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Mr, THOMSON: I amn not convinced thaf
what I am aiming at is provided for in the
Bill. As the hon. member says, we¢ are
dealing, not with the Jand, but with the
advanees to be made. It is said that the
returned men will have to be mniedically
examined before being permitted to go on
the land. I know several instances of
the wife and children carrying on the farm
while the husband and father is at the
Front. In the case of a man who comes
back physically incapable of carrying on
farming, and whose wife or son, or other
reliable person, is prepared to acecept the re-
sponsibility of working the farm for him,
provision shonld be made for such arrange-
ment. 1 appeal to the Committee to pass
the amendment.

The Premier: The Commonwealth au-
thorities would not agree to it.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clanse pub and passed.

Clause 6—Term ‘‘owner’’ in Roads Act
not o extend to Agrieultural Bank:

Mr. THOMSON: Will the roads board
have to lose the whole of the rates which
have accrued on ihe property, or will the
man who buys the land from the Agricul-
tural Bank have to pay the acerued rates?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: In
the case of indifferently improved land
forfeited to us, we hold that we should not
be compelled to pay the rates; and we de-
sire also to protect against the payment of
reads board rates; the man who takes over
the land. The bank should not be made re-
sponsible for the payment of rates on
every block that comes into its hands. Still
we have no wish to deprive the roads board
of any revenue to which the board is en-
titled.

Clause put and passed.

Title—-agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill reported without amendment; and

the report adopted.

House adjourned at 10.24 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers,

QUESTION—WAR LOAN, SUBSCRIP-
TIONS BY LOCAL GOVERNING
BODIES.

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Premier:
1, Has his attention heen called to the fact
that local governmeni bodies in Great
Britain are subscribing to the British War
Loan? 2, Does he favour the granting of
similar powers to municipalities and roads
hoards in this State to enable them to suh-
seribe to Australian war loans should they
so desire? 3, If so, will he introduece the
necessary legislation?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2 and 3,
Under our laws local authorities have no
power to invest their funds, their functions
being limited fo the raising of sufficient re-
venue from the ratepayers for the ratepay-
ers’ requirements only. I am not aware of any
local authorities having funds for invest-
ment, and at the present juncture I can see
no necessity for an alteration to our laws in
this regard.

QUESTION — AGRICULTURAL ROYAL
COMMISSION, COST,

Hopn. W. T). JOHNSON asked the Minis-
ter for Industries: 1, What has been the
total eost up lo date of the Agricultural
Commission, including fees, iravelling ex-
penses, rtailway fares and freights, motor
hire, ete.? 2, Is it expected that this aver-
age will be maintained until the Comiaission
leave for the Kast. If not, what will the cost

. be? 3, What is the estimated cost of the

Eastern trip?
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The MINISTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1, £1,850 5s. 5d. 2, No. This sum in-
cludes £148 10s. for raillway passes, and
£404 12s, for purchase of two motor cars.
The use of the eavs dispenses with the neces-
sity for railway passes, as occasional rail
journeys only are made, which are paid for
as they oceur. The purchase of cars is esti-
mated to effect a considerable saving on the
expense involved in hiring cars, members of
the Commission acting as their own chauf-
feurs. The estimated cost from now to date
of departare for KEastern States (Marech
3rd) is, on a pro rate bagsis, about £350. 3,
£150, plus ordinary fees and travelling
allowances.

QUESTION—POTAT(Q INSPECTION,

Hon. J. SCADDAXN asked the Minister
for Agrieulture: 1, Is he aware that the de-
partment has notified exporters of potaloes
that they must arrange for local inspection
and pay a fee of 2s. 6d. per ton, together
with the cost of opening and rebagging? 2,
Iz he aware that the reason given by the de-
partment is the prevalence in the State
of potato moth and grub? 3, In view
of the faet that imported potatoes are sab-
jeet to inspection and rejecion because of
the implied intention to prevent the introdue-
tion into this State of the moth and grub,
and in view of the now admitted prevalence
of the pest, will he cease this farece and re-
move this no longer necessary restriction,
and thus reduce the local cost of an essential
commodity ?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Exporters were notified that they
must submit consignments for local inspee-
tion, but no fee is charged. 2, Yes. 3, Moth
and grub exist at present, but in some locali-
ties in normal seasons this is not so. The
Eastern Stales require that we should in-
spect potatoes prior to export. It is deemed
advisahle, in order to minimise the spread of
disease, not to admit potatoes without in-
spection, otherwise disease may bhe infro-
duced to distriets already elean.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Bale of Liquor and Tobacco.
2, Agricultural Lands Purchase Act Am-
endment.
Transmitted to the Couneil.
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BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT
AMENDMENT.
Third Reading.

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS AND
INDUSTRIES (Hon. J. Mitchell—Nor-
tham) [4.407: I move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [4.41]: Be-
fore the question is passed, I should like to
ask the Minister in charge of the Bill if he
will recommit it so that members of this
House may have an opportonity of further
congidering Clause 5, and the amendment
thereto which I moved last night. T have
discussed this matter to-day with several
members of the publie, who admit that I am
perfectly correct in my interpretation of
Clanse 5. This elause distinetly states “who
have been,” and I was desirous of having the
words “‘or are” inserted, so as to make the
clanse applicable to those on active service.
I was merely desirous of having the Bill
brought into line with the conditions at pre-
sent existing under which land can be {aken
up and money advanced by the Agricultural
Bank, namely, the ordinary conditions pre-
vailing. I have one case in view of a man
who has gone to the Front. The case I refer
to is that of a tradesman who, if he returns
disabled, will be prevented from following
his usual calling. I cannot see why the Min-
ister should object to these words “or are’”
being embodied in the Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I do not think
the hon, member would serve any good pur-
pose by asking the Minister to recommit the
Eill for the purpose of the consideration of
a new clanse, because the Standing Orders
provide that no amendment shall be made in
and no new clause shall be added to any Bill
recommitted on the third reading unless
notice thereof has been previously given. No
notice has been given in this case.

Mr. THOMSON: I am going by what
was done in connection with the Sale of
Liguor and Tobaceo Bill. Would I not be in
order in moving for the recommittal of the
Bill?

Mr, SPEAKER: No, because notice
must be given. T suggest that the hon. mem-
ber should endeavour to seeure the adjourn-
ment of the third reading, and he can then
give nofice of his infended amendment.
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Mitchell -Northam) [4.45]: As I
explained fo the hon. member last night, the
words are not necessary. I am still of that
opinion, but I will eonsult the Parliamentary
draftsman, and if the words are required in
order to include men who are on active ser-
vice I will move that the Bill be recommitted
tor the purpose of the necessary amendment.

Mr. 8. STUBBS (Wagin) [446]: 1
move— .
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted to
the Council.

MOTION—WHEAT POOL, TO APPROVE
ARRANGEMENTS.
Message from the Governor received, re-
commending appropriation in conneetion
with the motion.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [4.50]: T move—

That, the Prime Minister having agreed
to advance the mnecessary money, this
House approves of a payment of three
shillings per bushsl as a minimum price
for the purchase of all f.a.q. wheat grown
by the farmers during the season 1917-18
on delivery at o raflway siding. Such
wheat to be subject to the conditions ap-
pluing to the present Wheat Pool, and to
the provisions of the Wheat Markeling
Act, 1916, and any amendment thereof,

As I briefly outlined when giving my re-
port of the proceedings at the recent Pre-
miers’ conference, the question of next
season’s wheat crop received very full con-
sideration there. The Prime Minister was
emphatic in placing before the conference
the necessity for encouraging all farmers
throughont Australia to put in as much
wheat as they possibly eculd for the har-
vest of 1917-18. Mr. Hughes pleaded that
it was a matter of national moment, repre-
senting greaf assistance to the FEmpire.
With that statement every member of the
conference was perfectly in aeccord; and
we next discussed how we conid best en-
courage the farmers in our varions States
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to act in aecordaneé with the Prime Min-
ister’s wish. It was suggested by the
Prime Minigter that the Commonwealth
should find sufficient money to make, through
the wheat pools in the various Btates,
a payment of 3s. per bushel to the farmers
of Australia for the harvest of 1917-18,
" Mr. Harrison: As a minimum price ?
The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. Harrison: Had that not better be
stated in the molion? Would it not be well
to deseribe the payment as an advance?

The PREMIER: No. If ‘‘advance’’ were
substituted for “payment,” the farmer
would be responsible for any deficiency.
The Prime Minister explained that bhe was
perfeetly agreeable, on behalf of the Com-
monwealth, to find the money requiied to
make to the farmer a minimum pavinent
of 3s. per bushel on delivery at railway
sidings.  After that, of course, the wheat
will be handled through the wheat pceol ie
the ordinary way. Facilities will be ar-
ranged if possible, to get the wheat to
market, and to get it there as quickly as
may be, and to realise it to the best advan-
tage. If the wheal should produce a return
allowing a margin over and above the pay-
ment of 3s. per bushel, that margin will go
to the farmer by way of dividend. In other
words, the farmer will be assured of getiing
at least 3s. per bushel for his wheat, no
matter what happens. If there is a loss,
the loss will be horne by the people of this
State; if there is a profit, that profit will
go wto the pocket of the farmer. Irom
the farmer’s standpoint there could not be
a better proposition than that whieh is be-
ing transmitted through me to this Parlia-
ment to-day. The Commonwealth finds the
money and makes the payment, and if there
happens to be a loss on the 3s. per bushel
the State will have to reimburse the Com-
monwealth, The position is very little
different from what it has been during
the past two years. We have already

had two gnarantees under the wheat
pool. But in this instanee it is speeci-
fically stated that the State is to
guarantee the payment of 3s. which

is proposed to be made by the Com-
tnonwealth. I shall not be eommitting any
breach of confidence in stating what was
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my attitude towards this propesal at the
conference. I said that the matter was one
of great moment to Western Australia, but
that as Western Australia produces a
greaier quantity of wheat per head of the
population than any other Australian

State, the risk in her case would be very
much greater. I further said that, as 1he
Prime Minister put forward his proposal
on national and Imperial grounds, perhaus
the Prime Minister and the Premiers would
agree to a Commonwealth guarantee, of
which we in Western Ausiralia would bear
our due proportion according to our popu-
lation. Thus, if & loss did happen, West-
ern Australia would be quite prepared to
vonme in and share that loss on a per capita
basis. To this proposal New South Wales,
South Australia, and Victoria took excep-
tion, as also did Queensland and Tasmania
—the two latter because they were not
wheat producing countries, and wanted to
know why they should be called on to
guarantes the farmers of Western Austra-
lia a price for their wheat. Vietoria, New
South Wales, and South Aunstralia, being
much larger producers of wheat than we
are, were at onec prepared to aceept the
Prime Minister’s suggestion. I declined to
wive any definite rveply off-hand, saying
that I would consuli Cabinet when I re-
turned to Western Australia, and that in
my opinion it was a matter that Parliament
also should deal with, because, after all
satd and done, a guarantee of this nature
might possibly mean a heavy strain on the
finances of the State. Tt is possible, though
not probable—I express the hope the event
may turn oot thus-—that this war may end
many months before the 1917-18 harvest
ean be placed on the market. It is just
possible that the Dardanelles may be opened
and that thus Russian wheat may reach
European markets. There is also the pos-
sibility of a bumper harvest in the Argen-
tine, the United Siates, or Canada, which
would seriously affeet the pniee of wheat.
To put it another way, there is just the
possibitity that the bhottom might fall out
of the wheat market, and that the gnaran-
tee of 3s. might involve a very serions loss.
If we are to have another harvest equal to
the estimated harvest we are now garner-
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ing, say 20 million bushels, this guarantee,

as lhon, members will see for them-
selves, might plunge the State into
loss. 1 am laking the very blackest view in

outlining what may happen. Suppose the
return was only 2s. Gd. per bushel instead
of 3s., the loss to the State on a 20-million
bushel harvest would amount to balf a mii-
lion sterling. If the price realised were only
2s., the loss on the same quantity would be a
million sterling. Having considered the mat-
ter, however, as far as we are able, the Gov-
ernment have come to the conelusion that,
whilst we ought to seek Parliamentary sanec-
ltion for entering into a guarantee of such
dimensions, the risk of loss is, in our opin-
ion, s¢ small, and the advantages resulting to
all who depend, eilber directly or in a see-
ondary degree, on agrienlture—which, in-
deed, means the great majority of the peo-
ple of this State—so great, that we are justi-
fled in recommending to Parliament the ae-
ceptance of the proposal. With my col-
leagues I have viewed the matter from all
aspecis, and in our opinion it is up to the
State of Western Australia, seeing that the
Eastern States have fallen in  with the
Prime Minister’s suggestion, also to come
into line and give this guarantee. We con-
sider (hat this course shonld be adopted, not
only from the point of view of the people
of this Stale, but also because of the un-
doubted henefit which will acerne to the
British Empire. Tt is of the greatest im-
porlance to the British Government to be
assured that the farmers of Australia are
doing their utmost to provide the largest
possible quantity of wheat, or in other words
of food supplies, for the use of their rela-
tives in the Motherland. In the meantime
the Prime Minister was aunthorised, and he
has already conducted negotiations with the
Tmperial Government, to try and cffect the
sale to the Tmperial Government of the 1917-
18 harvest. It is proposed to endeavour to
dispose of the whole of the erop, ronghly
estimated at three million tons. If this deal
is brought about, then, of course, our guar-
antee will not be required. The advance
will still be reguired heeause undoubtedly
ihe Commonwealth will not be able to get
payment in time to provide for the farmers
receiving their money at the siding. That.
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however, can easily be arranged. ‘There are
strong grounds for hoping that a satisfae-
tory arrangement will be ¢come to in connec-
tion with the negotiations that the Prime
Minister is pow carrying on, and 1 think
it will be more satsfactory to all concerned
il a deal of that kind ean be brought about.
We also have to take into eonsideration the
other view thal if we refrain from giving
relief of this sort to our farmers they will
undoubledly be discouraged. No man ean
foretell what the operations of the wheat
market 18 months hence will be, and if this
advanee is not provided for, our farmers
will not be likely to put in the area they will
olherwise do. Under all the ecircumstances
I have not the slightest hesitation in saying
that we ought 1o enter inte this agreement
notwithstanding the gibe of one of my
friends opposite that I am beecoming social-
istiec. I am gquite prepared to be socialisiic
under the circumstances now appertaining
when the needs of the Empire are at stake
and the requirements of the British soldiers
have to be taken inte consideration,

Hon. J. Seaddan: Force of circumstances.

The PREMIER : Circumstances of course
alter cages, and I do not think even the
leader of the Opposition would argue other-
wise,

Mr. Hudson: The farmers are advocating
a continnance of the pool.

The PREMIER: Undoubtedly, and I see
mno reason why they should not.

Mr. Munsie: Yon did a little while ago.

The PREMIER: The faets which I have
related are brieflly the reasons for bringing
forward the motion. The Rastern States
have adopled the suggestion; they are quite
willing to guarantee their own farmers to
this extent. Y hope the House will consider
this matter and realise that in proteeting the
inierests of our own people and our own
State we are taking what is a legitimate risk,
and that in the interests of the limpire it-
self the risk is one we might fairly bhe en-
titled to {ake, remembering the many bles-
sings we enjoy owing to Lhe protection the
Metherland gives ns. In eonclusion I would
say that the price it is proposed to guaran-
tee our farmers, namely, 3s. a bushel at the
siding, and added to that the eost of taking
io the port of shipment another 8d. or 9d. a
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bushel, gives an eguivalent of the average
price which has been obtained for our wheal
during the past 10 years. We must there-
fore come to the eonelusion that this is a fair
sum we are guaranteeing, and that the
farmers will be induced to do their part in
Western Australia as they are likely to do n
other parts of the Commonwealth, and that
lhey will sow as much wheat as possible in
order that the food supplies of the Empire
may be benefited. I have much pleasure in
submitting the motion to the favourable
congideration of the House.

Mr. WILLMOTT (Nelson) [5.5]: I am
pleased indeed that the Premier has moved
this motion. We must all be of the one
opinion and that is, that it iz absolutely a
national duty that we should grow all the
wheat we can in the 1917-18 season. Un-
fortunately the warld’s markets and the
whele of the trading system generally are so
upset that the ordinary channels of eom- -
meree are not available to us.  Therefore
something must be done, otherwise many of
our farmers will not be in the linancial posi-
lion to take the risk of growing a erop.

Mr. Carpenter: Do yon Lhink this pro-
posal will satisfy them?

Mr. WILLMOTT: I think that many of
them will not be satisfied with 3s. and that
thex would like 4s. I would very much like
1o sec 4s. guaranteed, but at the same time
I am a great believer in fair play and I
think that 3s. 15 as mueh as we ean expect
a small eommunity like Western Australia
to gunarantee under the eirenmstances,

Mr. Carpenter: Can they work under
that? .

Mr. WILLMOTT: I think so, I do not
take such a gloomy view of the position as
the Premier.

The Premier: I did not.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The Premier took the
rather gloomy view that the Dardanelles
might be opened and that there might be a
bumper wheat crop in the Argentine—

The Premier: I said there was a possi-
bility.

Myr. WILLMOTT: There is that possi-
bility; but even if the Dardanelles are
opened, and T hope they will be, and even if
the Argentine docs get a bumper harvest,
the stores of grain have been so depleted in
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the last two years that every grain of wheat
which ¢an be grown will be required.

The Premier: You want to be able to
transport it.

Mr. WILLMOTT: When we read in the
papers how our mercantile marine is dim-
inishing in spite of the efforts of Lhe British
Goveroment {o rebuild it, we ecannot bui
come to the conclusion that the position will
be seriovsly affeeted. I hope most sineerely
that the Prime Minister win be suecessful in
making a straight ount sale. Jf that is done,
it will relieve the State of the guarantee,
and as lhe Prime Minister was so suceessful
with this year’s erop, let us hope that he will
he equally successful with that of 1917-18.
The matter should he settled as quickly as
possihle so that the farmers might know how
they stand and then they ean immediately
get to work and put in as much wheat as
possible.

Mr. Hickmolt: Do you think the gnarantee
of 3s. a bushel will induce them to put in a
big erop?

My, WILLMOTT: The wheat farmer is
in a much better position than the fruit-
grower who has no guarantee, I am a fruit
grower mvself and this season I have struck
a particularly bad market. Unfortunately,
lowever, the frnit growers are in the posi-
tion that they cannot urge the Government
to fix a minimum guarantee for them. At
the same time, that section of the eommunity
iz not of the dog-in-the-manger type and
will not say hecause they cannot be assisted
they object to the wheat farmers being as-
sisted. I have much pleasure in supporting
tl:e motion.

Hon. J. SCADDAXN ({Brown Hill-Ivanhoe)
[5.10]: T am not going to raise any serious
oljection to the motion because I recognise
that it means a great deal fo this State as
a whole that we should eneourage produe-
tion, and the first essential of life is wheat.
T think, however, that we should take into
account just how it is likely to affect the
State in the event of the Commonwealth not
being as suecessful as we at this stage an-
ticipate. Jt is all very well to anticipate the
future and risk all one has in a venture,
but we must at the same time appreciate
the fact that others may suffer hy that ven-
iure. A matter like this is simple enough
for a Government to undertake because they
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can always get relief by retiring if the pinch
is a bit tight, and while the Government
may at this stage be uble to make good fel-
lows of themselves by promising semething,
it may be that the future will be of such a
nature that they will not be able to recoup
the State, in which case the general tax-
payers will be called upon to foot the Bill.
Already during this session | have had to
point vut on more than one oceasion what
we are building up hy way of a gamble
without the general taxpayer being con-
sulted. 1t is not the wheat farmer who will
carry the burden, hecause he is to be guar-
anteed. It is a simple matter for the Prime
Minister to undertake to raise mnoney so long
as there is a gunarantee from someone for
the repayment of that money together with
the charges for raising it. We propose to
guarantee 3s. per bushel

Mr. Hickmolt: Has wheat
iimes been below 3s.?

Fion, J. SCADDAN: Times are not now
normal; they ure ahnormal and I defy any-
one in this Chamber to foretell what the
fulure holds in store for us. It may be all
right, but on the other hand it may be all
wrong. | want Lo iell hon. members on the
Ministerial eross benclies that while it may
he satisfactory from their point of view to
get this guarantee it may not be so satisfac-
tory from the paint of view of the general
faxpayer, for le will be called to foot the
Bill.

ih normal

The Minister for Railways: He will
benefit.
Hon. J, SCADDAN: Not at all. How

can the hon. member tell me that the general
laxyayer wilt benefit if we make this guar-
antee and wheat when placed on the market
will only return 2s. 6d.7  Where is the
benelit when the taxpayer has to buy bread
based on the market price of wheat at 3s.
a bushel at the siding and at the same time
he has to contribute to the Treasury the
difference belween the 3s. we guarantee and
lhe 2s. 6d. we obtain wlen the wheat is
placed on the market. We have not yct
awakened to the fact that by our action in
ihe past we have compelled the general tax-
payer to contribute a large sum of money 1
the wheat producer., We have had wbeat in
plenty during the past two or three years
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and the benefit {o the consumer in Australia
has been nil. As a matter of fact, the eon-
sumer has been at a disadvantage. In pro-
viding transports for the conveyanee ol
wheat to London, we have placed the fieti-
tious London parity on wheat in Australa
because we have provided transports at lvss
than the market raie and the consumer in
Australia has been compelled by his own
action to pay a greater price for his bread
than he pays in normal times, notwithstand-
ing the fact that we had wheat going to
ruin, that we had wheat dropping through
the eracks on the wharves, and being eaten
by miee in the stacks. And now, irrespective
of what next year’s eonditions may prove to
be, we are going to saddle the consumer
with an altogether fictitious price.

Mr. Buteber: That must ocecur when
prices are arbitrarily fixed.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The hon. member is
preparcd o agree to the fixing of prices so
long as the fixing henefits those in whom he
is interested; bui when it comes to the fik-
ing of prices to prevent rings, combipes ancd
trusts from robbing the community, the hon.
member withdraws his support. On a pre-
vious oecasion lion. members deelinel to
give commissioners power to fix the price of
wheat.

The Minisler for Railways: You fxed if
at 4s. Gd.

Hoan, J. SCADDAN: No, the eomuiission
had no power to fix it.

Mr. I, B. Johnston: Yon fixed
7s. 4d. in the drought year.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Only for seed
wheat. The hon. member is prepared to fix
high prices when they will benefit his con-
stituents, but when, under the lixing of a
price, his conslituents will have to pay, le
at once objects. In that year when some
were clamouring for high prices Tor wheat,
the member for Pingelly (Mr. Hickmott)
very wisely remarked that, while there were
a few fortunate enough to hold wheat for
sale, there were, unfortunately, a great many
who were compelled to buy wheat. Now, as
it chanees, we have wheat sufficient to earry
us over mext year's local requirements, and
it is proposed to offer special encouragement
to the farmer to do what other business men
have to do of their own initiative.

it at
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Mr. Hickmott: The wheat you imported
that year cost more than the wheat for which
you fixed the price.

Hon. J. SCADDAX: We had to impori
the wheat to keep the indusiry going, and
we fixed the price below the market rate.
The farmer when he is selling ingists that
he shounld nof be the loser of a single penny;
when he is buying he resents any interfer-
ence whatever. The general taxpayer has
had to make good over £40,000 loss which
ocenrred as the result of the assistance the
Government rendered to the farming in-
dustry.

Mr. Hickmott: Our farmers have been too
modest in their requests. The New Zealand
farmer is getting Gs. 6d. on trucks, while our
farmers are getting only 4s. 0d. '

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T shall have to find
a new definition of modesty.

Mr. Mickmott: And our wheals are
superior to both the New Zealand and the
English wheats.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Premier has
gaid it is neeessary that we should give this
guarantee in order to induee the farmers to
put in as much as they ean next year. Ap-
parently, if they cannot get a guarantee
from the general community that their farm-
ing operations shall he profitable, they will
not carry on. The Capadian farmer did not
agk for any such guarantee from either the
Capadian or the British Government. Al
that was said to the Canadian farmer was,
“We require every grain you can produce.
It is in the interests of the Empire. The
present outlook is that the market will be all
right, but we can give you no guarantee.
We want you, in a patriotie spirit, to pro-
duee every grain of wheat that you ean”
And how did the Canadian farmers respond?
They increased their yield nearly two-fold.
Notwithstanding any guarantee we might
give them, I do not think it will be sug-
gested that our farmers would increase their
yield two-fold.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: They have done all
they can, and they are doing it at a loss.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is absolutely
incorrect. ‘The hon. member should obtain
from the Minister for Industries a return
showing the finanecial position of all those
who came under the Industries Assistance
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Board when it was first inaugurated, and
conirast the position of those men still under
the Industries Assistance Board with ihose
others who have been able to get out of the
clutches of the board.

The Minister for Railways: They will
make a very fine profit this year.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: No doubt. T have
heard those of my eolleagues who are far-
mers say, “This will get us out of our diffi-
culties.”” Why should not we adopt the
attitude that every man preducing an essen-
tial eommodity should be given a guarantee
similar to that which it is proposed to give
the farmers? Is not the horticulturist en-
titled to the same consideration?¥ Yet what
guarantee has he that he shall be rewarded
with a fair priee, or even with a market?
To-day in the market one can buy peaches at
0d. per case. This guarantee is to be for
the farmers alone, There is nothing of the
sort for any other producer. Boiled down,
it apparently amounts to this: if we can-
not gel our farmers to view fhe matter in a
patriotic spirit as did the Canadian far-
mers, then we must give our farmers a guar-
antee. Three shillings at the siding is a
betier price than the farmer got in normal
times.

Mx. B, B. Johnston: The expenses of

production are much heavier now than
before.
Mr. Hickmott: Wheat has never been

much below 3s. at the siding.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: Here, in Wesfern
Australia, it has been as low as 2s. 2d. at
the siding. If the hon. member wili search
the statistics of normal times he will find
that the averagze price at sidings kas been
2s. 7d. to 2s, 10d.

The Minister for Railwavs: For 10 vears
before the war the average price at sidings
was 3s. '

Hon, J. SCADDAN: If it should happen
that the war ends after the spring campaign,
what will be the position?

My, Thomson: Tt is worth the risk.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I am prepared to
take the risk, but I want the position to he
thoroughly understood. 1 want represen-
tatives of the farming community to realise
that this advanee is a generous action on
the part of the eommunity. The farmers
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ought to wake up and relinquish their fav-
ourite attitude as expressed in the phrases,
“We are the people,” “Whatever you do for
us, is not sufficient,” and “What we want you
to do you must do; we will compet you to do
it.” The time has arrived when farmers
should recognise that this advance repre-
sents a most generous action.

Mr. Willmott: It is wise generosity.

Mr. Hickmott; The people you represent
are always eraving for more,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Can the bon. mem-
ber cile a single insiance of any Austra-
lian Government giving a guarantee in res-
pect of any goldfield, or any other industry
save farming, that it should not be run at a
loss?

AMr. Willmott: Western Australia ran a
pretty big risk in the early days of the gold-
fields.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: In those days, owing
io the general influx of capital, the State
Treasurer had an overflowing Treasury.
That was all due to the goldfields. However,
T have no wish to set the mining industry
against that of agrienlture. I am trying to
explain to the farmers’ representatives how
mueh the general community is doing for
the farmers, and that it is up to them to
cease whining. During the last six years
the farmer has been the spoilt child of the
State.

Mr. Thomas: He has become a political
mendicant.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I am not prepared
to depart from the belief that what we have
done has been in the best interests of the
credit of the State, but I want those who are
receiving the benefit to be generous enough
to admit that something material is being
done for them by the genera1 community.
Let us look at the possibilities of the posi-
tion. Suppose the war should end to-mor-
row, We must remember how we are sit-
nated in Australia. Owing to the loss of
tonnaze, owing to the trade of the world
being in a turmoil in consequence of the
war, it will he two or three years, perhaps
five or ten, after peace is deelared, before
trade on the high seas will get baek to nor-
mal. It is all very well to imagine that,
if peace were deelared to-morrow, all our
transports would be immediately available
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to cairy wheat. Not for years. And the
furtlier faet must be remembered that trade
has changed tremendously throughont the
world; Japan has captored much of it, and
America bhas also -eaptured some, Does the
hon. 'member imagine that immediately Lhe
war is over the British shipowners who
have proved themselves the most unpatriotie
men in the wide world, are going to turn
their ships to Aunstralia in order to pick up
our wheat? Members need not have that
idea on their mimds. The British ship-
owner is the most grasping individual on
earth, and after the war he will continne
to supply his ships to those ports where he
can get the best money, can get dividends.
Again, when peace is declared we will be
so overtaken with joy—I am not speaking
of this State only but of the Empire—that
we shall lose sight of many things we should
keep a close hold on for years. DBut tak-
ing it that a fair amount of shipping ton-
nage will be made available for the carriage
of produets from -one part of the world to
another, we are told that Germany is on
the verge of starvation, and if that be the
aase, immediately peace 1s declared the Cen-
tral Powers must be supplied with neecessary
ecommodities to feed {heir women and ebil-
dren. That will result in a further demand
on shipping tonndge. Can members imagine
British ship-owners coming to Awustralia
which will take three months to get one
cargo, when their vessels may go to Amer-
ica, to Russia, and other ports where com-
modities are awaiting shipment, that the
British ship-owner will leave all that and
display a patriotic spirit, which he has failed
to display doring the greatest crisis the
world has ever seen? Is it likely he will say
to Australia, “I will not land you, T will
shift your wheat”?

Mr. Willmott: You forget that there will
be an immense amount of tonnage released
after the war.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Let me assure the
hon. member that there will not he such a
tremendons amount of {onnage releaged
for a long time afier peace is declared. The
vast number of troops who have been taken
oversea by  transports will have to be
brought back again. Let the hon. member
ask the Minister for Defence for an opin-
ion on the question.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The 3Alinister for Works:  The trans-
ports will take wheat on the return voyage,
they will not go back empty.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: We have thousands
of tons of wheat stacked in Australia, and
even though a fair amount of tonnage will
be releazed, dtill we are not the only people
with commodities awaiting shipment. There
are others, and those .others will get prefer-
ence. Why is it that Canada has been able
to ship her wheat notwithstanding that sub-
marines have been operating in the Atlan-
tic, and we have our wheat stacked up,
although there has never been any danger
from scbmarines?  Notwithstanding that
danger, Canada has increased her output
twofold. And how has it been possible for
Ameriea to ship her wheat, while at our
ports wheat is stacked up? Other ports,
neutral perts, have been able to get Brit-
ish shipping, even while we have been at
war, yet only occasional ships are sent to
Australia. If we think we are likely to get
patriotic treatment from the British ship-
owner when peace iz declared, then I say
we are in for a great disappointment, I
want to urge that those representing the
farming community, who after all are the
persons who will get the direct advantage
from the gnarantee pgiven in this Bill,
should be prepared to consider the interests
of those who are making that guarantee.

Mr, Harrison: You seem to forget that
new ships are being built.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The hon. member
apparently reads only British newspapers.
It is a well-known fact that we are not
keeping up the output in ships. I am pre-
pared, and the general eommunity in West-
ern Australia are prepared, to give this
guarantee, but what is it proposed shall be
done by way of veturn to the general com-
munity for the guaraniee they are now
asked to give?

Mr. Harrison: You will fix prices.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The price will be
fixed on the London parity, which is against
the interests of the general community.

Mr. Harrison: You fixed fictitions
prices.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We have not fixed
fictitions prices. The farmer has been
getting the equivalent of the London par-
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ity, and the general public have had to
pay in order that he should get that ad-
vantage, nobody else has paid but the gen-
cral community.

Mr. Harrison: What did you do when
the railways were not paying, did you fix
prices?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The railways are
not paying now, And why? Because those
railways which have been constructed in
the farming districts are not getting the pro-
duets taken over them that they should have.
Again why? Simply hecause the land is
not utilised, and our farming friends on the
cross benches will not lelp ns to compel
the owners of large holdings to put them to
proper use. Until those holdings are put
to proper use the railways will eoniinue to
lose money. If the general community are
prepared to give a guarantec thal comne
what may they will pay 3s. per hushel to
the farmer, against their own interests, are
the farmers prepared te give back this
zuarantee, that notwithstonding the mini-
mum price the price for flour for home con-
sumption will he 3s5.? I think that a fair
veturn for favours received.

The Premier: The pool will control that
natter.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The pool will nat.
Wlhen we were discussing the Wheat Mar-
keting Bill T objected that the fixing of
prices would be doing an injnstice Lo West-
ern Australia. Now we are going further
than that. We are giving o gnavantee that
come what may the farmer will gct 3s. net
at the siding; and T am asking the repre-
sentatives of the farmer whether they will
give a guarantee that Jy. per bushel will
be the price of gristing wheat.

Mr. Hickmott: Are the Government pre-
pared to give a guarantee that if the yield
is not ten bushels to the acre they 'will
make it up to the farmer in price?

Hon. J. SCANDAN: [ am not raising
any objection o the gnarantee of Us.. Imt
when a representative of tie farmers asks
for a guarantes arainst, Providence Tthink
he is asking tonr mueh. We mnst remem-
ber where we mirhit land omnrselves were
we to give anv such goarantea. A farmer
would get to work and instead of putting
in, say, 200 acres, he might scrateh in a
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larger quantity up io 2,000 acres; and, sup-
pose his average was ouly tive bushels, he

would colleet on the guarantee, Let me
remind  the hon. member that the
Industries  Assistance Board is  still
in existence and likely to be. We
are giving a  guarantee that  for

every hushel a farmer brings (o a siding
next year we will pay him 3s. The general
commnunily gives that guaraniee, not the
{tovernment, for the Governmeni merely act
in such matters as a board of directors.
That guavantee is given in respect of every
bushel of wheat brought to a siding notwith-
standing what might happen. 1 am asking
on lehalf of the general community will the
farmer say, “That is generous treatment, be-
¢huse anything above 3s. we get, and any-
thing helow 3s. the general eommunity
pays™ !

Mr, Hickmott: Three shillings a bushel
will not pay to grow wheat.

Hon, W. D). Johnson: It depends on the
yield.

Mr. llickmott: The average yield is ten
bushels.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1a normal times it
is something like 13, The man who takes
on farming and says he cannot make it pay
with an average yield of 11.5, which is the
average for the two or three lean years, ai
3s. per bushel at the siding, should shat up
business, because he has never got more than
that at any {ime during the past 20 years.

Mr. E. B. Johnston interjected.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Premier
toneched on that point last night, and ex-
plained that the failure in a good many in-
stances was due to the fact Lhat people with-
out money and without experience had been
enconraged to zo on the land and had not
sieceeded.

Mr. Hickmolt: The evidence given hefore
the Royal Commission on Agricnlture goes
to show that wheat cannot be produced pro-
fitably under £2 per acre. Are you prepared
to aceept that?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T am not prepared
to accept evidence tendered to the Royal
Commission from the farming community
as being reliable. I want to tell the Mini-
gter that the evidence the farmers are giving
refers only to the difficulties under the Gov-
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ernment, not a word about those who are
bleeding the farmer outside the Government.
If we accept that evidence, the position is
that ihe only people fleecing the farmers are
the Govérnment. What about the manure
manufacturers, are they not bleeding the
farmers; and the merchants, the dealers in
bags, twine, and other commodities? I as-
sert that when it is ell boiled down it is the
dealer in' commodities received from outside
the Government that has put up prices
throughout Australia, and it would be a
good move were the Government to under-
lake the supply of bags, twine, and other
farmers’ requirements.
Mr. Holman: And fertiliser.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Yes, and fertilisers,
so as {o prolect the farmer against these
outside blood-suckers, But that is beside
the queslion. The position is that come
what may under this Bill the farmer will be
guaranteed 3s, per bushel, nofwithstanding
that the market may be 2s. 6d. f.o.b. only.
I am asking the representalives of the
farmer to underiake that the general com-
munity, which proposes to treat the farmer
so well, shall not be suffering a disadvan-
tage. Will the farmers undertake that the
miller shall be permitted to get his wheat at
3s. per bushel at the siding? Remember, the
market priece may not be 3s. per bushel.

The Premier: They should get the market
value.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Certainly; but
should they get any more than the market
value?

The Premier: No.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Under the under-
taking in this Bill they way.

Mr. Holman: It has not often been less.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Tt has been as low
as 2s, 2d, a bunshel at sidings.

The Premier: No.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It has been so.

My, Willmott: Tt must have been poor
stuff, That. however, is only an assertion.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: No, it is not.

Mr. Holman: The general price has not
heen less than 3s. a bushel.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We have to bear in
mind that there are possibilities in connec-
lion with the matter. e are guaranteeing
on hehalf of the community that the farmer
shall gel 3s. a hushel at sidinzs for all the

[ASSEMBLY.]

wheat he produces, and that this shall be the
mioimmum, and that if the market is some-
thing higher he shall get the benefit of it.
At the same lime, we are lelling the general
community that, come what may, they shall
at least pay for bread based on wheat at 3s.
at sidings, and nothing more than the mar-
ket price at the time.

My, Hickmott: That ought to be fairly
cheap bread. ' :

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I do not say that it
will be dear bread. T only ask why, in view
of the guarvantee whieh the general. com-
munity are making, the farmers could not
say, so far as the gristing of wheat for local
consumpiion is concerned, “We will accept
this genercus treatment and be equally as
generous in return by guaranteeing to the
millers wheat out of the pool at 3s. a bushel
for local consumption.”

My, Willmott: How can this he donef

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The pool has done
it before and ¢an do it again.

My. Piesse: At market rates or at valna-
tion?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The pool reduced
the price of wheat by 6d. a bushel {o the
loeal millers, not only for loeal eonsumption,
but for the export of four.

The Premier: That was praetieally at
cost,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T recognise all that.

Mr. Piesse: Do you want the farmers only
to get a little, then?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I do not want the
pool, as aeting for the farmer, to be as
generous as it was on a previous occasion.
The hon., member is perhaps not aware of
the faet that the present Colonial Seeretary,
when at Moora, ntade the deliberate asser-
tion that the then Government, which had
nothing te do with the matter, had deliber-
ately bribed the metropolitan bread con-
sumer ai ihe expense of the farmer.

Mr. O’Loghlen: It was not an election
campaign.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It was a compro-
mise campaign, He was trying to bring
about an arrangement belween the two
parties, and stated that we had brihed the
metropolitan electors at the expense of the
farmer.

The Premier: We or you?
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: That we had.

The Minister for Works: Is that not sof

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It was not so. The
reply to that is that the metropolitan con-
sumer, together with the other consumers of
the State, had to suffer by paying a higher
price for the bread consumed than was ne-
cessary under the conditions prevailing. I
heard the member for Leederville (Mr.
Veryard) asking certain questions about
bran and poltard. The issue at the Can-
ning election was the question of the price
of bran and poliard.

The Minisler for Works: Which were you,
bran or pollard?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I was not in it. If
wag asserled that we must grist more wheat
than we had been doing for the purpose of
getting more bran and pollard for our poul-
try farmers. When the Attorney General
made that statement he practically pledged
himself and his Government to bring about
a reduction in the price to the local consumer
as a result of a greater quantity of wheat
being gristed for local consumption and for
the export of flour. How can he provide the
metropolitan consumer with cheap bread if
he is going to demand ihe highest markel
rate, based on a ficliiious London parity, for
the wheat that is put into our mill?

The Minister for Railways: What has
that to do with the Bill?

Hon, J. SCADDAN: It has everything
to do with it. Every bushel of wheat pro-
duced in Western Australia next year, under
this motion, must come out of the pool, and
every bushel of wheat sold out of the pool
will be sold at the market rate, and we are
guaranteeing that the pool shall pay 3s. a
bushel. :

Mr. Willmott: If it is not that price you
need ne{ worry about the publie.

Hon. . SCADDAN: The hon. member is
wrong. In the past when fixing the price to
the loeal miller, we fixed it on the London
parity.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: At about 6d. a
bushel less than the London parity.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We are going to
say that next year, if the price is below 3s.
a bushel, we will make up the difference, and
charge the public for their bread on the basis
of a price which is not the market rate at
the time. T do not object to the market rate,
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but we have no right to guarantee what it
will be. I am not coneerned, eitber, about the
man who is consuming our flour elsewhere.
Our farmer friends may say that the general
community are conserving their best interest
by guarantecing them 3s. a bushel at sidings
and that they will guarantee fo the millers
sufficient wheat for local econsumption at 3s.
B bushel. Then everyone will know that be
will get his bread based on wheat at that
price. If the war does not end before this
time next year a similar guarantee will be
made by lhe Government, and if it does not
come to an end the following year it will
again be made, and the chances are that the
general community will fall in. In view of
the risks we are taking, should not the farm-
ers be prepared to take a little risk as well

Mr. Hickwott: Is not the London parity
5s. 5d.7

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It is not the true
parity. We are not getting our freights at
the usual rates. The Minister may be able to
tell us the amount of wheat required for
local consumption. I think it is about fwe
million bushels.

The Minister for Railways: That is so.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We may estimate,
in giving this guarantee, that we shall not
decrease onr last year’s outpui, but that we
shall probably incresse it, and we can say
that our output for the following year should
be 20 million bushels. Taking the fizures on
this basis, if every farmer sold 10 per cent.
of every 100 bushels of wheat he produced
to the State Government at 3s. a bushel, and
for all wheat over and above that, accepted
the market rate, it would be a fair arrange-
ment from the point of view of the general
community who are, mn fact, making the
guarantee.

Alr. Harrison: It would be very fair if
you could guarantee the cost of producing
that wheat.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The farmer is not
the only person who is without a gunarantee
as to what the future market will be for bis
produce. Have we not induced people to put
their money into the horticultural industry
and into the dairying industry? Who is
going to guarantee that the fruit produetion
for next year, for instance, will pay the
producer for his Jabour?

AMr. Munsie: It is not doing it this year.
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: And it may not do
so next yvear. This is, afler all, a generous
action on the part of the general community.,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: In the interests of
the general community.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1t is directly in the
interests of the farmer. 1f the farmer does
as I suggest and agrees that for local con-
somption the priee of wheat shall not ex-
ceed Is. per bushel it will be in the interests
of  the general community, whatever hap-
pens.

The Attorney General: Why should the
general community have the farmer’s wheat
at absolute cost? Why should not the farm-
ers have the same profit on their labours as
anyone else?

Hon. P. Collier: Why shonld the general
community pay more than (he actual value
of it?

The Aitorney General: The farmers say
that to put wheat on the market at 3s. is to
put it there at below cost.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : That may be so; I do
not deny it. The Attorney General must re-
cognise that we have been paving the farmer
for wheat lo be gristed into bread for loeal
consumption something above wlhat would
have been the priee had it not heen for gen-
eral community aetion. Suppose the general
community said, “We ave not here for the
rurhose of giving an advantage to one see-
tion of the people, but are here to look after
our own interesis.” Under existing eondi-
tions the fariners-could not get their wheat
away and withont general community action
they would bave sold it in Australia at 25, a
bushel during the year before last, and dur-
ing last year as well. By eombined action on
the part of the Federal and State Govern-
ments we have been able to give the farmer
London parity, notwithstanding the difficulty
there has been in putting our product on the
market. By that action we have prevented
the farmer from selling his wheat at 2s. a
bushel, which he would have done bad he
heen left to himself,

Mr. Munsie: And which some of them
have done.

Hon. J. SCADDAN:  And the general
community would have got their bread grist-
ed from flour based on wheat at 2s. a bushel
inslead of 4s. Gd.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. Cunningham: For a little while.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: For the present,
anylhow. If the general community are doing
something directly in the interests of the
farmer, it is surely not too much to ask the
farmer to say, “We are not going to ask the
general cominunily to suffer something for
our advanlage.” So far as the loeal com-
munity are concerned, in return for the risks
they are now taking, they ought to get their
wheal at 3s. a bushel for home consumption
while the farmer would get upon the balance
whalever the market price might be.

Mr. Piesse: And if the wheat was sold at
less than 3s,?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The local consumer
would get his bread based on wheat at 3s. a
hushel.

Mr. Thomas: Either way he has to pay.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The general com-
munily take a great risk in having to earry
a pretty heavy burden, and in return should
he guarantced bread based on wheat at the
price I have mentioned.

Mr. E. B. Johoston: If the local price
were ds. per hushel, the local consumer
would get a dislinet advantage.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: The bargain is in
the interesis of one section only of the com-
munity, and is utterly one-sided. To¢ judge
from the attitude of the member for Avon
(Mr. Harrison) and those suppeorting him,
it requires something in the nature of
pounds, shillings, and pence to stir the pat-
riotism of the farmer.

The Minister for Railways: You ought
not to say that.

on. J. SCADDAN: That is the infer-
ence f1om the inferjections of fhe member
for Avon.

Mr. Hickmott: The farmers got no guar-
antee last year, and yet they put in more
erop. v

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is an argument
tending to prove that no guarantee is re-
quired now.

AMr. Hickmott: It shows that the farmer
has palriotism.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The hon. member
should argue with the member for Avon,
who takes the opposite view. With the eon-
tinuance of the conditions now prevailing,
the prospeets of the farmer are not bright,
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and therefore, from a business point of
view, it is desirable that he should be given
this guarantee. But 1 object to a guarantee
ziving a direet advantage to those engaged
in an industry, while involving a disadvant-
age tu those not engaged in the industry.

Air. Harrison: You know perfectly well
that il the farmer gets very little for his
wheat the whole Siate is affected.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If the farmer really
is not able to produce whent at less than
3s. | er bushel delivered on the railway, then,
in view of the resnlis of the past few years,
we had belter stop trying to induce people
to come here and take up land for wleat
growing. Possibly a realisation of that has
cansed the Minister for Indusiries {Hon. ..
Mitehell) to give his attenlion to the South-
West instead of to the dricr areas.

The Minister for Railways: Why did not
you give some attention to the South-West?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Because during our
five years of ofiice we were fully oceupied in
helping the poor fellows whom the hon. gen-
tleman had settled on the drier areas.

The Attorney General: Is that where you
threw away your fifteen millions?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Tow much has the
Attorney General done in the way of reduc-
ing the prices of bran and pollard, or in the
way of extending the framway system?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! All this is en-
tirely foreign to the motion hefore the
House.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T am prepared to
support the motion, which, so far as it goes,
represenis a business propesition. Bul 1
want to know where tha general taxpayer,
who after all is the gnarantor, will come in.
I want gomething in return for the guaran.
tec; and what I want is ihat the consumer
here shall get his bread gristed from wheat
suprlied at 3s. per bushel.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Mitchell—Northam) [6.7]: I am
indeel surprised at ihe remarks of the
leader of the Opposition. We have heard
a good deal from lhe critics of ihe wheat-
growing industry, and T think most of their
utterances have been entirely unjust. I ask
the House to take a broad view of Lhe situa-
tien, and to consider what wheat and wool
rroduction means to Western Australia. Tt
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is all very line and large to say that the
wheat farmer is of no value to the general
taxyayer. Let us be fair to the Farmer, and
to the country we live in, Politicel capital
should notl he made on each and every oecca-
sion ont of the difficullies of the wheai-
growing husiness. 1 have no objection to
anylhing said against my aelions in this
conneclion. 1 am willing to be politically
annihilated i lhon. members opposite will
treal the wheat indugtry decently and fairly.
1t wheat is not grown in this Siate, Hay-
street will put up its shotters. Wheat and
woul are keeping the State going to-day.
Without the production of wheat and wool
there would he no work for the people of
the State,

Ay, Cireen: What about gold?

The MINISTER TFOR RAILWAYS:
What would happen if the two and a half
millions of money now being distributed for
wheat were not available? What would hap-
ten to those friends of ours who control
brsinesses, il the wheat industry were not
flourishing? Certainly, Lhe industry is not
helped by being econtinually damned.
The leader of the Opposition said thal in
return For the guarantee of 3s. per bushel to
the farmer there should be a guarantee of
hread gristed from 3s. wheat to Lhe eon-
sumer-  1f wheat next year is worth what
it is werih this year, this wonld mean asking
the farmer to pay £175,000 for the Stale’s
guarantee. Thal guarantee will not cost the
wveneral taxpayer a farthing. On the other
hand. the wgeneral taxpayer will make a
zreat deal of money out of the wheat.

Hon. P. Collier: You do not know that.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Siarting with the lumper at Fremantle,
every Irader and worker in the State will
nake money out of the wuarantee. Is that
fact to be ignored?

Hon. P. Collier: If this guarantee will
bring prosperity lo every part of the Stale,
let nus extend the principle of guarantee (o
all other industries and so create universai
prosperity.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1Is
there any eother industry that so cenerally
henefits trade and commerce as wheat grow-
inz does?
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Hon, P. Collier: »Yes; the timber indus-
try and fruit growing.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
it ean be proved that such a course weuld
be desirable, let us estend the prineiple to
the man who makes elothing and to the man
who makes hread, and so all along the line.
But there wounld be no industries to cxiead
the guarantee 1o if .we did not start with
farming, Let the hon, member formulate &
seheme of guavantee for every irade and
every industry. T daresay that wonld be a
good thing from a national point of view.

Mr. Green:', Your socialism stops dead
with the eoeky.

The MINISTER FOR RAILLWAYS: No.
1 realise, and 1 wish the Touse to realise,
that il 15 very good bhusiness indeed to guar-
antee the farmer 3s. for his wheat. If it
were prossible to guarvantee bim Js., it would
be still belter husiness for the eonununity.

Hon. P, Collier: Let ns do it, then.

The MINTSTER TFOR RAILWAYS: No,

Hon. P. Collier: Why not?

‘The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Because we'do nat know that the wheat will
realise 5s.

"Hon. P. Collier: You do not know that it
will realise 3s.

The MINISTER TFOR RAILWAYS:
Yes: we do know that.

Hon. P. Collier: If you know that, why
is any guaranfee necessary?

_ The Minister for Works: To pul confi-
dence into the favmer.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member knows full well that
wheat is worth 4s. 9d. to-day. The guar-
antee. however, means ‘the raising of the
cash hy the Federal Government. Tinance
is so strained that private traders cannot
guarantee 2s. 6d. Tor years past wheat
has heen worth 3s. per bushel at country
sidings.. Tor only a few brief periods has
it brought less. Something has been said
about the risk of a fall in price through the
opening of the Dardanelles, which would
free the Russian wheat. But if the Dar-
danelles were opened to-morrow, the Rus-
sian wheat wounld not be available until
April next. Probably, when the Dardan-
elles are opened, the quantity of Russian
wheat available will not be so large as some
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hon. members think, I do not believe any
member of this House has an idea as to
what guantity of wheat the Russians have
at their wheat port of Odessa.

Hon. P. Collier: It is a very large ques-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I know {hat; but we need have no fear of
the Russian wheat for a long time yet.
There is no risk about this guarantee, but
the guarantee is necessary in order that the
farmer may know that when his wheat has
heen zrown and brought to the siding hLe
will reeeive 3s. per bushel for it.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.n.

The MINISTER TFOR RAILWAYS:
Everyone knows that the wheat farmer does
not enjoy protection; he pays te guarantee
nearly every other industry. If we take
the farmers’ requirements, we find that he
pays duty on almost everything and that
he pays far more for his goods than he
really should de. Yet, when we come lo
the House, and ask for this guarantee, and
not for protection, we are met with opposi-
tion. We have already told the Prime Min-
ister that we are willing to guarantee the
amonnt if he will borrow the money for us.
Let us analyse what the State will make out
of this. First of all agriculture 15 the great-
est industry in the State to-day. There
are six million poonds worth of wheat
owned by the farmers to-day, all produced
as the result of their labour. It is the in-
dustry with the greatest posibilities and we
must foster it if we are to make this conntry
what we desire to see it hecome. If we want
to turn to an industry which will help us to
put our soldiers baek at work, it is the agri-
cultural industry, and yet when we ask for
a guarantee, and a moderate one at that, one
that does not presuppose a very great risk,
if any risk at all, we are faced with op-
position from people who are everlastingly
trying to advecate higher protection. We
pay to the protected industries year by year
enormous sums of money, and far more than
it would be possible to lose as the resnlt of
this guarantee. The lumpers who handle
the wheat on the wharves are protected. Do
they not demand high wages, and a guar-
antee of those wages before they embark



[31 Javuoary, 1917.)

on their work?
by théir unidn.

Mr. Foley: The agricultural indusfry de-
bars the men employed in it from joining a
union, so that they might proteet them-
selves,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Any
man can join a union. The hon, member
and others tried to form a nnion for furm
labourers some time ago, but they failed.
All the same, agriculturists are gelting bet-
ter wages to-day than are paid probably in
any other industry. We hear of men get-
ting up to £3 a week and their keep, which
shows that agrienlture is still a live indus-
try. We are not now asking for protection
for all time; we are asking merely that
Parliament should approve of this guaran-
tec. Are not all workers protected through
the unions to which they belong?

Hon. P. Collier: That argument is far
fetched if you nre applying it to the pre-
sent instance.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: All
along the line the wheat is handled by men
who are well paid. No one is grumhbling
ahout that, but still there is no certainty
as to what the farmer is going to get. T ask
members to take a breader outlook. . This
industry has been decried vear in and year
out and the people are still at it. This at-
titnde is not adopted so much by members
opposite as it is hy people outside. We
know it to be a great industry and we
should foster and encourage it. Many mis-
statements have been made lately in con-
demnation of the industry, and.these state-
ments have come from people who profess
to support it. Whilsi I was in the East-
ern States a good deal was said about ag-
rienlture and the value of wheat. One
gentleman was partieularly active and, as
the result of that activity, thousands of
bags of wheat were sent to market and
auciioned, and the farmers lost a consider-
able sum of money thereby. If they had
waited a few days they would have re-
ceived the pool price. Men sold their eer-
tificates for 3s. 4%d. Only wvesterday. at
the Chamber of Commeree meeting in
Perth, 2 good deal was said about the in-
dustry by Mr. MeGibbon, and [ have ne
doubt that some members will he influenced
by what he said. Mr. MeGGibha said {hat

These men are protected
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there were 2,300 assisted Faimers, and if
those farmers madé 2 loss the taxpayer
would have to méet it. and be thought he
was safe in saying thal most of them werd'
making a joss. Mr, MuUiblen was wrong
because most of them are making a profit.

Mr. Munsie: The meniber for Wiliiamns-
Narrogin made the szine $tatement in thig’
House. l o

Mr, E. B. Johnston: I said over a term’
f vears. - ‘

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
erurg produetion v the fariners this year
will be twice the value of ihv money that
wags used in producing that erop.

Hon. P, Collier: The farmers are doing
very well. .

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: And
the State will do very well.  When the
figures are published, and the cost of pro-
duction is revealed, the lie will be given to’
a lot of the damaging statements which have
been made. If the farmers had been al-
lowed to earry on their work without this
ariticism from people who had their own
ends {o serve, political ends probably,
though these people were not in the House,
the industry to-day wonld he in a very
different position, '

The Minister for Works: They are ir-
respansible people. ’ ‘

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: They
call themselves responsible to the farmers.
The result of this attitude of theirs is that
we are obliged to come here and ask for
this gnarantee. Everyone knows that it is
not possible to go to a bank and raise
meney on a farm to-day.- We would be
able to, though, tf the true value of .the
fand was recognised, and the full valoe of
tle mdustry was accepted. But, of course,
whilst there are people who claim to re-
present a section of the farmers decrying
the industry in the way that Mr. MeGibbon
has been doing, securities will never become
any better than they are to-day. Mr.
MeGibbon declares we should have got 5s.
5d. for our wheat. No man in Australia
could have got for us the freight to Eng-
land, or could even have named the price
which we would have had to pay for ship-
ping a million tons-of wheat. It would
have heen quite impossible for us to ship
wheat at all if it 'had not been for the
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sale to the British (overnment. Instead of
cetting 4s. 9d..for our wheat, we should
have had to take .a very low priee for it,
lf indeed we, had managed to dispose of it
at all. On the basis of freights, 4s, 9d. was
& generous price for the British Government
to pay. It is altogether wrong for Mr, Me-
Gibbon to tell the farmers that they have
not got fair value for their wheat.

Hon. W. D, Johnson:
you are taking Mr.
seriously ?

The MINISTER
Probably I am.

Hon. W, D, Johuson: TIgnore him.

The MINISTER FO RRAILWAYS: Still
it is wrong that this statement slould he
allowed to go abroad unchallenged. He
shonld not be allowed uncontradicted to say
that the British (tovernment made millions
of pounds out of their purchase of wheat
from Australia.

Hon, P. Collier: 1 think we should bring
that statement under Llie notice of the Com-
monwealth authorities. [t is an infringe-
ment of the War Precautions Aect.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
farmers of this State are loyal enough in
their desire to help the Mother country

Do you not think
MeGibbon a little too

FOR RAILWAYS :

but Mr, Meliibbon has endeavoured to dis-
eourage produection.
The Minister for Works: Who is Mr.

MeGibbon?

The Premicr: Just an amateur farmer.

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: Itis
our bounden duty to produce food for Great
Britain and her allies. Tf we leave it to nean-
trals to supply the- Mother country with
food, they will squeeze Engiand to the last
degree. Surely, if we cannot fight, it is our
duty to endeavour to produce the foodstulfs
necesary for gur soldiers. 1 hope that next
year we shall produce twenty million hushels
of wheat in this State. Butl, in order to se-
cure this result, we must make an effort to
show the farmer thal when his wheat is pro-
dueed he will get for it enough to render his
venture prolitable. A liitle encouragement
just now will inerease the production up to
or even heyond the 20 million mark., It must
be remembered that in encouraging this in-
dustry we encourage every section of the
community.

[ASSEMBI.Y.]

Mr. Green: That applies even more par-
tieularly to gold mining.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Cer-
tainly not. Gold has a fixed standard value,
and therefore needs no protection.

Mr. Foley: What about the extra cost of
winning it?

The MINTSTER FOR RATILWAYS: This
encouragement is not being given to the
farmers on the seore of extra cost of farm-
ing. Still, if the hon. member can show that
the gold mining industry is in need of speeial
treatment, there is no reason why be should
not appeal to the House. If he should do se
he will not he met by the agricutiural mnem-
bers with the ery of “If you do not do the
same for agriculture we will not do anything
for your industry.” In this State gold min-
ing has always been encouraged by special
means, and probably no member has ever
had anything to say against that poliey. Let
me appeal to hon. membérs to take a broad
view of the question before ns, and consider
its value to the community. We are taking
little or no risk in giving this guarantee, be-
cause wheat will not be worth less than it has
averaged during the last 13 or 14 years,

Mr. Mullany: Then the guarantee iz of
no value.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Yes
it is, for unless the gnarantee is given, the
Federal authorities will not raise the money
with whieh to pay for the wheat, and unless
the money i3 raised in that way there will be
no ehance of the farmer being paid for his
wheat at the siding. The ordinary channels
of commerce are closed, and we must face
this responsibility.

Mr. Mansie: How are the British Gov-
ernment going to ship the wheat?

The MINISTEE FOR RAILWAYS :
They have control of British shipping and
have also ehartered an enormous quantity of
neutral shipping. If we had to ship our
wheat by neutral boats we should not get
anything like 4s. 9d. for it. In Melbourne I
found ihat the neutrals were charging 273s.
from Madras {o the most favoured ports in
the British Empire. On that basis, freight on
wheat from this country to England would
be nearly 10s. a bushel. on. members should
realise that (Great Britain has treated us gen-
erously and has taken the responsibility of
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carrying the wheat Home. | hope the House
will Favourably consider the motion. It is
essentinl to the inlerests of all the people ol
the State, We are taking no risk, yet the
carrying of the motion will do a wreat deal
for the encouragemenl of production during
the coming year.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [7.57]: 1
quite agree with the Minister that we shoull
tnke a broad view of this question, and not
confine ourselves to lhe point of view of the
individual farmer. We should consider how it
is guing to affect wheai production hrough-
out the State. While it may be (rue that it
wifl not be of any real menetary value (o the
farmer—since the price of wheat is not
likely to go below Js. and consequently there
will be no need tor the farmer {o take advan-
lage of this guaranfee—yet we must recog-
nise that even tf it does not result in anx
aclual advance to the farmer, the fact thal
he 1s guaranteed 3s. per bushel will give to
lim a feeling of seeurity which,no doubt, will
stimulate production for the eoming harvest.
In thag vespect I think we ouglt to consider
how it is going to affect (he State as a whole.
Tf ibke State can produce wheai (o the value
of five or six nullion pounds, we have jusl
reached the stage in Western Ausirglia whera
ihe value of the harvest has for the lirsl time
excceded the value of ihe gold output of {he
State. Previously the gold vield has run to
about five millions of money. Nobody can
deny that a harvest whieh gives us a value of
five milliong in one vear iz an industry of
value to the State, because the resulting
money from the harvest eirculates througli-
out the ehannels of trade and commerce of
the State. I do not oppose the proposal to
give this guaranlee. T believe it will give
the farmers a feeling of security which they
would otherwise not have, and that it will be
to the uliimate advantage of the State. T
also think, however, that if the State gives
the farmmer this guarantee, the eonsumers of
the State should get something in return.

The Minister for Railwavs: What about
the other protected industries?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do nol agree en-
tirely with what the Minister has said re-
garding other protected industries. He en-
umerated several articles in respect of which
e pointed out the farmer paid dutv, and he
did so as though ihe farmer alone paid duty
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on those articles. That, of course, is not so.
Every individual in the community pays that
duty which is considered to be necessary for
the protection of Australian industries, and
the farmer pays no more than anybody else.
[ maintain the eonsumer should come into
this question as well. We are giving the
farmer protection to the extent that if the
price of wheat were to fall one penny per
bushel below 3s. the State would, taking a 15
million bushel harvest, have to find and pay
the farmer £62,500. 1f the price fell 3d. a
hushel below the amount gnaranteed, that is
to say to 2s. 9d., the amount the Siate would
require lo lind is £187,500. If it fell to 6d.
helow the guarantee, whieh is not an impossi-
bility if the war were to lerminale early and
the large quaniities of wheat now locked up
hecame available in the world’s markets——

Member: Where is it locked up?

Hon. 1. COLLIER: We are justified in
assuming that large quantities of wheat are
locked up in Russia. 1 know we are largely
in the dark on the guestion, but having re-
gard to the large quantities of wheat for-
merly produced in Russia, we are justified
in assuming that they have gone on produc-
ing in anticipation of the fermination of the
war. At any rate large quantities of wheat
will be made available in the markels of the
world when (he war ferminales. Thal being
£0, is It unreasonable to assnme that the
price of wheat in Australia may fall to 6d.
below the guarantee? It wheat has been
sold here in normal times at less tham 3s,
surely it is not an unreasonahble assumption
that on the termination of hostilities, when
the large quantities of wheat now locked up
are made availahle, that the price here will
slump Gd. a bushel. In that event, Western
Australia would be called upon te pay under
the guarantee no less a sum than £375,000,
equal to £1 per head of the total population
of the State. To my mind it does not mat-
jer very much whether you give assistance
to the farmer by the means now suggesled,
hv way of guaraniee, or by the direct means
at present adopted. TIn the event of whal
T Lave suggested oecurring, namely, the price
of wheat falling to 2s. 6d. per bushel, what
would be the result were there no guarantee?
The result would be that the farmers would
obtain an equivalent amount through the
Tndustries Assistance Board, and the burden
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of that assistanece would be thrown back on
the Government, to enable the farmers to
put-in their next year’s harvest. Therefore,
it is as short as it is long. If we do not give
the farmers assistance in this way and the
price of wheat comes down abnormally, then
the farmer must be assisted through other
channels, as has been done in recent years.
If the peopie of this Stafe are to gnarantee
the farmers the amount I have indieated,
then the least the farmers can do would bhe
{o give something in return to the general
community,

Mr. Thomson: You guaranteed the eopper
mines,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I wish members to
understand that I am not opposing the guar-
antee to the farmers. T have already said 1
think it is a good thing, caleulated to give
heart and confidence to the farmers, as well
as to the commercial community trading
with them. In reply to the hon. member’s
interjection, I wish to say that T did guar-
antec those engaged in producing copper, on
what 1 conceived to be a safe margin. The
price of copper was £87 per ton, and it went
up to £123. The Government consequently
were not called upon to make good that
guarantee, but the fact that I did guarantee
enabled men to proceed to the work, whereas
had there been no guarantee, they eould not
have gone on.

Member: It is the same thing.

Hon, P. COLLIER: It is not exactly the
same thing. There is a difference between
the metal market, particularly the base metal
market, and the wheat market. I propose
moving an amendment to the motion, whieh
I think the Minister and those supporting
him should aeceept, providing that all the
wheat reguired for local consumption shall
be sold at a price which will enable con-
sumers to get their bread at 3Vd.—roughly,
I believe, that means about 4s. a bushel.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Will you make the
guarantee 4s. a bushel?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am quoting only
an approximate figure. Only an expert could
say whether 4s, is correct, probably the mem-
ber for Leederville (Mr. Veryard) would be
a better anthority than I. I think the pro-
posal in the amendment is fair. Assuming
that the price oi wheat, owinyg to the close
of the war, falls below 3s., say, to 2= 6d., I
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think it fair that those taxpayers -who, after
all, are the consumers and who will have to-
pay this difference between 2s. 6d. and 4s.,
or hetween 3s, and 4s., as the case may be,
should be able to obtain their wheat for
gristing at 4s,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: But they will get il
at 3s.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Even that is a fair
propusition. I had in mind at Brst to move
that gristing wheat for loeal econsnmption
should be obtainable from the farmers at not
more than 3s. per bushel. That would be
a fair proposition if this guarantee is to be
of assistance to farmers, and undoubtedly
it is, otherwise it would not have been ad-
vaneed. It is only fair that in return for
that assistance the general eommunity, who
will have to find the money as taxpayers,
should get something in return, and all I
ask for them is a gnarantee that they shall
he able to obtain wheat at a price which will
permit of bread being sold at 314d. per loaf
in Perth.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Why in Perth?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Because, I take it,
there will be a corresponding increase where
railway freights increase the cost, and hy
fixing thesprice in Perth I praectically fix it
for all parts of the State, with, of course, a
proportionate inerease according to the cost
price of commodities in any partieular
eentre.  According to the Minister’s own
words, {he farmers have done fairly well in
recent harvests,

Mr. Thomson: Many of them have not.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Aeccording to the
Minister many of them have done well, and
he should kmow. When referring to Mr.
MeGibbon's figures, the Minister said that
farmers generally had done pretty well. If
the coming harvest be as good as the last
one, and if prices be maintained as they
will be if the war conlinues, lhen the farm-
ers will have done well, not ouly last year,
hut during the last two years, and probably
the last three. At least they will have done well
enongh to permit the sale of gristing wheat
for consumption at the price 1T have indi-
cated. This will involve about one-tenth of
our total wheat production. Say a farmer
has 200 acres in, and obtains an average of
10 bushels per aere. We will reguire for
home consumption about one-tenth of the
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total yield, which means that that farmer
will have to sell one bushel in every 10 for
4s. instead of for 4s. §d. or 5s. he may ob-
tain throngh the pool.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: What if he gets only
3s. 3d.9

Hon, P. COLLIER: He counld not expeet
to get more for wheat for local econsumption
than he could get through the pool. 1 have
never raised my voice in opposition to gen-
uine assistance to farmers, nor have I ever
raised my voice to set the mining indusiry
against the farming industry. Those are
our iwo greatest primary industries, and I
believe one to bLe as esesntial as the other.
The mining industry has produced a market
for our farmers and in return the farmers
have produced those commeodities which the
goldfields require. We cannot build up one
indusiry in this or in any otber State by
deerying another. Both are necessary io
us, therefore let ns give both reasonable and
fair assistance to enable them to increase
the productiveness of the State. I do not
know the genileman refered to by the Min-
ister—Mr, MeGibhon—but I understand he
15, or was until recently, a member of Lhe
executive of the Farmers and Settlers’ As-
soeiation.

Mr. Taylor: He is one of the bosses.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If so, he should
know what he is tulking about. If a man
occupying a prominent posilion in the as-
sociation and who has oceupied a good deal
of the public eye through the newspapers,
gives out statements to the public not econ-
sistent with fact and ealenlated to work
detrimentally to the farming or any other
industry, he should be corrected at the earli-
est possible moment. T would go furiler
and say he should be suppressed altogether.
In voicing my support for the farming or
other primary indumstries I always feel
strongly npon the point that in our desire
to assist the farmers—and no one can ques-
tion the fact that Western Australia in
recent years, since Parliament was first
taken seriously, has been most generous in
its assistanece to the farmers—we cannot deny
the fact that the farming industry generally
has received more genercus assistance in this
State than has been the case with farmers
in any other part of the world that we know
of. Unfortunately, too often the assistance
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given by the Stale does not resulf in any-
thing going into the pockets of the farmer.
I shonld not be so seriously concerned about
the high price of bread to the consumer if
I knew that the whole of the results of this
high price was going in that_direction. It
is not, however, going there at all, because
it is being filebed from him in so many
avenues and channels in its intermediate
course. Between the farmer and the con:
sumer there are always a few middie men
who grasp a greater profit than tbey are
entitled to receive. That has been the case
in regard to the concession granted to farm-
ers by way of a reduction on the freight
on ferliliser. Is it not a fact that immed-
intely after the freights were reduced on
fertilisers the price was put up to the
farmer by the companies manunfacturing
this commodity?

The Minister for Railways: The overseas
freights had increased.

My, Thomson: Western Australia is not
the only place where the price has been
raised.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Tkat
so. Have we no guarantee
people who are supplying the farmers
with  fertiliser are not getting an
abnormal profit? As a matter of fact, we
know they are. There is nothing, except
their generosity, as it were, to prevent this,
hecause there is no ecompetition between the
two firms in this State, or indeed in Aus-
tralia, who are snpplving the farmers. The
worst fealure of the whole thing is that in
recent years compefition has ‘been enfirely
eliminated, not only in regard to this matter,
but in regard to most other thingzs which the
farmer requires in carrying on his business.
These people have by coming to honourable
nnderstandings, and creating rings and com-
bines, been able to raise the price, and there-
by fleece the farmer so that the net result of
the assistance given by the Government to
him. is that it goes into their pockets instead
of into those of the people for whom if is
intended.

The Minister for Railways: I do not think
you are doing them justice.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am very short of
doing them justice. T do not say they are
rooks. I do not even say that the men who

may be
that these
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evmbine to put up priees are doing anything
more Lhan business men would do, that is,
taking advantage of the conditions of society
which permit them to do this.

The Minister for Railways: In war time?

Hon. P, COLL1ER: In war time and in
peace time.

Mr. Taylor: Never mind about the time;
they only want the opportunity.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They are nndoubt-
edly making larger profits to-day in war
time than they were doing in times of peace.
They are making these profits as 4 result of
the war. Some of these men are loudest in
their talk about pairiotism and helping the
Government, and winning the war. The in-
dividual or the company who raises the
price particularly on goods which are neces-
sary for the earrying on of our primary in-
dustries, and does this needlessly in war time
in order {o take advantage of the position
now obtaining, is worse than the Huns the
Empire is now engaged in fighting. 1 ad-
mit that there are very few industries or
businesses now earrying oo their work m
this Siate which have not bad their costs in-
creased as a result of the war, but I doubt
very much whether the inerease in the cost
of production has been equal to the inerease
in the selling price placed upon their goods
by these people.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: The inerease is to
mainlain their profits at pre-war rates.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes. We have the
position that whilst in war fime the great
majority of the people have suifered a re-
duetion in their incomes, and have been con-
tent to so suffer, there are still a few indi-
vidnals who if they have not increased their
profits have taken steps fo see that they have
not been reduced.

The Minister for Railways: There are
many people who will not be hurt at any
cost. :

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is the duty of the
State to take this matter in hand. I have
here an article which appeared in the Daily
News on Friday last. It is most illeminating
as to the attitude of patriotic shipowners in
the Old Country. It is shown here that in
war time the profits of these people in one
vear have risen from 200 million pounds to
500 million pounds, that is to say the ship-
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owners of Great Britain have inereased
their profits during war time to the extent
of 300 million pounds.

The Minister for Railways: What about
their losses in shipping?

Hon. P. COLL1ER : They may be losing
a few ships, but these are always covered by
insurance.

Mr. Green: They allowed for such a loss.

Hon. . COLLIER: As stated by the
leader of the Opposition, these men are not
likely to consider the shipping of Australian
produce so long as they can do a couple ol
Lrips across the Atlantic for every one they
can do to Australia. I do not entirely blame
them, because that is all right from their
point of view. What I do objéet to, how-
ever, is the fact that too often when the
State goes to the assistance of the farmer or
our other producers these middlemen come
in and reap the benefit. I do not know
whether this guarantee that we are giving
lo the farmers of 3s. a bushel will have the
cifect of stimulating the man who is selling
them their fertiliser. I would not be sur-
I'rised if this person did not sit back and
say, “The farmer is cerlain of getiing 3s.,
and I might as well add a little to the priee
of my fertiliser.” If he does not do this he
will be a mueh reformed man, and will be
failing to take advantage of opportunities
which he has never failed to take advantage
of in the past. 1 ask the House to carry my
amendment because it 15 a fair proposition
that the farmer, in refurn for the assistance
he has had from the State, should at least
have some consideration for the consumers,
and that the price of wheat for home con-
sumption should be a reasonalle one. Four
shillings a. bushel even in these {imes is a
fair price for wheat, particularly in view of
the fact that he is getting this because ships
have been commandeered at a mueh lower
price, something like half the rate, than
that at which they would have been obtain-
able if the Home Government had not
stepped in; and beecanse this has been
brought about through the assistance given
by the Home Government in obtaining these
ships and taking the wheat from Australia.
mn the assistance given by the Commonwealth
and the State Governments in the formation
of the wheat pool, and in the assistance we
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are given by guaranieeing 3s. a bushe]. In
return for all these things, which have beeu
worth millions of pounds to the farmers——
The Minister for Lands: It costs us nothing.
Hon. . COLLIER: We are asking the
Furmer to sell his wheat for the gristing of
fiour for home consumption only at 4s. a
bushel. 1 ask even the most enthusiaslic
supporters of the Farmers and Settlers’ As-
sociation to deny that this is a fair deal.
Ia the words of the illustrious Chairman of
Tattergall’s Club, all we want is a fajr erack
of the whip. Tn my amendment this is all that
we aim at, and all that we desire 10 achieve
in the interests of the consumers of the
State. 1 therefore move an amendment—
That the following words he added to
the motion:—"Provided, however, that
the Puol shall provide wheat for milling
. Aveal supplies of flour at ¢ price which
will allow bread to be sold retail at Perth
at u price not erceeding threepence half-
penny per 2. louf.”
(The Deputy Speaker (Mr.
took the Chair.)
Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie} [8.27]: 1
have much pleasure in supporting the am-
endment moved by the member for Boulder
{Hon. P. Collier}. If the farmers expecl a
wholesale guarantee as to the price of iheir
wheat, then the consuming population of
Western Australia arve justified in expecting
something in relwrn.  As righily pointed
out by the hon, member, owing 1o the genero-
sity which we have shown towards the Old
country, and which T feel was Fully justified,
there has been an inflation in the price of
wheat for home consumption, and some rea-
sonable effort should be made on the part
of the House to endeavour to regulaie the
price so that the loeal eonsumer, ai all
evenls, would be able to secure a loaf of
Lbread at a reasonable cost. A good deal
has Leen said with regard 1o the position of
the furmer, and I would like to say a word
or two in relation to the wining indusiry.
This must he realised even by those who
represent the farming industry. At the pre-
sent time the position of some of the leading
mines of Western Austrmia is undoubtedly
serious. hecause of the inflation of prices
of general commodilies and mining slores.
On account of this inflation some of the
mines ave finding it neressary to close down,
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and many others to curtail operations. 1 ask
the Government to consider that phase of
the question closely. ‘Two or three of the
large mines on the Walgoorlie bell are verg-
ing on the border line of profit and loss,
and anything Ministers can do Lo assist (he
mining industry should be done.

Mr. Thomson: Fixing the price of flour
fur the consumer will not assist the mines.

My, LAMBERT: The lessening of the
price of the loat will cectainly henefit the
loeal consuomer.  As pointed out by the
member for Boulder (Hon. 1’ Collier),
gencrally the farmer is not the man who
benefils by ihe nssistaoce which a beneficent
Govermment afford. That hon. member alse
peinted out that the momenl fertiliser rates
were lowered by the present Administralion,
the price of fertilisers to the farmer wenl up.

Me. Thomson : Fertiliser prices were raised
in the Tastern States at the same fime.

Mr. LAMBERT: Admittedly. But out-
side the cowmbine c¢ontrolling superphos-
phates in Ausiralia, ihere was only one
firm operaling Japanese  superphosphate.
That firm imported Japanese superphos-
phale to Australia, and there was a hue and
ery, an the patriotic “stunt,” that the
Japanese commodify should be shut out.
The importer in question, whose name is
Hassell, was practically foreed out of the
Australian superphosphate trade until he
went to Sydney and there formed a syndi-
ente fo operate the Anstralian produet.

The Minister for Railways: What do you
say about Japanese superphosphate?

Mr. LAMBERT: That it is just as good
as Australian so long as the chemical con-
tents are the same.

Hon. W, D, Johnson: The importer of-
fered to guarantee thal.

Mr. LAMBERT: There was some ab-
surd gnibble about sulphate of lime. With-
oul desiring in any way to decry loeally
manufactured superphosphate, I say super-
phosphate is superphosphate all the world
over. The firm of Cuming, Smith & Co. are
bringing pyritic ore from Ulamina, and
that ore has about 114 per cenf. of copper
contents. The sulphur contents in the same
ore, however, are worth £3 or £4 per ton.
Sulphur has doubled or trebled in price
here:; hut the raillway rates on pyritie ore
carrvinz that pereeniage of sulphur have
ut been inereased, nolwithstanding the fact
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that the rates on superphespbate and sul-
phurie acid have been raised. The ore 1
refer to is brought here from Ulamina for
10s. per ton.

The Minister for Railways: In any quan-
ity ?

Mr. LAMBERT: In the quantity neees-
sary Lo manufacture superphosphate at
Cuming, Smith & Co's. Works.

The 3inister for Railways: T do
thinl o,

Tlon, 1, Seaddan: [ warrant no one gave
thal evidenee belore ilie Royal Commission
en Agriculture. .

Mr. LAMBERT: The matter is not one
which specially interests me as the repre-
sentative of a mining econstitnency; but T
am telling the Minister for Railways, for his
information, of something that the Govern-
ment of this State are doing for the super-
phosphate manufacturers.  The Minister
knows well that the superphosphate com-
panies have time charters, running over
periods of five years probably, and that they
all buy phosphatic rock at the one price
from William Crosby & Co., of Sydney.
For my part, therefore, I fail to see where
the inerease of 10s. per ton comes in. The
large superphosphate works at Gaildford
and on the Swan, as well as those in the
Eastern States, have all been built out of the
farmer. Tt is ornly a few years since the
Mt. Lyell Company started with a little ox-
perimental plant for the manufacture of
sunerphasvhates,  All the rest has undoubt-
edly ecome out of the farmer’s poeket:; and
it is just as well for the farmer and his
representatives to know it. So mueh for
that phase of the question. T shounld like
the Government to consider seriously the
contentions put forward by the member for
Boulder. In our generosity—which is
admittedly justified at the present time
--towards the Tmperial Government. in
our desire to supply the Mother Country
with wheat, let us still rememher that we
owe a first duty to our leeal eonsumers. So
long as we do not unduly interfere with the
interests of the farmer, T feel that effect
shonlil he given to the amendment, and that
ihe interrsts of our own eonsnmers shonld he
pedeetodl,

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [R.35):
Covlainty the Houce hns heen ireated to a

noi
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series of exiremely interesting and ivstrue-
iive speeches on this subject; but T venture
to think that a good deal of the matter, val-
uable as it is. iz searcely relevant to the
question. T do not sec any use at all in
deerying the farming industry, or in makingz
complaints about the nvariee, or the greed.
ur the grasping qualilies of the representa-
tives of the farmers here. It may be that
the farmers’ representatives are anxious to
get all they ean for the industry, It may
I:e that a complaisant Government are anx-
ious to do all they can to mid the farmers
and win their politieal support. It may be
that a good deal of help has been given,
somelimes in unwise directions, to the farm-
ers, in order to obtain their political sup-
port in this Chamber. But that is not the
question under diseussion. T sunbmit that
the proposition put forward to-night, that
there should be a guarantee of 3s. per bushel
at the siding to the farmer for his wheat.
is not only a genera) national question, but
an Imperialistic one at the present time.
The proposition is not made with a desire
merely to keep the farmer going in funds.
The proposition is not confined to Australia.
Tts mainsprings are behind those considera-
tions, The basis of the motion rests in the
centre of Empire itself.

Mr. Thomas: Rabbish.

Hon. T. WALKER: T have no doult
whatever that the hon. member is an au-
thority.

Mr. Thomas: But to try to make a thinc
like this an Imperial question!

Hon. T. WALKER: I cannot be at all
responsible for these frivolous interrup-
tions. nor for the little view, or brief per-
spective, the member for Bunbury) Mr.
Thomas) seems eapable of taking. This may
nolt he a win-the-war question, but it has a
zood deal to do with the war, because the
necessity for food supply to Britain and her
arnies ecannot be gainsaid. It is a most
material qnestion, and the great forees of the
enemy of Great Britain are aimed at des-
troving her food supplies and thus starv-
ing and famishing her. But if we do not
2o so far as Britain and her necessities, her
dezire to oblain our wheat for the supplies
required by her armies and her people, if
we come onlv to Australia, anly to Western
Australia, this is more than a farmers’ ques-
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iion. There is mo doubt whatsoever that,
were it not for some species of guarantee
in these war times, in Lbe impossibility to
obtain Lransport, either the farmers would
be ruined by the impeossible prices which
would be offered by the loeal wheat buyers,
or the farmers would have to cease to pro-
duce.

Mr. Thomson: We cannot afford to risk
that.

Hon. T. WALKER: If transport is un-
obtainable except at most prohibifive rates
of freight, the wheat buyers will oot take
excessive risks, nor will the farmers them-
selves take the risks involved in the cultiva-
tion of their land.

Mr. Thomas: The farmers will not take
any risk at all.

Hon. T. WALKER: There are numbers
of people who will not take risk.

Mr. Thomns: We have to pay the farm-
ers to be patriotic.

Hon. T. WALKER: No. But everyone
in the State who does not want the farming
industry to disappear, or to see the farmer
absolutely ruined; everyone who recogniscs
the benefit which the farming industry con-
fers on the State as a whole, not only in the
produciion of wheat but in the opening-up
and settling of our lands, must desire to see
the farms going in full swing.

Mr. Thomas: Al the farmers will be
ruined unless the State guarantees this 3s.9

Hon. T. WALKER: That is an absurd
statement to put forward as an inference
from my argument. I submit that the ques-
tion is one of national importance in this
sense: it concerns every citizen of Western
Augstralia that either we make provision for
the fransport to foreign markets or our over-
plus of wheat, or that we are to give stagna-
tion to the farming industry. The farmers
themselves cannot ship their wheat, and the
usual wheat buyers ecannot eommand the
bottoms.

Mr. Mullany: But this guarantee has no-
lhing to do with shipping.

Hon. T. WALKER: The hon. member is
making a great mistake. The guarantee is
based on shipping. The contract is between
the Commonwealth and the Empire. That
is to say, Britain is to provide shipping if
the wheat can be secured. Tt is not to benefit
the loeal farmer bui to ensure a constant
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supply of wheat to the home markets where
wheat is nevessary. That is the object. If
the farmer benefits by it, well and good.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What about the gen-
eral consumer?

Hon. T. WALKER: What will become of
him if our wheat remains stacked and goes
to waste? This proposal is distinelly in the
interests of the general taxpayer. It is for
the purpose of gelting rid of our surplus
supplies of a valuable commodity and fo
bring money for cireulation into the State,
and generally to keep the wheels of every
avenue of industry going in Western Aus-
tralia. The propesal is simply for the tran-
shipment of our commerce in times of un-
precedented diffieulty. Without something of
the kind in these trying times, with the en-
ormous stacks of wheat waiting te be re-
moved, the heart of the farmer would sink
and he would not put under cultivation the
area be would do with this stimulus. With
the circulation of money in every branch of
enterprise and industry, every citizen will
derive an advantage from it.

Hon. J. Scaddan: But what about pro-
tecting the inlerests of the general con-
sumer? ‘

Hon. I. WALKER: The general con-
samer derives a benefii by the wealth which
is circulating in the community,

Hon. J. Scaddan: Suppose we do not get
3s. for the wheatl next year?

Hon. T. WALKER: If the men in the
wheat areas do not get 3s. a bushel there
will be no wheat cultivated in the following
year.

Hon. J. Seaddar: But who is to pay the
difference?

Hon. T. WALKER: Whbo is to pay the
farmer his wages? It is not a matter of in-
dividual payment. The whole State gets a
benefit from the enormous production of
wheat.

Hon. J. Seaddan: We are paying 3s. for
it and it might feteh 2s. 6d.

Hon. T. WALKER: There is a benefit
in gelting wheat produced, and what is sent
abroad comes back in wealth. My objection
to the amendment is that it does not guar-
antee that if the farmer sells it cheap 1o the
miller the consumer will get his bread at a
different rate. We leave it as open a ques-
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tion as ever,.und we leave the consnmer as
much at the merey of the miller as ever.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Under the motion they
are not allowed to sell a bushel to the miller;
we say that the pool shall sell to the miller
tor local requiremenis at a price which will
ot cause bread to he more than 3%4d.

Hon. T. WALKER: How will that be
done? We must remember that everything
lias gone up in price. Wages of farm lab-
ourers have gone up 100 per cent.

Mr. Thomas: 1t is new lo find the hon.
member complaining about the increase in
wages.

Hon. T. WALKER: I am not complain-
ing; T am only stating that everything has
wone up and that an extra charge must be
placed on the production of wheat. Maehi-
nery too lms gone up in price. Therefore |
think that 3s. is a fair estimate of the cost
of the produciion of wheat, and it is just
enough to enable a farmer fo live upon and
pay the demands made upen him owing to
the exigencies of the period. That being the
unpunt necessary we gain an advantage hy
keeping the farmer at bis work and the fields
under cultivation. The amendment will not
control the miller, and that is the objection 1
have to it,  Such eontrol as there is is brought
about by rhe machinery now existing, But
that is not the point T am objeeting to; T am
objecting to making it a sectional advanlage
to one portion of tlie communily and one
only. I shall sapport the molion, which T
nol only think a wise one but an absolutely
necessary one in the interests of Western
Anunstralia.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. THOMAS (Bunbury) [855]: Tt
ean he said of the hon. member who has
just resumed his seat that he is interesting
if not convineing. He has freated us to a
number of conflicting  arwwments. He
started off upon a false hasis and led him-
self astray in varions directions. [ fol-
lowed him closely and tried te arrive at
some conelnsion as o what he rveally meant,
bui after a display of oratorical pyroteeh-
nies there was very little left. The hon.
member went so far as to say that this
proposal was in the interests of the gen-
eral {axpaver, and when the leader of the
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Opposilion sugywested that he should sup-
porl the amendment which would provide for
some prolection for the guarantors, the hon.
member eould not see any need whatever
for the people generally of Western Aus-
tralia having any proteetion in return for
their guarantee. The hon, member’s heart
bleeds for the toilers of Western Australia,
hut it does not matter to him apparently
if the price of the loaf goes up so long as
the farmer gets a guarantee withont hav-
ing to offer a return for the high priee
paid him for his wheat.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is ralher un-
Lenerons.

Mr. THOMAS: I do not think it is. I
am tryving to disentangle some of the argu-
wments whieh the hon. member put forward
and 1o arrive ar some conclusion in the
matter. Many supporters of the motion
appear to he under the impression that the
farmers are not in the least patrictic, are
not seized with the needs of the Empire,
and that we should stimulate their patriot-
ism by paying them for it, that we should
take the risk of guaranteeing a fixed
price.  Yet no provision is made for the
weneral taxpayer, who takes all the risk.
wetling anything in return. When twitted
on this point, the member for Kanowna
(Hon. T. Walker) waved his hands and
said, “‘It is the very heart of the Empire
that is in danger, and the farmers of
Western Australia should rally round the
erand old flag” That is to say, we should
pay themn fur rallying. And, in order to
wive them all that can possibly be given,
we must put ap the price of our own pro-
duet to our ewn people. 1 am prepared to
neeept  the amendment, which indeed 1
think does not go quite far encugh. Bt
some return should be made for the guar-
antee, so that the people suffering to-day
on account of the rise in the cost of living
will have some assurance in regard to the
price of bread, The farmer is not the only
one suffering, vet the hon. member does
not care a tinker’s benedictiecn what hap-
pens to the others so long as we guarantee
the farmer 3s. a bushel for his wheat.

Hon. T. Walker: You know how utterly
unjust that is.

Mr. THOMAS: The hon, member drew
a red herring when he said the guarantee



[31 Jawopary, 1817.]

was necessary in order that the wheat
might bhe shipped to London. The gunar-
anteg has nothing to do with that. Tt is

merely to encourage the farmer to bhe
I do not think so poorly of the
tarmer, 1 do not think his patriotism re-
quires that stimulant. The farmers of
Canada were appealed to without any offers
of proiection. They responded nobly with-
out any guaraniee at all, and in my opinion
the farmers of Western Anstralia are pre-
pared to do the same. If we must give
them u guarantee, why not exacl in return
some assurance in regard to the price of
hread to the poover of our people? H has
beecome the custom to refer to the wheat
farmer as the farmer; but the real farmer
is the mixed farmer, while the man grow-
ing wheat is the wheat-grower. Hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds have been
spent upon the wheat areas, but what are
we doing to help the real farmers? What
is being done for the mixed farmers and
the fruit-growers? We arc not offering
them a guarantee to grow produce for the
grand old Empire. The proposal before us
is more serious than most people are aware
of.  Its object is to provide an immense
1917-18 harvest. Suppose this gamble in
wheat goes on, and the war pelers out sud-
denly, rveleasing [Russian, American, and
Canadian wheat, in consequence of which
there ocenrs a big fall in price. What will
be the position in Western Australia? We
have heard thig afiernoon that wheat has
heen kaown to fall as low as 2s. 2d.  As-
suming by this proposed guarantee we
stimnlale a gamble in an enormous produc-
lion of wheat, and the boitom falls ont nf
the market, it is possible that we might
lose 1s. a bushel on the wheat. What a
hurden for Western Australia to carry !
Anything up to a million pounds is at
stake. Yet one member of the Country
party said he thought we ought to extend
the proteetion up to 4s. a bushel. It ap-
pears to me that we are giving to a seetion
of the commmunity a most unfair preference.
I realise ihat legitimate assistance should
be given to the wheat-grower, but if he is
coing to absorb all the available cash held
by the Government, every other section of
the community will have to suffer.

patriotie.
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The Minister for Works: Does not that
money ecirculate thronghout the community?

® Mr. THOMAS: Not any more than does
money produced in other industries. I do
not hear the hon. member advocating the
claims of other sections of the farming eom-
munity. Yet he represents a section that
needs assistanee just as much as the wheat-
grower, noiwithstanding which, to suit his
party purposes, he is silent on this guestion.
1 appeal to the member for Swan (Mr.
Nairn), who represenls another section of
the farming community whose requirements
should be voiced in this Chamber. To listen
to the representatives of the wheat farmers,
one would think that ihose farmers were
beeoming a body of political mendieants,
for ever waiting on the doorstep of the Gov-
ernmnent begging for this, that, and the
other. I refuse to believe that the honest
loiter on the land wants balf the assistance
his representatives are continually asking
for. The whole of the energy and power
of Parliament seemsd to be given té one thing
alone. No other indostry is getting any as-
sistance. The South-West is just as capable
of producing the wants of the Empire as is
the wheai-growing area, vet no voice 1is
raised. . o

The Minister for Works: Tt is wheat thal
is wanted.

Mr. THOMAS: Does not the Empire re-
quire mution, butter, cheese or bacon; do
they not eaf those things in England? The
soldiers at the Front are not living on wheat
alone. A few thousand pounds is required
to esiablish jam factories and canning fae-
fories, so lhal we might send tinned fruits
and jam to England, but nothing is said
about this. Hon. members wave flags and
taik about the danger of the Empire, and
the blow struck at her heart, beeause we ure
not or willing to give everything to one see-
tion of the eommunity.

Hon. T. Walker: This is cloquent rtub-
bish.

Mr. THOMAS: The hon. member treaied
us 1o a lot of flapdooedle and flambuoyant
trash. T have no objection whatever to sup-
porting the motion, provided that in return
for the pguarantee the people, those who,
after all, are the guarantors, shall have some
reasonable protection. We must be sure
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that the people of” Westem Austraha, as the
result of ihis gigantic deal, will be able to
get their bread at a reasonable priee.

‘ Mr, B B. JOHNSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin) [9.14] ' 1 congratulate the member for
Kénowna (Hon. T. Walker) on the views
Ite - expiessed on this subject, in contradis-
tmcnon to other speeches heard from that
side of the House.

" Hon. P. Collier: What was wrong with
foine? . ‘
) Mx E. B. JOHNSTO\I Your amend-

ment. Tt appeared to me that the member
i'_.'o1 Kanonwa had some knowledge of the
subject, and I could not help thinking it
would be a good thing if we could persuade
all members on that side to acquire a thou-
sand-aere block of land; because if they
knew the dilficulties that. the newer settlers
have to contend with in dry areas they would
adopt a different altitude when questions of
vital importanee to the agrieultural indus-
try, such as this, come before the House,

Mr. Mullany: What would you expect?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I would expect
the views expressed to be of a different na-
ture. The leader of the Opposition carries
his own contradiction, for after eriticising
the motion at considerable length he stated
that he was not opposed to it and would not
vote against it.

Hon. J. Seaddan: None of us are opposed
to the motion..
. Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I am pleased to
hear that, but the hon. member’s speech cer-
tainly appeared to me to be in a boslile vein.
_ Hon. J. Scaddan: Your lack of under-
standing is responsible for that.
- Mr, E. B, JOHNSTON: I regret the in-
vidious comparison which the members for
Brownhill-Ivanhoe (Hon. J. Seaddan) and
Bunbury {Mr. Thomas) introduced into the
debate by eomparing the Canadian farmers
with the Western Australian farmers to the
disparagement of the Western Australian
farmers. From my knowledge I c¢an say
there is no more reasonable and patriolic
section of this eommunity than the Western
Australian farmers; and when his difficul-
ties are taken into eonmderatmn I venture to
say the farmer of Western Australia has
done as much, if not more, than the Cana-
dian farmer for the country and the Empire
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generally. In any ease 1 ean see MO neces-
sity for the eomparison.

Hon. J. Seaddan: You made it. .

. Mr. E. B. JOEHNSTON: I have not made
it. You made the comparison and I resent
it, that you should have made a eomparison
to the disparagement of the local farmers.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Do you know what
Canada has done?

Mr.E.B.JOHNSTON: I venture to think
I know as much on the subject as the leader
of the Opposition.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I think you know very
little of the subjeet. It is evident you have
not eonsidered the maiter at all.

Mr. E. B. JOINSTON: With regard to
the amendment moved by the member for
Boulder, it is absurd that Parliament, with-
out - any lknowledge at all of the subject,
should be asked to turn itself into a price-
fixing commission.

Hon, P. Collier:
the motion itself§

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: No. What is
proposed in the motion is in the interests of
the whole of the ecommunity; but the hon.
member’s amendment seeks to fix an import-
ant matter up on the spur of the moment
without proper consideration.

Hon. P. Collier: We want to fix the price
of bread, the motion seeks to fix the price
of wheat,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The subject is
one requiring consideration. In this House
I have always supported, and will continue
to support, the appointment of a tribunal
io go inlo such matters thoroughly so as fo
proteet the interests of the whole of the
people in war time. That is a poliey T have
subseribed to. To my mind, it wounld be
foolish to think of fixing a maximum price
for wheat, as desired by the member for
Boulder in his amendment, unless we are
prerared to go a long way further into the
matter and take into consideration every fac-
tor in the production of wheat. Machinery,
super, bovs, and everything else the farmer
uses in producing wheat should be fixed at
a minimum cost so as to proteet the farmer.
If the member for Boulder brought forward
a comprehensive proposal of that mnature,
and it was workable, T venture to say Par-
liament would- be justified in appointing a
board to earry out its proposal. His amend-

Are we not doing that in
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ment also lacks the merit of consisteney. If
the member wished {o be eonsistent, and if
the finances would stand it, I could under-
stand bim proposing to increase the 3s. per
bushel mentioned in the molion to 4s. and
asking that that price should apply to all
our wheat.

Ion. P. Collier. You move that, and per-
haps T will support it.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I would move it
if it were not that it would interefere with
arrangements already made.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Then you would wake
up and find yourself out of order.

Mr.E.B.JOHNSTON: But in the cireum-
stances, it would render the motion out of
order, therefore I do not propose to move
it. It must be remembered that the amount
which it is proposed this House shall guar-
antee, 3s. per bushel, barely covers the cost
of prodnetion even in a good season under
existing abnormal conditions.  The cost to
the farmer of machinery and everything else
used on the farm has inereased and in these
circumstances we are not guaranteeing
the farmer an amount which would enable
him to do more than recover the bare cost
of production. In the newer districts, at
any rate, the cost of produection will not be
covered by 3s. a bushel. Railway freights
are another factor in the eost of production.
The most pleasing feature of the Premier’s
very interesling nddress was the statement
that the Prime Minister is in negotiation
with the British Government with a view to
placing the whole of our forthcoming wheat
erop with the British Government.

Houn. J. Scaddan: Before the British Gov-
ernnient is able to release last year’s harvest
it is proposed to foree them to buy our next
harvest. Apparently they have not enough
trouble at Home.

Mr. E.B.JOHNSTON: The Premier made
a most interesting statement on that point.
I hope the Government will be able to earry
that proposal through. Tt will be a relief
to the hon. gentlemen opposite who have
eriticised this small guarantee, and also to
the general taxpayer, if the efforts of the
Government in this direction are suecessful.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [9.24]: T desire to say a few words
regarding the amendment which has heen

1603

moved by tbe member for Bonlder. The
Giovernment caonot accept the amendment
for the simple reason that it is irupracticable.
First and foremost, permit me to point out
that we have joined with New South Wales
and the olher wheat producing States of the
Commonwealth to give this guarantee of 3s.
per bushel. We have to find the money, or
rather the Commonwealth will find the
money and we must guarantee them against
loss. The money will be found through the
pool which, as members know, controls the
harvest. The only question to be decided
now is whether we shall or shall not give the
proposed guarantee. Threc of 'the States
have already decided that they will do so.

Hon. J. Scaddan: We are not objecting
fo that,

The PREMIER: If any amendment of
the conditions be introduced I. warn the
louse we shall be complicating the issue.
We eannot stipulate with the Commonwealth
that we will join in this compact by way of
guarantee provided wheat is sold at a cer-
tion price to our millers. We cannot make
a condition of that sort. If it is desired to
pass a resolution governing the price of
wheat to millers, we must go further and fix
the price at whichk flour shall be sold hy
millers to bakers, and go even further and
fix the price at whieh bread shall be sold by
the retailer to the consumien

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is done now.

The PREMIER: If it is desired to do
that, it should be done by independent mo-
tion after due consideration. I ask the
House not to complieate the issue we have
before vs to-night by adding the conditions
stipulated in the amendment. Tt will eom-
plicate the issue, it is impracticable and it is
unjust to the consumer.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Oh, no.

The PREMIER: Will the hon. member
permit me to proceed without eontinuously
interjecting.

Hon. J. Seaddan: 1 once used a retort
vou did not like. T will use it again if youn
go on like that.

The PREMIER: The hon. member may
use any retort e ehooses; I have heard bis
retorts for years. Give me the retort; let
us have it at onee. I say the House will be
eomplieating the issue—
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Hon, J. Scaddan: That is what——

The PREMIER: Myr. Speaker, may I not
get some relief against this eontinuwous in-
terjecting. I think T have the right to ad-
dress the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! 1if the Pre-
wier will eontinue his address, 1 shall en-
deavour to see that he is not interrupted.

The PREMIER: When I was inferrupted
1 was endeavouring to point out that the
amendment was hmpracticable and that the
only question to be decided now was either
that we shall give this guarantee or that we
shall not. I say the amendment is impracti-
cable for the reasons T have given. Firstly,
what does “2-b. ioaf” mean? Tt is very
fard to say. The amendment asks that the
farmer shall sapply wheat for milling at a
price which will allow of bread being sold
at Perth at a price not exceeding 314d. per
2-11. loaf.

Mr. Holman: Why Perth?

The PREMIER: Yes, why Perth and not
other centres? What does it mean? How can
the House come to a conclusion on a matter
of this kind?

Mr. Munsie:
want it to.

The PREMIER : Who can vouch for what
the- price will be that will enable bread to be
sold in Perth at 3l4d. for a 2Ib. loaf? No
eonclusive argument can be put before the
Chiamber to support that proposition. If the
House did carry it, what guarantee is there
that bread will be sold at that price? The
millers are not hound to retail their flour at
a price that would enable this to be done.
They may be bound by the Federal Govern-
ment, who have power to fix the price of
wheat and bread. We have nof that power
in this State.

Mr. Munsie: They are exercising that
power in regard to wheat now.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER; TLet us deal with the
question later on by resolution, and if it is
desirable carry one appealing to the Federal
Government, in view of the position that we
are guaranteeing to the farmers throughout
Australia a certain minimum payment, to fix
the price of flour from the millers in the first
instance to the bakers, and, in the second in-
stance, the price of bread to the consumer at
a reasonable figure based on these considera-

It is hecause vou do not
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tions. Do not let us to-night fix a hard and
fast price of whieh we do not understand the
meaning, and so complicate the issue in that
direction. It is unjust to the consumer and a
dangerous thing 1o do. My honourable friends
say by interjection that this means the sell-
ing of wheat at 4s. a bushel, I doubt very
much whether that is the true meaning of
it. Presuming it is, suppose that in the next
harvest sales wheat is sold at 3s. a bushel,
or 3s. 3d. or 3s. 6d. a bushel, what right have
we to stipulale to-night that our consumers
shall pay at the rate of 4s. a bushel? That is
what this means they are going to do.

Hon. P. Collier: Does the Premier argue
that they will get a higher price for bread
than they would for flour for export$

The PREMIER: The export price may
only realise 3s., and yet they arve going to
bind the pool to fix the priee to millers at
what may be 4s, or 4s. 6d. Instead of doing
the consumer a good turn, we will be doing
him an injustice, and ereate a dangerous
position. T oppose the amendment for the
reasons 1 have stated, and ask the House to
rejeel it and pass the motion. I have not the
slightest objeclion to a subsequent motion,
if it is deemed desirable to proteet the con-
sumer, being addressed to the Federal Gov-
ernment for them to take aclion in that di-
rection. T have, however, a decided objection
to complicating the issue that we are asked
to decide, and which was pul into my hands
at the Premiers’ Conference, by adding am-
endments which I am sure will eansa delay.
The Prime Minister wants this matter seitled
at the end of the month, though we cannot
zet it settled until next week, in order that
the benefits involved may be derived, and
that influence may be brought to bear uron
our farmers to proceed at once with their
new erop. Lhe chances are that if the Prime
Minister does consider the contention which
is set up in the amendment, he would then
have to refer the whole matter to the other
three States I have mentioned, to see whether
they would agree to it or not.

Mr. Munsie: They have nothing to do
with the priee in this State.

The PREVIIER: The hon. member does
not understand the position. This is a joint
operation. We must all abide by the same
provisions. I am satisfied that, even if the
Prime Minister considered an amendment of
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this sort, he would immediately send it to
the other Stales to ask if they concurred in
it. The Premiers’ Conference entered into
n compact with all coneerned, and not with
one State ooly. I do not object lo action be-
ing taken after due consideration, in order
that the consumer may not be unduly pen-
alised, and may be protected. I do object,
however, to the issue which is now before
the House being complicated, and perhaps
the ohject we have in view defealed by the
addition of this amendment to the motion.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brownhill-Tvanhoe
—on amendment) [9.35]: T should like to
say a few words in controversion of some of
the staiements and argoments nsed by the
Premier, and because of his elever method of
trving fo mislead members——

Mr. Green: Intimidate them.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: In connection with
the matter.

The Premier: I did not attempt to mis-
lead any hon. members. I hope the hon. gen-
tleman will withdraw that. Tt is rather of-
fensive.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I accepl the Pre-
mier's assurance in the matter.

The Premier: I hope the leader of the
Opposition will withdraw the remark.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T withdraw it. In
the first place, the hon. gentleman asked
members of the House not to agree to the
smendment on the ground fhat it would eom-
plicate maiters. If that was correct I would
of course withdraw any opposition I bhave
to the motion, or any support I am prepared
to give to the amendment. T am not desirous
of complicating the position at all. In what
way does the Premier tell us we are going to
complicate the position? He says we will do
so because the Prime Minister would disagree
with the proposal and would not permit it.
What bas it got to do with the Prime Min-
ister?

The Premier: You eannof get the money
without him.

Mr. Holman: Who would make ihe deal
if the Prime Minister did not?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I will come to that
phase of the matter.

The Minister for Railways:
the price.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: He has not. He has
nothing to do with it. All that the Prime
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He has fixed
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Minister is doing in connection with this par-
ticular proposal 15 to give a guaranlee to the
State that, if we are prepared to undertake
o give so mueh against the wheat produced
next year, he will tind the money.

The Minister for Railways: He fixed the

price of bread.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Prime Minis-
ter said, “You take the responsibility for
the payment of the amount which I advance
to vou upon the wheat, and 1 will find the
monev.” I admit that if we proposed in
the amendment that the local miller should
get all his rejuiremenis at any price, the
Prime Minister wonld raise objection, on
the same ground that he did when he pre-
viously insisted that the millers should
obtain their supplies from the pool and not-
elsewhere, as such a propesal wonld enable
the miller to get his wheat at a lower price
than millers in the other Stales, and thus
gain an undue advantage over them in the
world’s market. So far as local require-
ments are coneerned, it does not affect any
of the other Siates whether we sell bread at
2d. or 6d. a loaf. The Prime Minister, there-
fore, could not be interested. He is not re-
sponsible. The general taxpaver of West-
ern Ausiralia finds the money and no one
else. We do not complicate the position;
we merely provide that the pool in Western
Australia, in retarn for the guarantee that
we give that the farmers shall not gef less
that the cost of production next year, shall
provide the miller with his requirements for
local eonsumption alone at a price that will
enable the haker to sell his loaf at the Perth
rarity of 33d. for a 2-lb. Joaf. The Western
Australian pool is a separate pool from the
Australian pool. The wheat board, it is
trie, orerates in the different States and con-
sists of representatives of each of the wheat
producing States, and is formed in order to
bring about uniformity and to prevent one
State * laying off against another. Now the
Premier says we do not know what this
rrice per loaf would mean, what the price of
the miller for the baker’s flour would be.
Bis coMeague, who is in contrel of the
Wheat Marketing Committee in Western
Avustralia, can tell him exactly what every
farthine reduction, or increase, in the price
of wheat will mean in the price of bread
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to bLe paid by the consnmer in thiz State.
It has been worked out long since. The old
commission went into that question with the
millers, the bakers and the merchants, and
fixed it definitely. Approximately, a 2-lb.
loaf sold in Perth at 3%d. would mean the
selling of wheat to the miller at something
like 4s. a bushel. To-day it is up to
4s, 94., I believe. If we accept the present
price of 4s. 9d., and that is the most the
farmer ean expeet next year, even if the
present conditions prevail, the most he will
lose will be 9d. a bushel on one-tenth of
his produclion. On every acre from which
he produces an average yield of 10 bushels
he will sell 1 bushel at 4s. and 9 bushels
at ds. 9d., that is if the condition of things
. now existing continues. If wheat falls below
3s. he would sell the whole of his 10 bushels
per acre crop at 3s. to the general com-
munity, for, although he may only get 2s,
6d. on the market, the general community
makes up the difference. The thing is not
impracticable, because, while the amend-
ment does not provide that the millcr shall
sell the flour gristed from the wheat 2t any
particular figure to the baker, the Federal
Government already have control to the
extent of providing that flour shall be sold
to the baker at so much per ton, and that
the baker shall sell his bread at so much
per loaf to the general eonsumer. All that
we, therefore, arrange is, that if we give
this guarantee on behalf of the general
eommunity, we will safegnard the interests
of the general consumer by providing that
a loaf shall not exceed 3%d. for a 2-lb.
loaf. Tf the wheat fell to 2s. 6d. a bushel
at the siding, the general comnunity would
have o find £375,000 under this guarantee.
Even if we get a continuance of the pre-
sent conditions, and 4s. 94, which may be
expected next year for wheat f.o.b., and
this amendment was carried, the total loss

to the farmers under this propoesal would

not exceed £75,000 as against the loss to
the general community, on the other hand,
of £375,000. If that is not a reasonable
proposition I should like to know what is.
If the Government like to draw o red her-
ring across the trail, in order to influence
some of their supporters, who recognise the
unfairness of it from the point of view of
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the eonsumers they represent, and so gei
them ioto dilfienlties, well and good. If
their supporters cannoi see that the in-
terests of their electors are at stake in this.
matter, but are prepared to accept the
dictum of the Premier, that the Prime Min-
ister might interfere and say it was not
practicable, then they must answer for it.
Why anticipate the attitnde of the Prime
Minister? If he does interfere, and says
it is impraecticable, and it is found to be
impracticable, it would be a simple matter
for the Premier to bring down a resolution
dealing with the matter, which would be
quite acceptable, and which would be far
better than anticipating that any partienlar
attitude would be adopted by the Prime
Minister when the Premier does not know
that he would adopt such ar attitude. I
venture to say that if the Prime Minister
only had it explained to him whai we are
deing in the matter, there would be no
quibbling about its being impracticable or
undesirable. The Federal Government.
would say that in view of the fact that the-
money of the general taxpayers is being
staked, and in view of the fact that the
farmer is not being deprived of anything,
the proposition is a fair one to apply to
wheat gristed for flour to be consumed in
Australia.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [9.46]: T
consider it is necessary for members to ex-
press their opinions on this motion, more
especially after the Premier’s statement on
the amendment. That statement was only a
clouding of the issue, an attempt to lead
members to reject the amendment, by means
of a red herring drawn across the trail.
Reference has been made to-night to the
assistance given by Western Anstralian
Governments from time to time to the
farmers. Before elosing I shall state to the
House the exaet amount of the assistance
the farmers have obtained since the 30th
June, 1907, to the 30th June of last year, as
tabled in the Statistical Abstract. I listened
to the member for Kanowna (Homn. T.
Walker) trying to make the House believe
that this was a pational question and a
burning question; that this motion was
almost ingpired by the Empire, and that
this inspiration was the reason for the pre-
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senting of the motion to the Chamber
this evening. 1 heard, ioo, the argument of
the member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr.
E. B. Johnston), who said that this Parlia-
ment should not attempt to fix prices.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Not without the full-
est cvidence.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is something added
since the hon. member spoke. This motion
is a price-fixing motion for wheat; and
therefore, according to some hon. members,
it is perfectly right and justifiable. Bat
the moment this House attempts, by price-
fixing, to protect the consumer, the House
is absolutely wrong. Aceording to the mem-
ber for Willinms-Narrogin, the fixing of
prices for the protection of the consumer is
altogether too insignificant a matter. We
arc, however, perfectly right in pledging the
general taxpayer of this country in order to
protect the farmer. The farmer has been
assisted to the tune of over four and a half
millions sterling during the last ten years.
That is the amount which has been devoted
from Loan funds to help the farming indus-
try. Anpother industry, guite as important
as the farming industry, and more important
to this State in the past—and I hope it will
be more important in the future—has been
helped_by Parliament to the extent of only
one and a half millions during the same
period of ten years. 1 refer to the gold-
mining industry. Three times as much has
been done by the Government for agrieul-
ture as for mining during those ten years.

Hon. P. Collier: And what has been the
return in each case?

Mr. TAYLOR: In actual money value,
there is no eomparison whatever. Gold
mining has heen a paying concern, and of
great money value to the State, from its
very inception. On the other hand, how
long has Western Australia been producing
wheat for export? For two years; this is
the third year. Until three years ago we
were not producing enough wheat for bome
consumption. And now this Parliament is
asked to pledge the people of Western Aus-
tralia to a large sum of money all in the
interests of the farmer. The member for
Kanowna (Hor. T. Walker) says this is a
question of patriotism and of Empire. In
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upposition to that eontention it is said that
Parlinment is asked Lo pay for the patriot-
isin of the farmer. I am inclined to think
the farmers of Western Australia do not re-
yuire payment for their patriotism. T be-
lieve they are patriotic enough to grow wheat
without any guarantee from the present or
any olher Government. The only respect
in which they possibly require a guarantee is
ocean freight. They are prepared to meet
the open eompetition of the world with their
product; but the difficulty during war time
15 1o get their product to the markets of the
worhl. In that respect the Federal Govern-
ment, in conjunction with the Imperial Gov-
ernment, have made the necessary arrange-
ments. The Federal Government will guar-
antee the farmer 3s. per bushel delivered at
the railway siding. If that price is not
realised, the State is to be responsible for -
any difference. The amendment asserts
that, in view of the extent to which the gen-
eral taxpayer will be pledged for the farm-
er’s benefit it is necessary that the con-
sumer should be safeguarded against the
farmer, who shall be allowed to cbarge only
a certain price for wheat eonsumed locally.
That is a fair proposition. No member of
this Chamher can oppose the protecting of
the people as a whole, especially when the
money of the people as a whole is to be nsed
to proteet one section. I appeal to the
farming representatives in this House to
take a fair view of the matter. Notwith-
standing the generosity of this Parliament
to the farming community during the last
16 years or more, the farmers thought they
should have direct representation in Parlia-
ment, and accordingly they formed the
Country party. Now, apparently, they be-
lieve they are to get, not what is fair, but
praetically anything they care to ask. While
other industries do not receive the proper
amount of consideration from the Govern-
ment, I am not prepared to allow the farm-
ers anything more than their fair share. The
member for Williams-Narrogin should cease
arguing that Parliament ought not fo fix
prices. The Parliament of this country em-
barked on price-fixing two years ago, when
a board were appeinted for the rurpose.

Mr. E, B. Johnston: It is a different thing
when price-fizing is done by a board.



1608

Mr. TAYLOR: The prices were worked
out to fractions of a penny. The informa-
tion, 1 have no doubt, is now (o be found
on the files of the Government departments.
The board decided what the cost of flour
should be when wheat was put on the mar-
ket at a certain price. The scheme was so
arranged that the farmer and the miller and
the baker each received a fair profit in their
respeclive avocations.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Wounld you fix the
price of super and bags and machinery as
well ?

Mr. TAYLOR: If this motion dealt with
superphosphate and bags and machinery, I
would take those matters into consideration
when dealing with the motion. But if T be-
gin to deal with the prices of superphos-
phate and bags and machinery in this con-
nection, I am afraid that you, Sir, would
check me. There is no necessity to import
into the discnssion any matter that is not
covered by the terms of the motion. We
find hon. members representing the farming
industry opposing the attempt to protect the
consumer. We also find the Premier rising
to tell us that the proposal contained in the
amendment had not been considered by the
Premiers’ conference and that he has every
reason to believe the Prime Minister would
reject any amendment of this nature, which
wonld mean that Western Australia would
have to stand out of the pool altogether.

Mzr. E. B. Johnston; Guarantee us 4s. per
bushel, and we will consider your proposal.

Mr. TAYLOR : The hon. member is prae-
tically saying, “Give me a sovereign, and 1
will give you 10s” Remarks have heen
made about the avarice of the farmers in
this State. I do not wish to touch on a
subjeet of that kind, but if the member for
Williams-Narrogin and some other members
who represent farming distriets are a reflex
of their electors, then some of their electors
must he avaricious. Apparently they desire
to drain every taxpayer of Western Aus-
tralia for their own advantage and enrich-
ment. It is abont time we took a strong
stand against such attempts. After all the
assistance Parliament has given to farmers,
how grateful are they now?

Mr. Thomson: The farmers have had to
pay for the assistance.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: Six per cent.

Mr. TAYLOR: The State would not be
in its present deplorable position if the
farmers paid the bills they owe to the Gov-
ernment. Apparently, they are prepared to
vwe those bills all their lives rather thau do
the State out of ils money. I hope the
amendment will be carried, and I trust hon.

-nembers will nol be led away by the notion

that the Prime Minister will reject any
amendment of the kind moved by the mem-
ber for Boulder.

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) {9.58]: I sup-
port the amendment. I have sat in this.
House for some time, and I have consistently
supported every measure for the benefit of
the farming indusiry, But a time comes
when a man must reconsider his position,
and must recognise that one section of the
community may, in the words of Shelley, be
likened to the daughter of the horse leeeh,
continually erying, “Give, give’’ To com-
pare one industry of the State with another
is invidious; but by way of reply to the re-
marks of the Minister for Railways, who
said that farming occupied the paramonnt
position, it 1s necessary to point ont what
the gold-mining industry has done for Wesi-
ern Australin. In comparison with that in-
dustry, farming must take seeond place.
Let me point out that from 1907 to 1916,
both years inelusive, the value of the pro-
duction of gold has been 39 millions ster-
ling, while the value of farming products
has been 13 millions. That is to say, that
for every £1 produced by the farming indus-
try the mining industry has yielded £4 10s.
These figures are from the Statistical Ah-
stract and from the Yeur Book,

Mr. Thomson: Have you taken wheat only
or the whole of the farming produce?

Mr, GREEN: Wheat.

Mr. Thomson: I thought so.

Mr. GREFN: We are desling with the
question of an advance to the farmer and I
protest against it, especially when we con-
sider the comparative insignificance of the
farming industry heside that of gold mining.
What has ibe gold mining industry reeeived
in the period 1907 to 1916% A sum of only
£528,167. On the other hand, the farming
industry has received £3,816,178, or over
geven times as much as the gold mining in-
dustry. In providing this gnarantee we are
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taking an immense risk, for the reason that
the war may terminate unexpectedly during
this year. Let me remind hon. members that
in 1914 Russia was the second largest pro-
ducer of wheat in the world. As against 179
millions produced by Australia, Russia ae-
counted for 573 million bushels. Should the
war end this year the price of wheat may go
down to 2s. a bushel.

Mr. Thomson: Let us hope so.

Mr. GREEN: Then for every bushel for
which we have guaranted 3s. we shall Jose
1ls. The amendment provides for the pro-
tection of ihe producer. The Minister for
Industries bas repeatedly told us that wheat
at 4s. 6d. a bushel means bread at 314d. a
loaf. T stand here in the interests, not .only
of the farmer, but of the consumer as well.
The member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. E.
B. Johnston), who displays remarkable
perspicacity in dealing with this question,
has told us that the reason why farmers
should be given a blank cheque is because
farmers’ requirements, such as machinery,
super, bags, and twine, have gone up in
price. Whoever beard the representative of
a self-reliant community say that because
certain arficles are going up in cost, we
should ask the rest of the State to pledge it-
self to pay a certain price to the farmers,
although that may mean a loss of hundreds
of thonsands of pounds to the State?

Mr. E. B. Jobnston: 1 said those facts
ought to be considered.

Mr. GREEN: Just so, and this guarantee
has to be given by all the people of the
State. A small farming community of
8,000 people is to be guaranteed by everyone
else. I am not prepared to support a re-
commendation of that kind. Tt would be
just as decent for me to suggest to the Mini-
ster For Mines thal, because there has been
an increase of from 50 to 200 per cent. in
the price of the commodities used in connee-
tion with gold mining, he should guarantee
that the amount paid for every ounce of
gold should be so much more than is paid by
the Royal Mint, No one has ever suggeste
anything of the kind. The proposal of the
Government bas been supported enthusiasti-
cally by the represenfatives of the third
parly, and also by the fourth party of one,
and it would not have heen listened to if it
had emanated from the mining community,
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a communily which has made this country
what it is, and which is prepared (o stand
on its own feet. A paliry amount of
£19,000 has been set apart this year for the
development of gold mining, and this in a
country which has produced po less than
130 million pounds’ worth of gold. The
mining indusiry is decadent, and now re-
quires assistance in the direction of the pros-
peeling of outback areas. '

My. Hickmott: How much
to produce that ?

has it cost

Mr. GREEN: The money which has heen
embarked in ihe indostry has mot come
from {he Government. As soon as a man
goes on the land he loses the backbone
he formerly bad and he requires to be
spoon-fed immediately. That has become a
national ealamity, We as Labour repre-
sentatives, are prepared at all times to see
that the Government of ihe conatry em-
bark in certain industries, but do we find
that the farmers’ representatives are pre-
pared to go the wheole gamut npon those
lines? No. We find, for instance, Lthat they
are prepared to become State socialists when
the guestion of the abolition of the State
Implement Works is involved, or when the
Government are prepared to carry super
below actual eost, but when it comes to other
State enterprises which will solely benefit
other portions of the community they are
not prepared fo give this side of the House
therr support. This shows inconsistency to

the farmer. T intend to support the amend-
ment.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)

{10.10]: T would have spoken earlier if T
had faken the motfion as seriously as some
hon. members have done. I look upon it as
one of those moves by a Government which,
while they will not do any good, will not do
any harm, and I was prepared to let it go at
that. From my experience of farming I con-
tend it will not do any good. Farmers do
not grow wheat because they imagine they
will get only 3s. a bushel for it. They grow
it becanse they ealculate they are going to
get more, and al the present time they have
already prepared their land for this year’s
seed. Then to demonstrate that the Govern-
ment are not going to do any good, we have
to realise that the present Minister, and all
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his expert officers, hiave over and over again
advised the wheat farmer not to sow wheat
unless he has previously fallowed the land.
Consequently we have our land fallowed,
and when I say “we” I mean the farmers
of the State. This molion will not assist in
the fallowing of the land; it will encourage
farmers to do that which the experts have
told ihem they must not do. Therefore,
their minds as to what they will crop this
vear? The farmers have already made up
their minds as to what they will crop this
year, Practical farmers have already
ordered super for (he area they are to crop,
and generally all arrangements have been
made,

ir. Thomson: You will admit that the
farmers are anxious to know what the posi-
tion is.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: If farmers
thought they were going to get ds. or less
they would not grow wheat. This guarantee
of 3s. will not give them any encourage-
ment; it will not be of any value to them.
Hon. members will ask how it is that
we lave never had a guarantee that
wheat would commend more than 3s.,
and that yel farmers went on growing
it. Practieal farmers know that they have to
go on growing wheat if they want to remain
farmers. It has been stated that 3s. has been
guaranteed in the Iastern States, and be-
eause of that, we should pass the motion.
There is no comparison between wheat grow-
ing in Western Ausiralia and in the Eastern
States. The amount of 3s. here is different
from 3s. in the other States. We in Western
Australia have to grow wheat because we
have to eunltivate our land. T am speaking
generally of the farmers in the eastern wheat
belt. If they do not eultivate the land it be-
comes over-rnn with suckers. Farming is dif-
ferent here, because in order to earry our
stock over our trying period, we in Western
Australia must have our stubble. And when
we hear people say that 3s. a bushel does not
pay the farmer we must admit that, speak-
ing by and large, it does not. If he were to
depend solely on the sale of his wheat at
that price he would not last very long. But
those farmers who have arrived at a position
enabling them to hold stock, get a good deal
out of their stubble, and so they can afford
to go on growing wheat. It is the only thing
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they ean grow, and they conlinue {o get their
land cultivated and sweetened in order to
get a sufficient area under erop to enable
them to carry stock. So, from a praetical
point of view, the 3s. guarantee is of no
value at all to the farmer. Without
the amendment the motion is valueless,
but with the amendment it acquires
some value at least. It is a fair
proposition  that in Western Australia,
with  an  export trade in wheat, the peo-
ple in the metropolitan area should be able
to get their 2lb. loaf at 3%d. In my associa-
tion with the wheat pool I endeavoured to
get a lower price fixed for the local sale of
wheat, so that bread might be echeapened to
the consnmer. There ean be no doubt the
pool has had the effect of increasing the
priee of bread to the eonsumer. The amend-
ment is a reasonable proposition, for un-
doubtedly the Government should see that
the priees are so fixed that the consumer in
Perth is not asked fto pay more than 314d.
for his 2lb. loaf. Under the amendment, the
consumer will get some practical kenefit, but
the farmer will get no encouragement and
no advantage from it. I had inlended to sub-
mit an amendment, but the Speaker pointed
out to me that it would be out of order, on
the score that it increased ibe responsibili-
ties of the Government, My proposed amend-
ment provided that in order to minimise the
cost of production the Goverament should
take immediate steps to acquire the total fer-
tiliser, jute goods, ete., to provide for the re-
quirements of the estimated area to be sown.
The gvarantee is of no value to the farmer
who, after all, is forced to go on growing
wheat. If we desire to render some practical
assistance to the farmer we require to tackle
the question of manures, which is to the in-
dustry just as essential as water supply. The
consumption of fertiliser is going up year
by year, vet although the production has in-
creased enormously there has been no redue-
tion in price. By the increased price they
have imposed upon the farmer this year, the
fertiliser manufaeturers have endeavoured to
maintain their pre-war profits, I tried to get
the Koyal Commission on Agrieculture to re-
alise that the work they are doing will be of
no practical use to the farmer, and certaivly
will not result in any permanent reform. As
an illustration: one might find a Govern-
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ment silly enough to reduce water rates to
some fFarmers and increase them against
others. There would result a public outery,
and a succeeding Government might endea-
vour 1o nndo the mischief. We all know that
when a Government altempis to undo any-
thing of the sort they usuwally make it worse
than it was originally. Therefore, T say these
things eannot represent permanent reforms.
The molion js of no practieal value, but if
the Government would tackle the questions
of fertilisers, the supply of jute goods and
the high price of insurance of the crops, they
would probably end in reducing the cost of
production and so assist the farmer. To
imagine that he can be assisted by the motion
before ns and by the work of the Royal Com-
mission on Agriculture is to perpetrate a
huge mistake. The Royal Commission has
not secured any new evidence whatever. We
are paying them to gather up the same old
stuff we have had for years past. T will
support the amendment as a practical
method of assisting the farmers without jeo-
pardising our position as a partner in the
Australian wheat pool. As I have said, the
motion will not increase by 50 acres the area
any farmer intends to erop.

Mr, THOMSON (Katanning) {10.24]: 1
have been swprised at the argnmente
brought forward in opposition to the mo-
tion. Indeed, I had regarded it as a mevely
formal motion. The Prime Minister, in
guaranteeing the farmers of Western Aus-
tralia 3s. a bushel for their 1917-18 har-
vest, was giving a good deal of encourage-
ment, not only to the farmers but to the
whole of Llie people of the State. Several
members opposite cannot extend their
views beyond the metropolitan area and the
goldfields. They econtinnally indulge in
chatter about spoon-feeding the farmer.
Whatever assistance the farmers may have
had from successive Governments, good
care has been taken to see that at least 6
per cent. is charged on it.

Mr. Green: What about the railway
freight on super?

Mr. THOMSON: Tt has been repeatedly
stated that when the Government reduced
the freight on super the local manufzae-
turers immediately increased their price to
tke farmers; but we are not told that the
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priee rose in the Eastern States at the same
time, -

Hon. W. D. Johnson: In the Eastern
States the price was raised long before
it went up in Western Australia,

AMr. THOMSON : That refutes the conten-
tion that the manufacturers raised their
prices simply because the West Australian
Government redueed the railway freight on
fertiliser. The member for Guildford
{Hon. W. D. Johnson) has said that the
motion is of no value to the farmer, but
that the amendment will be of benefit to.
the consumer. Surely the producer, as well
as the consumer, is entitled to protection..
Hon. members cannot decently argue that

‘because there is a surplus of wheat n

Western Australia, the farmers shonld ae-
cept the lowest price offered for it. If i&
so happened that there was a great deal of
surplus labour available, would hon. mem-
bers argue that therefore the employers
should take advantage of the surplus work-
men by offering & reduced wage? Seeing
that the price guaranteed is only the average
price of the last 10 years, surely Parliament
will not be going beyond the bounds of rea-
son in giving that guarantee at no risk what-.
ever.

Mr. Munsie: At a possible risk of £700.-
000.

Mr. THOMSON: A very remote possi-
bility. The member for Kalgoorlie (Mr.
(Green) gave us a dissertation on the claims
of gold mining. I have never opposed
any vote to assist gold mining. We are all
agreed that the gold mining industry of
this State is a very valuable one, but the
hon. member tells us that gold mining has
produced 59 millions, while farming has
produced only 13 millions; and he objects
to my inquiring, by interjection, what his
fizures are based upon.

Mr. Green: I told you.

Mr. THOMSON: Only after I had re-
peated the guestion,

Mr. Green: But you make so many sillv
interjections.

Mr, THOMSON: Yes, as silly as iiat
which the hon. member has just made, and
as silly as when he alleged that T, as a con-
tractor, ain not entitled to speak for the
farmer. The hon. member is a bricklayer.
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Is he, {hen, competent to speak on belalf
of the gold miner?

Mr. Green: I am here to speak on behalf
of my coustituents in the gold mining in-
dustry.

Mr., THOMSON: And I am speaking on
behalf of the farming industry. T would
not debar him speaking on behalf of the
mining industry, but he should remembe:,
no matter what calling I follow, I represent
an agrieuliural constitueney and I have a
right to voice their opinions.

Mr. Green: What was wrong with my
figures?

Mr, THOMSON: I am not arguing that

your fignres were wrong, but that you dealt,

only with one feature of the industry.

Mr. Green: That is the feature we are
dealing with to-night.

Mr. THOMSON: I agree that is the only
feature so far as this Bill is concerned,
but we have heard to-night a speech by the
late Minister for Lands in which he has
pointed out that there are other features.

Mr. Green: You are dealing only with the
wheat farmer.

Mr. THOMSON: The member for Kal-
goorlic may not be aware that. the bulk of
the farmers of Western Australia—I would
be safe in saying 95 per eent.—grow wheal,
consequently the majority of the farmers of
this State are affected by this Bill. With
regard to this guarantee. The Premier has
made the statement that if there be a loss
the Stale will bear that loss, but we know
very well there will be no less.

Mr. Munsic: If you know that, why not
accept the amendment?

Mr. THOMSON: That is a totally dif-
ferent proposition. The member for Kal-
goorlie said this Bill amonnted fo a case, so
far as the farmers are concerned, of heads
they win, tails the other fellow loses. That
is exactly the proposal in the amendmeot—
heads, the eonsumer wins; tails, the farmer
loses, T take it the farmer is worthy of
consideration. We have heard much about
what the goldfields are doing. If the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie will turn to the report
of the Commisioner for Railwavs, he will
find that on wheat alone £170,902 was paid
into railway revenmue, and that, as a matter
of fact, the total paid in respeet of various
farm products was £332,000, more than one-

-
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fourth of the whole of the railway revenue.
I have no desire to decry the mining indus-
try but I wish members opposite fo stop
their everlasting cry about spoon-feeding
the farmer, The farmer has paid for
everything he has received from the Gov-
ernment; he pays interest on it.

Mr. Munste: He has not paid interest, let
alone prinecipal.

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member does
not know what he is talking about when he
makes a statement to that effect. He does
not realise the number of people depending
on the farming community. Take the Great
Southern line, the whole of the people in
that area are dependent enfirely on the
farming indudstry. If you wipe out the
farming commnnity, then you may as well
knoek ont your agricultural railways. The
member for Bunbury made a great speech,
but it was like many other speeches he has
delivered in (his House, when it is analysed
there is mnothing in it. He made one state-
ment regarding the patriotism of farmers,
that it had to be supported by payment. No
more unfaiv statement than that has ever
been made in this House. There i1s no more
patriotic section in this community than
the farmers. From mwmy own constituency
we have sent away 1,000 men, and they are
still going to the front.. Yet we hear it
said by members opposite that only one see-
tion is going lo the war. Thank God that
over there, there are no sections, they are
all soldiers of the King. We should follow
their example and drop party polities, and
not fake sides on every trivial debate aleng
party lines.

Mr. Munsie: Who started it?

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member who
has just interjected.

Mr. Munsie: No; it was the Minister
for Railways. He always does it and I
intend fo have a go at him over it, too,

Mr. THOMSON: The member for Bun-
bury has eomplained that the South-West
has been neglected, and pointed out that we
do not live by wheat alone. May 1 point
out that the member for Bunbury and his
constituents displayed considerable anxiety
in their desire to get a large stack of wheat
at Bonbury, in order that it might be ex-
ported through their port—and rightly so.
And now they are worrying for the comple-
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tion of the Wagin-Bowelling line, in order
to pet more wheat shipped through their
port. While the hon. mewmber says praeti-
eally that instead of helping the farmers we
should pay more attention to the South-
Waest, he c¢vidently did not realise that por-
tion of hLis constiiuency and a large number
of his constituents are reaping a direct
henefit through the wheat grown in the
Great Southern areas.

My, Thomas: T said we should assist
farmers generally; be fair.

Mr. THOMSON: So far as members on
this side of the House are concerned, they
are prepared to assist not only the Tarmers
but every section of the community.

Mr. Thomas: They might he prepared to.
bat they do not do it.

Mr. THOMSON: Had the present Gov-
ernment not been {urned out of office in
1911, they would, under the poliey then
eaunciated of dealing with the dairving in-
dustry, have placed this State in a pesition
of supplying the whole of the butter unsed
in Western Australia. But fhey did not
get the opportunity, and the Government
which the hon. member sat behind, and was
a strong supporter of, was in office for five
years, and I bhave been seeking to find what
they have done. One thing rather amuses
me. When it comes to interjections, the
member for Bunbuory is very free, but while
be is speaking everyone else is supposed
to he silent. Mueh objection has been raised
in this debatz to the price of bags. Admit-
tedly, this is an important question, but 1
wish to point out to the House that the
hags we use for our wheat have to be made
to a certanin standard to meet Australian
couditions, and consequently proportionately
more has fo be charged for them. Further,
a duly was placed by the Commonwealth
Government on those bazs, That dutv was
a most iniquitous one. If members of Par-
liament are desirous of assisting the farmer,
here is one direction in which they can do
so0. If T import a motor car and use it for
a eertain period and desire to go to New
Zealand with it. T can. by making applica-
tion to the Customs Department, bave a
rehate given ta me of the dnty I bhave paid
upon that motor ear. I maintain that we
should be entifled to a rebate of the dufy
uron the hags that we have imported into
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Western Australia when the time comes for
us to export them out of Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr. Foley: What would be the good of
bags after iwo years?

Mr, THOMSON: The hon. member does
not understand the matter. The amount in-
volved might not he very great, but would
alford some litlle belp to the farmers. I
oppose the amendment and support the mo-
tion, beeause it will give great benefit to
the farming community and will give farm-
ers eourage fo go on with their operations.
It will also be of benefit to the metropolitan
area. If the farming community are suifer-
ing the metvopolitan area will suffer cor-
respondingly.

Mr. NAIRN (Swan) {10.45]: I rise to
supporl hoth the motion and the amendment.
[ hope T shall not import inte my remarks
so much hitterness and feeling whieh have
apparently heen foand necessary on the part
of some of our friends on the other side of
the Chainher. 1 undersiand that the amend-
ment is to be withdrawn. I hope, if it i3
withdrawn, Hat something will remain in
ils place and thal some guarantee will be
viven to the House, 1 cannot believe that
the amendment was not moved in good
faith, for it is in that spirit that T support
it. 1t seems incredible that in such a case
andl in 4 matter of such consequence and im-
portance to the people of Australia, some
proteetion should not have heen considered
in connection wilh the four millions of con-
snming population in the Commonwealth.
Tt is out of all proportion and out of all
hounds that every man, woman and child
of ihe State shonld have heen asked to give
protection running into some three or four
miliions of pounds, and ihat the same sense
of consideration counld not have been given
to those people with regard to the eonsump-
tivn of this eommodity with which we are
concerned at lhe present moment. It seems
incomprehensible that this aspect of the ease
should have been overlooked. The only rea-
son T ean assign for it is that it was left to
the intention and will of Parliament, 1In
this Stale during the last year or fwo we
have had strange experiences in dealing with
our foodstntfs. We have seen millions of
bushels of wheat Jying at our poris in vari-
ous parts of the State, some of it in a con-
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dition of decomposilion, and the ultimate
fate of it being entirely unknown. Yet side
by side with that, we have seen the people of
the State buying bread at a price out of all
proportion fo its surroundings. It is in that
sense that I want to make myself clear as io
what my attitude on the question of the food
stuffs of the people is. A great deal has been
said about the farmer. The member for
Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) even went so far as
to describe him as a political mendicant. So
far as I know, the farmer has made no re-
quest that he should have protection to the
extent of 3s. a bushel. It was those who
thought they were working rightly in his in-
terests who believed that he could get that
protection. I do not agree with ithe member
for Guildford (Hon. W. D. Johnson) that
3s. per bushel is of no value fo the farmer.
‘Such an argument would not stand the light
of day, in view of the statements which have
been made in the House that 3s. is the aver-
age price of wheat in this State for the last
ten years. The argument is illogical to say
the least of it. If the amendment is with-
drawn I hope some undertaking will be
given to the people that the interests of
the consumer will not be lost sight of.

Mr. 8. STUBBS (Wagin) [10.49]: Ide-
sire to compliment the various speakers
for the earnestness they have displayed and
the views they have expressed. I cannot
follow the argument of the member for
Swan (Mr. Nairn), and would like to tell
him and other members of the House some-
thing about the position which the farmer
found himself in a litile over 12 months
ago. At that time it was uneertain what
their position was in regard to the planting
of wheat for the harvest which is now be-
jug garnered. The views and szrguments
put forward in letters to the Press, and
at various meetings which were addressed
by people supposed to be authorities on
the subject, differed vastly. Shipping ton-
nage could not he procured, and it was
quite on the cards that no wheat whatever
would leave the shores of Western Aus-
tralia. Eventually the Federal Government
and the State Government songht to in-
duce the farming community to renew their
efforts and even to plant larger areas than
ever previously. They endeavoured to con-
vince the farming community that the
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British Government and the Allies would
support them by furnishing the ships re-
quired to lift the Australian harvest. Has
it ever struck the member for Swan (Mr.
Nairn), or any other member who has
spoken to-day, that whereas four or five
years ago 10 bushels to the acre paid, under
present conditions such a return would
not, so to speak, pay for axle grease? I can
convinee any hon. member who cares to go
into the question with me, that with the
present cost of production 10 bushels to
the acre at 3s. per bushel would not be a
payable proposition. The cost of labour
has inereased by nearly 100 per cent., and
the price of food of every kind has risen
enormously. Where the board of an em-
Joyee cost the farmer 12s, a week before
the war, it costs £1 now.

Mr, Foley: Thab is absolutely your
party’s faunlt.
Mr. S. STUBBS: That statement, I

think, is absolutely incorrect.

Mr. Foley: It is absolutely correct. The
Control of Trade in War Time Act pre-
vented the putting up of prices.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: I assure the hon. mem-
ber, whom I have always found very fair
and reasonable, that he is making a mis-
take. I shounld like to mention that the
member for Leonora (Mr. Foley) is one of
the few goldfields members who during the
last few years have taken the trouble to
make fhemselves conversant with the eon-
ditions of life in the agrieultural districts.
Let me remind goldfields members gener-
ally that in the constituency I represent
there are scores of former goldfelds resi-
dents who have left the mining districts to
make their homes in the wheat belt. If the
cost of production of wheat approaches the
amount which the Government ask the
House to agree to as a guaranteed mini-
mum priee, those men will continue to have
a hard struggle. The House would be doing
no more than its duty in simply agree-
ing to the motion. If a further motion is
needed to safeguard the interests of the
general taxpaver, I will give it every eon-
sideration; bot I think it would be nnwise
in the exireme fo allow the amendment to
be embodied in the present motion,

Mr, Munsie: Why?
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Mr. 8. STUBBS: Because, as the Pre-
mier stated, at the conference all the States
except Western Australia agreed to the
Prime Minister’s proposal without any
sugrestion such as thot contained in the
amendment. In my opinion, the Premier
would have been justified in falling into
ling with the other Siates as regards the
Prime Minister’s proposal, The Premier,
however, thought it best to consult Lhe
Honse on the subject. I therefore support
the motion and oppose the amendment. At
the same time I give the mover of the
amendment every credit for honesty of pur-
pose. [ hope he will agree fo withdraw
the amendment. If, later, it is proved to
my satisfaction that in the interests of the
consumer a motion in the nature of this
amendment should be carried, I will sup-
port such a motion.

Mr. MUNSIE (Haunans) [10.56] : I have
listened to the entire debate, hut since the
amendment was moved I have not heard an
argument used against it. At the outset
let me say that T am in aecord with the mo-
tion. Tt was my intention to vote for the
motion, but after hearing the whole of the
arguments which have been nsed 1 cannot
vote for the motion unless the amendment
is embodied in it. Although we have a eon-
siderable nnmber of people interested in
farming in this State, and more especially
wheat growing, this House should not take
the responsibility of possibly penalising by
far the larger proportion of the community
for the sake of the farming industry. I
asked both the member for Katanning (Mfr.
Thomson) and the member for Wagin (Mr.
8. Stubbhs) why they opposed the amend-
ment. Neither hon. member had any reason
to give. The only reason advanced by the
Preinier against the amendment was that
the Prime Minister might object to it.
What is the Prime Minister to objeet to?
In submitting the motion the Premier gave
the House delails of the scheme proposed
by the Prime Minister to the various State
Premiers. The hon. gentleman furiher
stated that the Premiers of the Eastern
wheat-growing States "on that oecasion
pledged themselves to the 3s. minimum.
Our Premier, on the other hand, said that
he was not prepared to give such a guaran-
tee without first consulting Parliament.
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What difference will the carrying of this
amendment make to the agreement? The
Parliament of Weslern Australia will still
be giving the guarantee reguired by the
Prime Minister. How is the Prime Minister
affected by the fact of this Parliament ear-
rving a further motfion in the same econneec-
tion? The Premier objected that “we de
not know what the amendment means.” In
reply, I suggesied fo the hon. gentleman
that he shonld eonsult his colleague, the Min-
ister for Railways. T well remember a
statement repeatedly made by that hon.
centleman, when sitting on this side of the
House, in conneetion with the first wheat
pool and control of trade in war time, that
wheat at 4s. 6d. a bushel meant bread at
314d. per 21h. loaf in the metropolitan area.

The Premier: I think he said 3s. 6d.

Mr. MUNSIE : He said 4s. 6d., end I am
taking his word as that of a man who knows.
Sugegestions have been put forward as to
what s the average yield of our farming
areas, and the fignres have been set down
as 10 bushels. I am prepared to admit that
the average for several years past has been
11 bushels and that it has reached 12
bushels. But taking it at 10 bushels, what
will it mean to the farmer if the amend-
ment i3 carried? It will mean that instead
of getiing for his wheal—if he has a 10-
bushel yield—the current price of 4s. 9d.
which will return him 47s. Gd. per acre, he
will receive 47s. 3d. Are we asking the
farmer too muech to say that providing the
wheat goes up or remains at 4s. 94., he
should take 47s. 3d. per acre for his yield
instead of 47s. 6d., when we as the eonsum-
ers are, on the other hand prepared to say,
irrespective of whether it goes down to Zs.
6., that we are prepared lo guarantee that
he will not receive less than 3s. The amend-
ment appeals to me as being reasonable,
more so on account of t{he fact that not one
hon. member has given any reason why it
should not be carried other than perhaps the
reason put forward by the Premier that the
Prime Minister might object. That is a
very poor argument indeed. If the amend-
ment is carried and is put into operation,
the Prime Minister need never know
whether it was ever carried or not so long
as he gets the assurance from the Premier
that this Parliament on behalf of the peo-
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ple is prepared to guarantee him against
loss for the money he might raise to ea-
able the farmers to receive 3s. per bushel
for their wlheat at the railway siding. A
good deal has been said about goldfields
members always opposing maiters affecting
the coastal districts. The hon. member re-
sponsible for that statement this evening
was the Minister for Industries. He was
the first member in this House to start
the controversy, the goldfields versus the
coast. In my humble opinion while I ad-
mt that the agricultural industry is of
great value to Western Awstralia, I do not
forget that if it had not been for the diseov-
ery of gold there would not have been any
agricultural indpstry, and indeed very few
others, The mining industry has never come
along to this House to ask for any kind of
guarantee. 1 am not objecting to a guar-
antee being given to the farmers, but what
I do say is that what is proposed by the
amendment is nol impracticable as has been
suggested by the Premier, because to all in-
tents and purposes it is in operation already,
not only in Western Australia but throughout
the Commonweslth. Unless the amendment
is carried it will be wrong for the House to
give any guarantee that the farmers will
receive Js. for ({heir wheat, a guarantee
which will possibly land this State in o loss
of £700,000. All that we ask is if the wheat
brings 4s. 0d. per hushel uext year {the
farmer must sell one bushel oul of every 10
that he produces to the loeal miller for 4a.
6d. instead of 4s. 9d. Surely that is not
asking the farmer too much. If we put the
proposition before ihe millers they would
nnammously support the amendment., They
are suificiently sincere and pafriotic to rea-
lise that when a service i5 bheing done Tor
them by the communily they should recog-
nise it hy giving the community something
in return. I trusl the amendment will he
carried and added to ihe motion.

Her, . COLLIER (Boulder) [11.10j:
In view of the fear expressed by some hon.
members that the addition of the amendment
to the motion might cause delay and com-
plications in regard to the final adoplion of
the proposals of the Prime Minister, I will
ask leave o withdraw the amendment, pro-
vided the Premier will give me an oppor-
tunity for attaining the object I have in
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view by a specific motion. I understand
that privale members’ day has been done
away with, and therefore it will be neces-
sary for the Government to afford me an
opportunity for Lringing forward a motion.
Given aun assurance on that point, with the
permission of the House I will withdraw
the amendment.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [11.11] Yes, I will give that assur-
ance. I am quite willing to confer with the
kon. member and arrange & time for having
his motion submiiled to the House. I will
go farther and say {hat if the motion he
proposes to submit is handed to me, I will
have it referred to the wheat board for their
consideration, in order that we may arrive
st the true value involved. It is of no use
our attempting to settle what 314d. per 2lb.
loaf means to the farmer for his wheat ai
ibe siding. If we ean agree on a motion
which will eonvey what the hon. member
wishes, and what I am in aceord with,
namely, that the retailed price of flour and
bread shall be fixed at such rates as will
return not more than 4s. per bushel to the
farmer, T shall be quite willing, not only to
afford the opportunity the hon. member
wishes, but to support his motion, and to
make a request to the Prime Minister that
netion be taken accordingly.

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Question put and passed.

On further motion by the Premier, resolu-
tion transmitted to the Legislative Councit
and their concurrence desired therein.

House adjourned at 11.12 p.m.



