Donovan; I know
him, and like and respeet him. He carries
out in an admirable manner his duties as
Chairman of the Agricultural Bank Com.
missioners. He has gnined considerable ex-
perience by reason of holding that position
and having acted as o Royal Commissioner on
the Agricultural Bank; but to emplov him to
continue the work already done by the other
two gentlemen is unfair to hkim, and most
distinctly unfair to our wheatgrowers. I do
not know whether the Government was look-
ing for someone to send for a holiday to the
Eastern States, but I certainly think the
Government has earned the censure of all
our wheatgrowers by not getting the hest
available advice to assist in the work of the
proposed eonferenae,

The Minister for Lands: Did you say the
Government was deserving of censure?

Mr. SEWARD: Yes, for sending offi-
cers

The Minister for Lands: Why?

Mr. SEWARD: The Minister was not in
his seat when T made the explanation.

The Minister for Lands: It will take more
explanation than you can give to make a
satisfactory statement.

Mr. SEWARD: The Government sought
the adviee of experts to assist the Premiers
in cvolving a plan for the stabilisation of
the wheat industry; and T said the experts
from this State were not the best available
for the job.

The Minister for Lands: You are a very
poor judge.

Mr. SEWARD: That is a mafter of
opinion. Others hold the same opinion as
I do. Does the Minister think I am reflect-
ing on those pavtieunlar rentlemen?

The Minister for Lands: Yoo certainly
are,

Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder!

Mr. SEWARD: T cxplained that in other
respects T held those gentlemen in great
esteem; but higher aunthorities were avail-
ahle to assist with expert advice at the con-
ference. What is extraordinary is that the
Government should now appoint another ex-
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pert to take the place of one of the two
whn have already attended conferences and
given their assistance.

The Minister for Lands: It is obvious that
yon do not know much about the matter.

Mr. SEWARD: We ean only judge by
the Press reports. If I do not know and
the wheatgrowers do not, at least they are
entitled to he told. Consequently, I took the
matter up in this House.

Mr. MeLarty : Tt is a matter of opinion.

Mr. SEWARD: Another matter with
which I wish to deal is the clause in the
snggested proposals from the ' conference
that payments should be made in May and
Decembor of ecach year. That is quite un-
suited to the farmer, by reason of the fact
—as anybody aequainted with farming
knows—that when he gets his first few hun-
dred hags off, he rushes them to the siding
in order to get sufficient money to pay off
gome lien, or to enahle him to carry on. He
then harvests the remainder of his erop and
markets it as quickly as possible. That is
what the average farmer does to-day. It is
necessary for him to do so, in order fo ob-
tain finanee to complete his harvesting, pay
his accounts and make arrangements for
earrving on in the futnre. If he has to
wait nntii May for a pertion of that pay-
ment, it follows that somebody else will have
to supply the money, beeanse the farmer has
not got it. T presnme that that somebody
elso will be a financia! institution. Has the
Governinent made inquiries from financial
institntions to discover whether they are
willing tn supply that ameuni? And if so, is
the farmor to pay for it? That is a matter
which is of vital concern to the farmers. I
bope the Government will make arrange-
ments with financial institutions, because T
enn assure Ministers that one particular fin-
ancial institntion, far from being prepared
to make money available, proposes to put
farmers off their holdings altegether. To
farmers, payment in Mav and December i«
totally unacceptable. If to make the pav-
ment in one amount is impossible, T suggest
that the first instalment be paid on the de-
livery of the wheat and the second nof later
than the end of June.

The Premier: We are not going to acquire
all the wheat. It will be sold in the usual
way.

Mr. SEWARD: I know that. The point
is that if the money is to be paid in May
and December, the farmers in some plases
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will he receiving part of the payment for
this year’s harvest after they have marketed
next year’s harvest. In the electorate of the
member for Greengugh (3Mr. Patrick}, for
instance, farmers will be harvesting this
year’s ¢rop in November. Consequently this
year’s harvest wonld be delivered and iu the
following month the farmers would receive
payment for the proceeds of the pre-
vious year’s harvest. As I have already
pointed out, the farmers can only barely
carry on, if at all, when they obtain
all their proceeds, as at present. If
they are to be denied receipis for 12 months,
the banks will have to make money available,
and they will ¢harge interest for it, so that
the amount being withheld from the farmers
will to a large extent he dissipated in extra
charges. However, if the money is to h»
paid in two instalments, T hope that the
Minister for Lands, when he goes to this
conference—and T hope the Premier will
accompany him—will effeet an arrangement
whereby one sum will be paid on delivery
and the second in June. I want to
make another appeal to the Premier—
to endeavour to obtain from the Com-
monwealth  Government  another pay-
ment from the flour tax to farmers this
year. When Federal Ministers were here,
it was stated that payment would be made
before the end of September. Now the
Prime Minister has made a statement that
the payment will be made in December.
That is decidedly unfair to farmers, who
require this money. This morning I re-
ceived an urgeni letter from a farmer ask-
ing whether this statement is true, because
farmers are incurring further expenditure
in connection with fallowing operations
and need this money to liquidate their lia-
bilities. 1 appeal to the Premier fo see
whether something cannot be done to have
that money made available before October.
The only matter that is worrying the
wheatgrower to-day is the necessity for
bridging the gap between the cost of pro-
duction and the amonnt he receives for his
wheat. The price to-day at the siding is
practically 1s. The added assistance he
will obtain if this proposal is earried into
effeet will be 10d.—5d. out of the
£3,500,000, and 5d. out of the flour tax, if
something is not taken off the amount to
help somebody else.  That means the
farmers will receive 1s. 10d. But we have
it on the authority of the Wheat Commis-
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sion that the cost of production is 3s. 8d.
That gap must be bridged and the farmer
cannot have it bridged in any other way
except by special assistance. So that
whether the amount comes {o more than
£200,000 or not, there is urgent need for it
to be made available, Last Friday I re-
eeived a letter from a wheat farmer who
gave me figures to illustrate his position.
He said his total expenses were £720. He
has to make that amount per year from his
farm. He expects to obtain 25 bales at £10
a bale, which would amount to £250, From
the sale of sheep he hopes for £75. He will
sell two horses for £25, and 2,000 bushels
of wheat at 2s. which wants to amount to
£200. The tofal revenne would be £550. So
as his expenses were £720 and his revenue
is estimated at £550, there would be a defi-
ciency of £170, the small return being
largely owing to the unfavourable sea-
son. He has been notified that no further
finaneial assistanee will be granted fo him,
and he will have to sell his farm by the
end of the year. He wants to know how
he is going to carry on unless the amount
of 2s. a bushel is inereased to a figure that
approximates his eost of production. That is
an absolute necessity, for he is now in a
hopeless position. If he cannot obtain more
than 2s. a bushel, he and his family will
have to walk off the property at the end
of the year.

I wish to refer to one or two matters
mentioned by the Minister for Lands in his
speech. The hon. pentleman said that the
Agriculfural Bank is going to insist on the
farmer cutting more hay, Once again that
is a matter of finanee. If any farmer
thinks for a moment that he has a crop
from which he will derive a greater return
by selling it as hay than from selling it es
a grain crop, he will cut for hay. If, how-
ever, as Someone suggested, the crop is
2 feet high, that crop is likely to be a
better grain than hay crop, and counse-
quently the farmer will strip it for grain.
The fact has also to be borne in mind thau
when cutting a erop for hay the farmer
knows the price of hay. I ean tell the
Minister that for years past—this year
was an exception—if the farmer seenred £1
a ton for his hay in the stack he was selling
fairly well. Not many farmers are willing
to cnt hay for that return. Moreover, very
often the farmer has not time to cart the
hay, and it lies out in the summer sun and
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is seriously affected by thunderstorms. Un-
less he can employ labour to do the hay cart-
ing while he harvests, the hay must remain
out. I assure the Minister that hay cutting
is a matter of finance. If it pays the farmer
he will cut the erop for hay.

The Premier: He can be paid to eut it.
If he does not use it, the State will take
it over.

Mr. SEWARD: That is all very fine, but
hay cannot be cut and stacked without
effeclive measures being taken to preserve
it. A stack has to be built and there has
to be a cement bottomn and a galvanised
iron fenece to keep out mice, if the hay has
to be kopt over the year. If the Premier
is not aware of that, he should have a
stack built without taking these precau-
tions and then see what a beautiful col-
lection of mice he would ultimately have.
When he opened up the stack, the simell
would be noticeable a mile away. There
is definitely a financial problem attached to
the cutting and keeping of hay. I have
had too much experience of that not to
know what I am talking about. In July,
better prices than £1 a tom are available
for hay; but when it is seni to market the
farmer finds that he is crushed out and re-
ceives less than £1 a ton nett.

The Premier: We have not seen any rats
up our way, or concrete floors for hay-
stacks either.

Mr. SEWARD: I am speaking of mice,
not rats. The Premier ean go to any wheat-
grower who crops for hay to any extent, and
will discover that the man lays down con-
crete floors.

The Premier: Some of the more pros-
perous farmers do so.

My. SEWARD: They are not prosperous;
they are sensible men who helieve in protect-
ing the hay. The Minister need not go he-
yond the Agrieultural Bank anthorities. If
he spoke to the Chairman, Mr. Donovan,
and ascertained what the Bank paid for hay
last vear, he would find there was not much
profit to the farmer selling at that price,
especially if he had to employ labour to cut
and staek.

The Minister emphasised the amounts
paid to the wheat-growing industry by way
of bounties which, in one year, amounted to
7d. a hushel, but he did not emphasise the
amounts that the wheat-growing industey
had pail in obtaining for other people that
which the farmer has not gained for himself,
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namely, the Australian standard of living.
The Prine Minister recently made an extra-
ordinary statement that in his opinion pro-
tection bad not increased the cost of pro-
duction to the farmer. I should be inter-
ested to learn how the Prime Minister ar-
rived at that conclusion. One has only to
consider the present price of commodities to
rerlise that the cost of production to the
farmer has inercased by 100 per cent. in
the last few years, I have before me a list
of the costs of varions articles utilised in the
wool industry, which is practically the same
as for the wheat industry, although some of
the items would not be required even by
those farmers who have sheep. Here are
some of the prices—

Shearing hand pieces, 1012-13, £2 10s. each;
1929, £5 17s. 6d. cach. No. 8§ galvanised wire,
1912-13, £8 53. a ton; 1939, £17 a ten. Kero-
sene, 1912-13, 7s. 0d. a case; 1939, 17s. a case.

Working men’s boots, 1912-13, 5s. 6d. a pair;
1939, 16s. a pair.

So it continues right through the list. Those
added costs have been brought about by the
policy of protection and the policy of the
Arbitration Court, Members are fully aware
of that. The poliey known as the new pro-
tection was introduced about 1903 under
which the worker was given some of the
protection afforded 1o the manufacturer.
That was quite & right poliey to adopt. Un-
fortunately it has continued ever sinee, and
a5 profection has been increased, so wages
bave risen also, with the result that the price
of evervthing the farmer has to buyv has
increased out of all knowledge. The party
to which I helong has been stressing for
years the fact that costs were piling up
yoar aftor vear while the price of the farm-
er’s produce has not even remained station-
ary but has fallen. Wheat is bringing only
one-third of the price that ruled in 1912,
whereas the eosts of all the artieles renuired
by the farmer have increased by 100 per
cent. at the very least, The same statement
applies to the pastoral industry. What my
party has heen telling the npholders of the
protectionist policy would occur has oeenr-
red. The costs have been piling up over
the vears until the farmer eannot now pro-
fitably sell either his wheat or his wool at
the ruline price. In 1913-14, 2s 94. to 3s.
a bushel was the regular opening price for
wheat, and with that price the farmer was
able to earry on. He is now nnable to carry
on any longer. In the proposals that eman-
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ated from the Wheat Confercnce recently
held in Melbourne, the farmer can see no
hope whatever. Consequently I deem it my
duty to move an amendment to the motion
for the adoption of the Addvess-in-reply,
as follows:—

That the following words be added to the
motion, ‘‘but this House regrets to advise
Your Excellency that in its opinion the pro-
vision made by the Conferemce of Premiers
for stahilising the wheat industry is in-
adequate.’’

On motion by Mr. Fox, debhate adjourned.

House adjourned at 2.15 p.m.

Tegislative Council,
Wednesday. 23rd August, 1939.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MILLS & WARE, LTD.
As to Sustenance to Strikers.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER asked the Honor-
ary Minister: Ave any of the employees of
Mills and Wave, Ltd., now on strike, in re-
ccipt of sustenance from the Government?

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:
Yo.

QUESTION—GOVERNMENT BUILD-
INGS, SCHOOLS, HOSPITALS, ETC.
Hon. A. THOMSON asked the Honor-
ary Minister: What is the estimated cost
of—1, Perth Technieal School additions; 2,



