302

that this method of reeeiving pupils who
pay premiums as I have deseribed, must
necessarily have the effect of preventing the
employment of a large number of young
persons who would he only too pleased to
have an opportunity to be apprenticed to
this particular trade.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: We will have to se-
eure a permit to cross the street if we
continue like this.

Hon. V. Hamersley: No one will be able
{o do anything.

Hon. G. W. Miles: You have not legis-
lated yet for the type of sanitary paper
employers should provide for their em-
ployees.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: It is very evident
that you are not a manufacturer or you
would appreciate a Bill like this.

The HONQRARY MINISTER: There is
another elause in the Bill that is essential
if we agree to the amendment to which I
bave already referred. It is the clause that
will empower the Governor, on the recom-
mendation of the Minister, to revoke any
declaration that he may have previounsly
made declaring any premises in which not
more than four persons being members of
the same¢ family and working at home,
are employed, not to bhe a factory.
Tt is thonght that cirecumstances may
arise subsequent to the deelaration of
premizes  of this description net to
be regarded as a factory. which make
it desirable that the Aet should have appli-
cation. In fhose circumstances it is con-
sidered that the Governor should, if recom-
mended by the Minister, have power to
revoke any such declaration previously
made and to apply the provisions of the
Act to the premises concerned. It is not
desirable that a declaration once made
should be irrevocable, netwithstanding what
cirenmstances may arise. I think I have
covered practically all the points dealt
with in the Bill. Tt differs slightly from
the measure that was introduced last vear,
and has one or two new features. I hope
the Bill will be given every consideration
by members beecause therc has been such
a large increase in the number of small
concerns, which are to-day exempted f~om
the operations of the Aet, that they have
become an absolute menace to the bona
fide manunfacturer. who may employ one or
two more persons than arce engaged in the
smaller ¢oncerns. Because of the addi-
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tional one or two employees, the bona fide
manufacturers are subject to unfair eom-
petition and I do not think any member
of the House approves of that sort of
thing. If agreed to, the Bill will make a
big difference to the legitimate employer.
I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

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

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—~Central) [6.8]: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday next.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6.9 p.m.

Regislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 21st August, 19335,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
Py, and read pravers.

QUESTION—MINING RESERVATIONS.

Mr. MARSHALL  asked the Minis-
ter for Lands: What was the total number
of reservations cranted under the Mining
Act for the purpose of gold-mining for the
vears ended 30th June, 1933, 1934, and 1935
respectively.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS replied:
The lotal number of temporary reserves
oranted for the years ended 30th June, 1933,
1934, and 1935 respectively was—1/7/1932
to 30/6,1933, 22, 1/7/1933 to 30/6/1934,
36. 1/7/1934 to 30/6/1935, 48.
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY,
Ninth Day.
Debaie resumed from the previous day.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—Boul-
der) [4.33]: The Acting Leader of the Op-
position in the absence of his leader entered,
it seems to me prematurely, upon a poli-
tical campaign against the Government. I
recognise the difficulties the hon. member
was faced with. First of all, he is acting
for the Leader of the Opposition, but an
Opposition which is a hybhrid Opposition
and, like all hybrids, sterile.

Mr. Thorn: That is very funny.

The PREMIER: It is net funny, it is
true. And let me tell the hon. member who
has, so0 early in my speech, ventured to make
an interjection, that I shall have somcthing
more to say in regard fo the hon. member
himself hefore I conclude. The Acting
Leader of the Opposition expressed his re-
gret at the illness of our colleague, M
Kenneally. Whilst I accept his expression
of regret, and whilst I take the view that
notwithstanding the illness of a Minister his
department, or the work of his department,
shenld not be exempt from ecriticism, still
I do take exception to a remark of the hon.
member. The hon. member said that not-
withstanding his, Mr. Kenneally’s, many
absences from the State, and remembering
also that the Deputy Premier, Mr. McCal-
lum, was absent from his office for a long
pertod attending Premiers’ Conferences in
the Eastern States owing to the regrettable
itlness of the Premier

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I shounld have said
“absent with the Premier.”

The PREMIER: ¥t is not what he
should have said;: it is what the hon. mem-
her did say. He sneered

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: No, I did not.

The PREMIER: He sneered at the ap-
pointment of the “Minister for Australian
Labour unions.” Those are his words—
“the Minister for Australian  Lahowr
unions.”

Hon. P. . Fercuson: “Tnity” is what
T said.

The

PREMIER: 1 lhave
of the hon. memher, as reported.
He said there never wa< any  justi-
fication for the appointiment of & full-
time Minister for FEmployvment. fthat the
present Minister counld have done the job
just as well as the previeus Minister had
done. The regret evpiessed by the hon.
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member for the illness of Mr. Kenneally
was mere hypoerisy.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: No, no.

The PREMIER: 1 :hall show the hon.
member,

Hon. P. P. Ferguson: My regret for his
illness is really genuine.

The PREMIER: Yes, but the hon. mem-
ber did not take care to be sure of his facts,
He said that Mr. MeCallum was absent for
long periods at Premiers’ Conferences owing
to my illness. Actually, during my absence
on a health trip Mr. MeCallum never left
the State. That shows that the hon. mem-
ber was entirely incorreet in regard to his
facts. He said that Mr. Kenneally had left
the State on many oceasions. Well, Mr.

"Kenneally has left the State on more than

one occasion to attend conferences in the
Eastern States. The hon. member eriticised
Mr., Kenneally’'s absence from the State on
business which might be regarded as not of
the State. This js where I protest. It was
in the nature of a personal attack on the
Minister, and I should like to say that Mr.
Kenneally’s activities, even when they may
have occasioned his visits to the Eastern
States, have been such as have been of very
great advantage to Western Australia and,
beyond that, to Australia as a whole. Who
will deny that Labour, as an Australian-
wide organisation, is of immense power and
influcrice to our eountrs? Will the hon.
member say, will he suggest that it matters
not what poliey might be adopted by the
Australian Labour Party? And in the
couneils of the Australian Lahour Party Mr.
Kenneally earries great influence, his ad-
viee and his attitude in the councils of this
party are altogether enduring, and even
though they may have involved his absence
from the State for a few wecks occasionally,
it is altogether for the zood of this Stale
and for the Commonwealth of Australia.
The hon. member spoke about unemploy-
ment and quoted figures to show that the
reduaction in  unemployment  had already
commenced during the term of the previous
Government. Tt may be so, but {he fact re-
mains that when the hon. member's Govern-
ment left office, there were 13,575 persons
still reeeiving Government relief werk for
sustenance, Ot that number over 34 per
cenf. were receivine sustenance only: And
after 12 months the per-ons on the hands of
the Government werp reduced in number
from 13,575 to 11,396, of which number 17
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per cent. were in vreceipt of sns-
tenance only, as against 34 per cent.
when this Goverminent took  office.

To-day the total number of people on the
hands of the Government is 9,173, The total
reduetion since the present Government took
oflice is 4,402, What is of the ntinost im-
porfance is that 8 per cent. of these people
are receiving sustenance as against 34 per
cent, at the end of the term of the previous
Government. The fact that the drop in the
nunther of unemployed during the last nine
nonths of the term of the previous Govern-
ment was greater than during the last nine
months of the present Government, even if
true, means nothing. It is the administra-
tion as a whole and not any arhitrarily
selected period that counts.
ber procecded to say, “Unfortunately the
present Government seems to be mainly eon-
<erned in providing jobs for melropolitan
trade umionists, and is not vitally coneerned
whether the work for which they are paying
men is justified or not” He further said,
“My principal complaint against the Govern-
ment is that they will persist in spending
the bulk of the State’s money in and around
the metropolitan area, mainly for the
henefit of their political supporters” It is
the old attempt to raise the erv of town
versus country.  Could any man give ex-
pression to a more miserable sentiment than
that the Government were actuated in their
expenditure by a desire to find work for
their politieal supporters? In trying to
bolster up this impossible ease, the hon.
member said that a considerable amount of
money had been expended on Stivling High-
way. In the first place the expenditure on
Stirling Highway is from traffic funds,
amd under the Act eould not be expended in
country distriets.  As to cmploving men
and spending money in the metropolitan
area, the faet is that for every man em-
Ployed by the Government on relief works
in the metropolis there are two employed in
the country. Let me take main veads. In
the country, at the 30th June, 1935, 1,737
men were emploved, and 107 in the town.
In the forests 1,044 men were emploved,
and none in the town; on railways 747 in
the rountry and 66 in the town: on water
supplies, sewerage, irrigation and drainage,
932 in the eountry and 1,916 in the town;
land learing, 771 in the eountry, and none
n the town; and “other” (that is mis-
cellaneous) 589 in the country, and 490 in

The hon. mem-
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the town. The total figures ave 5,820 men
employed in the country and 2,579 in the
towi.  Surely that meets the miserahle
charge of the hon. member concerning the
employment of men in the eity for politieal
purposes.  As all previons CGovernments .
have known, and the hen. member is per-
fectly aware, it is not possible to employ
all the men in the country, and work must
he found for them. The hon. mewmber’s
charge ot spending money for the henefit of
our politien] supporters is really a charge
of corruptivn against the Government.
Does he stand up for that? I ask the hon.
member to sohstantiate his case with a
specific charge. Money has had to be spent
both in the country and in the metropolitan
area in some directions becanse of the
wicked neglect of the Government of which
the hon. member formed a part, especially
with regard fo railways and tramways.
Here are some fignres that may interest the
Hounse- For our two completed years of
office our expenditure on works in the
metropolitan area was £1,156,000, and in the
country £2,848,000. That is 71 per cent. of
our money was speut in the country, and
29 per cent. of it in the metropolitan area.
For the same period the total loan ex-
penditure in the metropolitan area was
£1,685,000, and in the country £3,762,060.
That is 70 per cent. of the total loan ex-
penditure has heen in the country distriets,
and 70 per eent. of the men who were em-
ployed were emploved in the country dis-
triets. Yet the hon. member is humbug
enongh to sav that the Government will
persist in spending the bulk of the State's
money in and around the metropolitan area,
mainly for the henefit of their political sup-
porters. The figures I have quoted show
that there is not the shadow of justifieation
for such a statement. It is quite unworthy
of the hon. member fo have made it, and to
have made it without due inquiry into the -
facts and figures. His ecriticism of the
finaneial position surely revealed his deplor-
able ignorance. Tle entirelvy evaded the
argument  advaneed by the member for
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe. Here I hesitate to
say what I know, but T do noft believe that
the fignres the Acting Leader of the Op-
position put forward in respect to the fin-
ancial position of the State were his own.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Whose were they?

The PREMIER: I have a fairly good
idea whose they were.
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on. P. D. Ferguson: They were taken
from Mr. MeCallum’s financial statement.

The PREMIER: That statement has
nothing to do with the figures that were
quoted by the hon. member.

Hon, P. D. Ferguson: With reference to
loan moneys.

The PREMIER : I have an idea that the
figures he quoted did not come from him
direct, but came through another channel.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: That is noi true.

The PREMIER: Is it noi?

Flon. P. D. Ferguson: It is ahsolutely
untrue.

The PREMIER: We shall sce.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: That is where I
got the figures.

The PREMIER: In all the years I have
been in the House, and during the time when
I oceupied a position on the other side of
the House, I have never listened to or en-
couraged any suggestion—and many sug-
gestions were made to me-—{rom any mem-
ber of the Public Service. 1 hdpe we are
not now entering into a period when a
poliey the reverse of that is adopted.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I ask the Premijer
fo aceept my assuranee that I pot the fig-
ures out of the statement made to the House
Iast year by Mr. MeCallum. I ean give the
Premier the pages dealing with the revenue
and the loan figures if he likes.

The PREMIER : I accept the hon. mem-
ber’s assurance.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I am glad to hear
it, because your innuendoes point to the
contrary.

Mr. Thorn: They are a reflection on the
service,

"he PREMIER: There is no question of
reflecting uwpon the service. I have been
long enough in publie life to know that the
Public Service are not 100 per eent. right.

Mr. Thorn: The Acting Leader of the
Opposition assured the Premier on several
oceasions that he did not get the informa-
tion from any member of the Public Ser-
viee.

The PREMIER: T accept the assurance.
There will be something more about that
later.

Hon. P. D. Fergnson: Surely members
are entitled to refer to ficures that have
been published.

The PREMIER: The hon. member did
not himself compile the figures he quoted.
He had no idea of them, and had no under-
standing of them.
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Hen. 1. 1). Ferguson: They were all pub-
lished.

The PREMIER: They were prepared for
him.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Not hy an officer
of the Public Service.

The PREMIER : About that we shall per-
haps have something more to say before the
session closes. The hon. member evaded the
real argument advaneed by the member for
Brown Hill-lvanhoe. The Government bave
heen attacked on mauy occasions for their
loan expenditure. It is said we have piled
up the public debt of the State.

The Minister for Justice: Tt ix said we
were absolutely extravagant.

The PREMIER: That is the genéral
charge aguinst the Government made by
members of the Opposition, by this or that
half, in the Press and elsewhere. They say
we have piled up the public debt. That was
the point that was heing answered by the
member for Brown Hill-lvanhoe. To evade
the real issue the Acting Leader of the
Opposition joined up the loan expenditure
with the revenne expenditure. The charge
that we have heen borrowing money at
a rate greater than was the case with our
predecessors is absolutely false. The total
increase in the State’s indebtedness during
the term of the previous Government, inelud-
ing borrowing for loan expenditure and de-
ficits, was £9,200,000, and the total inerease
in the case of the present Government for
the same purposes will bhe £8,344,000-—
—a difference, spread over three years, of
£144,000, That is a complete refutation
of the charge that the present Governiment
have been borrowing extravagantly. Both
the .Acting Leader of the Opposition and
the Leader of the Nationalist Party ad-
duced figures to show that the present Gov-
ernment had more revenue than the previ-
ous Government. Are we not entitled to
some e¢redit for the incrensed revenue
which by our policy we secured? We pro-
vided employment in place of sustenance,
and from this the increased revenue was
largely seeured. In addition to direet bene-
fits, all the channels of revenue have bhene-
fited indirectly. Further, our graduated
emergency tax, substituted for the other
side’s wretched flat rate of 434d. in the
pound, ineluding sustenance workers.
brought in considerable additional revenue.
But that was a matter of policy. The dif-
ference between the policy of an Adminis-
tration that puts a 4%d. in the pound tax
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on married people with £2 a week and on
single people with £1 a week, irrespective
“of their condition, and the policy of the
present Administration, which  has
exempted all persons up to the basic wage
from payment of the tax. nafurally has its
effect on revenue. Whilst the tax imposed
hy the other side was one of a flat rate
of 4l4d. in the pound and equally applic-
able to the man with £2 a week and to the
man with £2,000 a week, our policy altered
that, and brought the tax up to a wmaxi-
mum of 9d. in the pound. Thus cur policy
in that respect is responsible for inerensed
revenue. Has our mining poliey not helped
the revenue? What was the mining poliey
of the previons Government? Had they
any policy at all with regard to mining?
If so, it was a policy of negation, of sit-
ting down and doing nothing. On the other
hand, the present Government started a
mining policy which in the first vear of
our office placed 2,000 men out in the min-
ing areas of Western Amstralia, men who
were on sustenance previnnsly, and whe
would have been on sustenanee to-day in
Blackboy Camp had the mining poliey of
the previous Government prevailed. The
result has béden of great advaniage not
only to the people but to the revenue of
the State. Whatever may have been paid
by way of sustenance or assistance to those
men who went out into the mining areas
has been amply, and more than amply, re-
paid by the work they have done and the
discoveries they have made. Then, bhe-
cause the present Government have had
more revenne than the previons Govern-
ment, we are accused by the Acting Leader
of the Opposition of some extraordinary
sort of financial figure-faking. However,
with inereased revenue there js alwars in-
creased expenditure. Anyvone who has had
experience of Ministerial office knows per-
fectly well that an increase of revenue also
brings the responsibilities of inereased ex-
penditnre. With it all, the present Gov-
ernment have been able to bring about a
great reduction in the deficits of the State.
From an annual average of £1,281,000 dur-
ing the term of the previous Administra-
tion, the defieit was brought down last
year to £167,000. But all this hrings us
inereased expenditure, which is ineurred in
many ways: for example, in the railways,
the tramways, water supply, sewerage, and
teading concerns. There has been a ces-
sation of the use of loan money to bolster
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op revenue, for instanee, in interest due to
the Agricultural Bank but not eollected.
Last vear over £300,000 Agricultural Bank
interest due but not collected was not taken
into revenue from loan funds, as would
have been done nnder the practice of pre-
vious years. In that respect, naturally, the
Government are given no credit. To an
extent, the present Government have made
a rvestoration, in the salaries and wages of
Government employeces. of cuts made by
the previous Government. Last year we
incurred increased expenditure to the ex-
tent of £188,000 in this respect. Do hen.
members opposite objeet to that? Do hon.
members representing the National Party
here ohject to what the Government have
done in this way to restore salaries and
wages cuts? Do they take into aecount
these fizures when eriticising the total rev-
enue and the total expenditure of the pre-
sent (fovernment as compared with those
of the previons Government? The present
Government have also had to meet expen-
diture on what is known as ‘‘Belated re-
pairs’’; that is, repairs to the assets of
the State. Owing to the shamefnl negleci
of the previous Government, £100,000 was
debited last year to revenue for railway
repairs alone. Therefore it is futile to
add the revenne expenditure to the
loan expenditure of the respective
Governments hy way of showing that
we have had more mouey to spend, without
having regard to the services we have per-
formed with the extra funds. One might just
as well compare the expenditure of Western
Australia with that of New South Wales or
Victoria. The comparizon which has been
made is not only irrelevant but ridiculons. It
does not invalidate the contention that
Labour has increased the indebtedness of the
State by only £144,000 niore than the pre-
vious Administration increased it. The dif-
ference is that we have emploved the money
on employving people instead of on deficits.
We have given work to the nnemployed. We
are creating assets of value to the State with
exaetlte the same amount of money as the
previcus Government vsed for snstenanee
and for Apancing deficits. The Leader of
the National Party expresses concern for
the future, and asserts that no effort has
been made to spend lean moneys on a con-
certed plan. Well, what is the concerted
plan? 1 am, of course, aware of the fact
that the hon., member has naivoeauted a
policy of Empire works. Vith that sug-
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gestion 1 find no tault, Lut what are the
possibitities and what are the chanees!
Here we are faced with a situation which
is hinmediate, which ha= to he met now, at
once. So whilst in general the poliey of
Empire works might be entirely sound and
good, surely it will he understood that be-
fore any achievements ean be made in that
dlirection, many years must pass. First of
all, there will have to be conferences and
meetings between he various portions of
the Empire. 'Then there will bave to be
agreements entered into by all the Tarlia-
ments concerned.  Secing that we are wn-
able to get agreement by a vizit of our
Prime Minister and some of his Ministers
to the Old Country on what misht be con-
sidered matters of muinal interest in regard
to trading affairs, what possible chance
would there be of arriving at an avreement
of any kind on sneh an idea as that of
Empire works—T mean, within a reasonable
period? Therefore I consider that the
time factor puts such an idea out of con-
sideration, precludes our econsidering any
such policy for the solution of our unem-
ploviaent problem and our other diffienlties
of 1o-day. Sound as the poliey of Empirve
works mayv be in essence. it is too impraetic-
able of prompt achievement. Those who
are governing the Empire have not taken
the proposal seriously. Here may T digress
for a moment to say, with all sincerity, that
I believe there are within the Government
of Great Britain men, or at least one man,
not concerned at all about the Dominions.

Members: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER : He is a man who has no
conception of Australia, its troubles and
difliculties. He is a man who views Aus-
tralia in the light of the hoss, or as a master
would look upen the buttons oy the vard-
man. [ will not hesitate to say who | mean.
The man who has no conception of Aus-
tralia. who is not coneerned with Australia,
and who has ne desive, in my opinion. to
understamd,  or  know, JAustralia, is the
prresent head of the Dominions Department
in tireat Britain. Reverting to the pro-
posal  of the Leader of the XNational
Party, T would azk him what 1= the u-e of
a proposal such as he advanced if it will
not provide reliet {for prople who want
assistanee straight away? [ surge~t to the
hoy. member that that is nei the way out.
Although, perhaps, all right in essence, it is
certiinly nor the way out of onr present
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difficulties. Then the Leader of the National
Party raised the question of the rela-
tionship between the Commonwealth and the
States, particularly Western Australia. The
seeession  pefition was rejected and there-
fore we must endeavenr to rectify our dis-
abilities within  Austealia.  That petition
was rejecled by a commiftee of the House
of Commons and the House of Lords, and
not by the British Parliament. Tt was not
rejected by the House of Conmnons nor yvet
by the Thouse of Lords, but only by a eom-
mittee appointed by those authoriiies. With
imteh that the hon. wember stated with re-
gard to the manver in which the petition
was received, handled and treated by the
committee, I am in agreement, but T sop-
poze we way accepl the fact that, as no
effective prote-t has heen raised by the
1louse of Commons, although the matter has
not come hefore that trihunal, the House of
Commons has endorsed the action of the
ecommitiee. Therefore we have to meet the
situation as we find it. It is true, as the
hon. member savs, that when the announce-
ment of the decision of that committee was
made publie. [ =aid that that would not be
the end of the fight. Now it seems inevit-
able that the fight must be waged in Aus-
tralia. There are, | think, two aspects.
There is the adjustment of the financial re-
lationship of the Commonwealth and all the
States, and thers is also the assessment of
compensation to the States that suffered
special disabilities. A Constitutional con-
ference was beld in Febrnary of last year.
On that occasion the States were unable to
reach wnanimity on the proposals submitted
by the Commonwealth, hut efforts must be
maintained to seeure some kind of agree-
ment. Te that end, 1 have proposed to the
Premiers of the other two smaller States
that a conference should be called in order
to consider our difficulties and egplore the
possibilities. By that means the iwhole
situation ‘could be examined. With regard
to our special disabilities, the work of the
Federal Grants Commission is not yet com-
pleted, and while we may disagree with the
findings of the Grants Conumission that were
annnuneed last year, it must be remembered
that those finding: are only tentative. The
members of the Commission were appointed
for a period of three years. and we must
hope for good results in their final year.
The discussions with the Commmonwealth
have created a valuable good feeling with
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the State, and I have every confidence that

the Commission will endeavour to assess
onr disabilities impartially. The Aecting
Leader of the Opposition (Hon. P. D.

Ferguson) made use of these remarks with
regard to the question of finance—

South Auatralia is the first State in the Com-
monwealth to reecover her financial position
gince the depression commenced . ... Sounth
Australia has shown a credit balapee in her
finances . . . . To a very large extent the rea-
son for South Australia’s recovery has heen
due to the care extended to these who are en-
gaged in the agriceltural industry . . ., . ..
Through adopting that policy, South Australia
has achieved that position, and has turned the
corner,

The Minister
sanguine!

The PREMIER: Of cowrse, the state-
ments made by the Aecting Leader of the
Opposition are not at all in aceordance with
the facts, as I shall show. South Australia
is the most highly taxed State in the Com-
monwealth. Moreover, South Anstralia’s
halanced budget was duc enfirely to Com-
monwealth grants. Seuth Australia finished
the last finaneial year with a surplus of
£36,000, and Western Australia finished that
period with a defieit of £167,000, the differ-
ence heing £203,000. Last vear, South Aus-
tralia veceived from the Commonwealth a
total grant of £1,576,000, while Western
Australia veceived from the Commonwealth
£733,000. The difference hetween the grant
to South Australia and the grant to West-
ern Australia was £843,000 in favour of
South Australia.

Mr. Patrick: As assessed by the Federal
Commission.

The PREMIER: Had we received the
same favourable assistance from the Com-
monwealth as did South Australia, we wonld
have had a surplus of not £36,000, as South
Anstralia did, but of nearly £700.000,

The Minister for Lands: Then we would
have turned the corper!

The PREMIER: We would have been
well up the straight, and home.

The Minister for Justice: We would have
been in Fasy-street.

The PREMIER: Moreover, the Sonth
Australian income tax rates are the highest
in Australia and, according to the Federal
Grants Commission, the ability of South
Australia to meet those rates is the lowest.

Mr. Patrick: That is why South Australia
received the grant.

The PREMIER : Let me emphasise for the
hon. member’s benefit the statement I have

for Lands: He is very
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made, The South Australian income tax
rates are the highest in Australia and,
aceording to the Grants Commission, the
ability of the people of that State
to meet those rates is the lowest in
Australia. That is the position. Then
again, the South Anstralian sustenance rates
are the lowest in Australia. According to
a statement submitted to the Loan Couneil,
out of a total of 126,000 persons in Aus-
tralia who were dependent upon sustenance,
South Australia had 36,000, more than any
other State, or well over one-fourth of the
whole, despite its small population.

The Minister for Water Supplies: And
South Auvstralia is an example to this State!

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: What about the
seasons it the agricultural distriets? Did
that phase not have a great effect?

The PREMIER: We have our troubles,
and our ups and downs with regard to sea-
sonal conditions, and surely the hon. mem-
ber would not suggest for one moment thaf
because of the seasons, things are favour-
able to us as a (Yovernment.

Hon. P. I. Ferguson:
State——

The PREMIER: We have to accept the
position, all in all, in such matters.

The Minister for Justice: And last year
the erop was not too satisfactory.

The PREMIER: Yet the Acting Leader
of the Opposition had the temerity to say
that because of the agricultural conscience
of the South Australian Government, that
State had turned the corner. That was his
statement, and he followed it up by saying
that South Australia had recovered her fin-
ancial position.

Mr. Marshall: He would not say
that if he were in South Australia at the
moment.

The PREMIER: No. Most people in
this State will be mighty thankful we are
not involved in such conditions as exist in
South Australia. In both Honses of Par-
liament, and elsewhere, on various recent
oceasions, the Government have been attacked
for not enforeing, against the workers, the
penal provisions of the Arbitration Aet.
The charge azainst the Government is that
of partiality. It has been said fnat the
penal seetions of the Aet are being enforced
against employers but mnot against em-
ployees. Thase are the charges, and they
are absolutely without foundation. [ in-
vite anyone to mention one instance where

But with this
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the present Govermmnent bave iunvoked the
penal sections of the Aect against an em-
ployer. Such action may be, and has been,
taken by unions, but it is equally competent
for the cmplovers to take action against
unions if they so desire. It is illogical and
ridiculous to say that harmonious relation-
ships would he impaired if action were taken
by the employers and, therefore, the Gov-
ernment shonld Inunch prosecutions. What
kind of a complaint is that? Tt is open,
as cvervone knows, to those econcerned,
whether employer or employee, to take
action under the provisions of the Arbitra-
tion Aet. But hecause in some instances
anions of employees, or the representatives
of the employees, have taken action against
employers and because no aetion has heen
taken by the employers themseives, that
in itself, it would appear, constitutes =«
grievance on the part of the employers.
The explanation made is that if the employ-
ers were to take such action, it would create
trouble and disagreement. But the results
would he exactly the same if the Govern-
ment took action or if the employers took
action. A member in unother place stated
that the union officials became virtually in-
dustrial inspectors under the Act on the one
hand, and on the other hand that it was
surely not the employers’ duty to institute
proceedings  against  offending  unions.
Surely that is an illogical statement! The
unions take action only when the Act em-
powers them to do so, in the same way as
the Act empowers employers to take action,
Of course the ewmployers are merely trying
to foree on the Govermment a task they are
not prepared to tackle themselves,

The Minister for Justice: Which
have statutory anthority to do.

The PREMIEIR: Yes, which they have
statutory anthovily to do, but not the eour-
age, apparently, sheltering themselves he-
hind the excuse that it would tend to create
disagrecment or lack of harmony between
employers and employecs. That is a ridien-
fous statement. Evervone who has com-
plained of the (iovernment—the employers
and those who speak for the employers—in
regard to the recent disputes in this State
are merely lacking in the courage to do
what the Act empowers them to do. They
are trying to seol the Government on to do
something which they have not the courage
to do themselves. That is their attitude.
What iz the position, anyhow? Suppose

they
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the Government instifuted proccedings: TF,
men are fined and they pay the fine, is the
position any nearer a solution? The breach
is widened; ihe men wre antagonised and
wade more determined in their efforts. This
ts admitted by the emplovers themselves in
their statements, and applies with equal
foree whether the prosecutions are Jaunched
by the employers or by the Government, On
the other hand, if the men refuse to pay the
fines, the Government cannot possibly gaol
thousands of men and consequently must be
stultified. All Governments have heen aware
of this, and as a matter of fact no Western
Australian State Government has ever taken
action against the workers in a big indus-
trial disturbanee. The inference contnined
in the attacks nupon the present Government
is that, if the Opposition had been in power,
they wounld have enforced the penal sections
of the Aet. There is no other inference.
Yet what action wns taken by fheir party
when they were actually faced with similar
cirenmstances. Why were prosecutions not
launched in the locomotive engine-drivers’
strike of 19207 The men struck for better
conditions; the strike lasted two weeks and
was settled Dby negotiation. What action
was taken in the tramway sbrike in 1919,
Again the men struck for improved condi-
tions and the strike lasted for seven weeks
before settlement hy negotiation. Or in the
water supply workers’ strike in 1923, when
the very life hlood of {he State was threat-
ened by a stoppage of work? The mines in
Kalgoorlie were held up and the goldfields
were in danger of a complete lack of water.
The position in that case was identical
with that of the mining dispute. No aclion
was taken by the Governments in those days.
In the water supply workers’ case the Arhi-
tration Court lhad issued nan award against
which the men struek. Yet no prosecutions
were launched. The strike lasted 10 days
hefore a settlement was arrived at. The
“YWest Australian” ncwspaper at the time
published a leading article strongly con-
demning the strikers, but that article con-
tained no advoeaey of prosecution by the
Government and no condemnation of the
Government for not launching u prosecu-
tion. That is the differonce heiween the at-
titude of the “West Australiann” in those
days, when another party happencd to be
in office, and the attitude of the “West Aus-
tralian” to-day towards this mnarticular
strike, which it has been flogging to death.
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Tu all the instances | have recited in which
strikes tonk place when non-Labour Govern-
ments were in oflice, the Government of the
day were just as competent to take action
aguinst the strikers as are the Government
of to-day. But nothing was done. Surely
this proves that all Governments have been
fully aware of the unsettling effert of prose-
cutions and the impossibility of enforcing
penalties on a large scale. Tle Govern-
ments of those days, in my opinion, were
right in not Jaunching  presecutions,
just as the (iovernment of to-day weve right
in nof doing so, either. It is impossible to
enforce penalties on a large seale.  Surely
that proves, too, the hypoeerisy and politieal
bias demonstrated during the enrrent at-
tacks on the Government. This is by no
means the whole story. Previous to 1932—
this is important and I hope members will
follow what T am ahout to say—the Arbi-
tration Court was prepared to, and actually
did, institute proceedings of its own wvoli-
tion for breaches of the Act. In 1932 a
difference of opinion arose between the Ar-
bitration Court and the Wull Comt ¢m-
cerning a matter of jurisdietion under the
Financial Bmergeney Act. The Arbitra-
tion Court requested the Registrar to take
steps towards proceedings for an appeal to
the High Court to decide the question. The
then anti-Labour Government, the Govern-
ment of which the Aecting-Leader of the
Opposition was a member, refused to allow
those proceedings fo be carried on. The
Gtovermment of which the hon. memh-r
formed part refused to allow an appeal,
although speeifically requested by the Presi-
dent of the Arbitration Court. "The Presi-
dent of the court, as is well known, felt
very strongly on the point. He stated——
The intentions of the court were frustrated.

The Government would not allow the Registrar
1) take the necessary proecedings.

The Government of which the hon. member
was a memher would net allow the Regis-
trar to take the nedessary proceedings.
What were the necessary proceedings? An
appeal against the deeision of our own
court.

The Minister for Justiee: Regavding its
jurisdiction.

The PREMIER : Yes, and the decision of
the Government ecreated bad feeling. The
conrt nrde no secret of its opinion that it
wis i serious attemnt to hamper the court
in the proper discharge of its functions.

[ASSEMBLY.]

These words are on record. The President
of the Arbitration Court said—

This court has frequently had ocension to

move the Registrar to take proeeedings for
offences against the Act such as strikes. What
agsurance has the court that such tustruetions
in fuoture may not Le cancelled or counter-
manded by some authority now that n precedent
has been established?
So seriousiy did he view the situation that
instruetions were isswed that in futnre the
court would take no aetion of its own e
aount. There is the beginning and the cnd
of it. An anti-Labour Governmeni, by re-
fusing to permit the court to earry ouf the
court’s wishes thus established a prece-
dent and creaied the very situation against
which members of the Opposition are now
complaining.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Tell us what the
Attorney General of the day said in reply
to that statement.

The PREMIER: I know what lLe said.
I remember the debate that took place in
this House. The man is not living now, so
I will not eriticise his statement. TFol-
lowing on the debate in this House, there
was no question as to where the real merits
of the case lay. Anyhow, why should
the Government stand in the way of the
Arbitration Court'’s appealing for an in-
terpretation of its powers? Why stand in
the way of an appeal?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: The Supreme
Court had decided the point, and there was
no necessity.

The PREMIER: The answer is that it
did not suit the policy of the Government
of the day, 'Why not have let the tribunal
ascerfain whether there was a necessity
or not? :

Hon. P. D, Ferguson: Then it would
have gone to the Privy Council, I suppose.

The PREMIER: Does the hon member
say there should be no right of appeal to
the Privy Council? Does he put forward
as an argument that no appeal should have
heen allowed because the case might finally
have bheen carried to the Privy Conneil?
Does he sav there should be no appeals to
the Privy Couneil9

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: No.

The PREMIER : Does he say he has no
confidence in the Privy Couneil?

Hon. P. 1. Ferguson: 1 did not say that
at all.

The PREMIER: Then why not let it he
theaghed out to the final eourt?
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Hon. I’. D. Ferguson: If you had heard
the statement of the then Attorney Gen-
eral

The PREMIER: I heard it and
have read it. I remember the debate in
this House well, and in my opinion no more
miserable attitude in defence of the Gov-
ernment of the day could have been adoptedl
than that which was adopted at the time.
S0 that from ftheir own actions members
opposite  stand convicted of insineerity.
Coming now to the mining dispute, that is

where most of the charges were made
against the Government. The adoption of
the award delivered by the Arbitration

Court was not compulsory. Tt was optional
for the emplovers to aceept or rejeet it. I
can say at this stage that fhe mining com-
panies were not justified in taking advant-
age of the award in the manner they did.
[t would surely have been a retrograde step
for the men who, for the past 17 years had
worked underground for 44 hours a week,
to zo back to a 48-hour week underground.
More particularly was it without justifica-
tion because of the position in which the
industry stands. The price of gold rose
from £5 9s. 10d. in Febraary, 1931, to £6
14s. 9d. in October of the same year, and
since then it has steadily increased. In
January, 1934, the price was £8 3s. 7d,, and
at the time of the dispute it had further in-
creased to £8 13s. This price is more than
double the price at which gold was selling
in 1930, During the whole of that time the
ecompanies derived the full benefit of the
inereased figure, while the men received
practically nothing. Yet because some in-
crease in wages was granted by the Arbi-
tration Court the companies desired to ex-
tract the utmost from the men. Tt is said
that the dispute injured our credit in Lon-
don; but I will show that the action of the
men had the sympathy of af leasi one min-
ing company. It will be woarth while my
reading an extract from the speech made
by the chairman of the North Kalgurli Gold
Mines, Ltd., at a meeting held in Londen.
I may zay that the report of this speech
was published in the “West Australian,”
though not on the page on which the ré
ports of the dispute appeared from time
to time, but in an obscure corner of a back
page. This is what the chairman of that
company had to say—

The dispute was particularly unfortunate for

this company, for even if the men had accepted
the proposal of the Chamber of Mines, and

m

agrewd to the 40-48-hour fortnight this eom-
pany would have derived little benefit. . . . . It
ig always dangerous to interfere with uld-esiai-
lished customs such as the weckly Saturday
half-holiday in foree all over .Ausiralia as it
is in Great Britain. [ can well imagine what
would happen in England in the buillivg trade,
for cxample, if employers tried to interfere with
the Saturday half-holiday, . . .. Exeeption has
been taken to the action of the Government in
intervening on the side of the men, and in not
upholding the award of the court, but Govern-
ments are a taw anto themselves, and the West-
ern Australian Government have to vonsider
the interests af the State ns a whole, as the
stoppage of sueh an important industry as gold
mining disorganiserd the business of the whole
State,

Then the chairman of that company con-
cluded by saying—

[ do not mind saying that in this instance

my symputhy was with the men.
Those words were uttered at the anunal
moeeting of the North Kalgurli Gold Mines,
ftd. 1t is said that during the dispute the
men lost £200,000 in wages and the eom-
panies lost £500,000 in produection. Whether
these figures ave correct or not matters little,
but the State sulfered a loss of £40,000 per
month in direct revenue. Surely the Gov-
crnment were entitled to step in and take
action. I offer no apology to anyboedy for
having done what the Governmant did. T
would do it again and again in similar eir-
cnmstances, People who in reeent years
have had the price of their product doubled,
or more thau donbled, and whose employees
in the same period have not had onc scrap
of inereased benefit, were given the oppor-
tunity of saying whether the men should
work 44 hours a week or 40-45 hours a
fortnight, and although they knew that
within the bounds of the award they were
right they knew also that morally they were
wrong.

The Minister for Lands: They were verr
ill-advised.

The PREMIER: The whole State suf-
ferad from the holding up of the industry.
Althongh it might be said that the men were
not complying with the award of the court,
therc sre nevertheless occasions when
breaches of the law have been justified. Tf
we look down the years of history we will
find that step by step advaneement has been

made, and progress achieved Dby the
fact that there were men courageous
enough to defy the law. Histery has

tanght us that effective protests have
been wmwade against laws that have been un-
just. and that nations lave refused to
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continue to be slaves all their lives. Mem-
bers opposite know that freedom has been
obtained only after years of struggle, and
that alterations of laws that have oper-
ated unjustly have been brought ebout hy
a refusal on the part of a big section of
the people to obey those laws. 1 do not
wish it to be understood that 1 am encoar-
aging disobedience of the law, but I would
be the Hrst to disobey a law that is known
to be unjust. I have done it in the past,
and I would do it again. In this case the
miners were right to protest against an
attempt to force them back underground
for 48 hours. They bhad not werked for
48 hours underground for 17 or 18 years,
and the attempt that was made to compel
them to do so was an unjust exercise of
the law. As the member for Northam (Mry,
Hawke) remarked last evening, let mem-
bers opposite beware of the capital they
are trying to make ont of this, but if it is
to be their battle-ery we shall welenme it.
The Government supported the miners
because it was thought that morally they
were aeting within their rights. It is eary
for members opposite fo argne in the way
they have been doing. They have never
been out of the sight of the sky or sun-
shine; they have never been undereround,
let alone having spent eight hours of the
day, or one-third of their lifefime in the
depths below where discomforts are ingejs-
aruble from the oceupation of mining
below ground, to say nothing of the risks
miners have to take, and not knowing,
when they leave their homes whether thev
will ever return to them. Surely il thert
is any occupafion in this world where there
is justification for a reduction of the hours
of labour, it is the oceupation followed by
those who spend a third of their lives un-
dergronnd ont of the light. So I coniend
that the mining companies were not jns!i-
fied in taking advantage of the award to
furce the men into working 48 hours. Again
and again I will support, and this Gov-
ernment and this side of the Tlouse will
support any action that will prevent men
working nnderground 48 hours. I am sorry
that the hours were not fixed at less than
44, but so far as we are concerned the
period will certainly be not more than 44.
That is the poliey of the (overnment, and
T eare not what eriticism follows heeanse
of the Government’s aetion.

The Minister for Justice: We said so
hefore the elections, and we repeated it
after the elections.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER: The Acting Leador of
the Upposition had sowmething to say akout
an agricultural conscience. 1 wonder where
he got the phrase. He said this Govern-
ment had no agrieultural econscience. 1
suppose the hon. member, although he was
criticising merely the Government in that
respect, would agree that the whole of the
party represented by the Giovernment have
no agricultural conscience. Because, if we
have no agricultural conscience now, we
surely must have been bankrupt of any
kind of agricultural eonscience 10, 15 or
20 years ago. 1 wonder if the hon. mem-
her, although a farmer who should kiow
something ahout his job, | wouder if his
thoughts go baek down the years to 1911.

The Minister for Lands: He was not in
public life then.

The PREMIER: And to 1914, those two
bad years in partieular when the harvest
failed. I bappened to be a member of the
Government that came intg office in 1911,
fremendously handieapped ss we were, be-
cause it was a very bad year and there was
almost a complete failure of the harves:.
However, we went on, and in 1914, the
worst year in our history, there was a com-
plete failure of the harvest. What hap-
pened? There were the Government ecom-
posed of a party that had no agrieultnral
conscience.  What was done? Was it not
in those two years that the foundation was
laid of a real poliey to carry the farmers
through? And not only in those partiru-
larly bad years, but also in the years that
have passed sinee then. /Wha established
the Industries Assistance Board? Was it
someone with an agricaltural conscience, or
was it the members of this party without
an agricultural eonscience? And what part
has the Industries Assistance Board plaved
in the assistance of the farmers ever sinee
that vear when it was established? Have
not the operations under the Industries
Assistance Aet been instrumental in enah-
ling the farmers to make a living and earrv
on? Now I ask the hon. member whieh
Government were responsible for the
setling up of water supplies in aeri-
ewltural  arcas: T mean  the ordin-
ary eatchment water supplies all through
our farming areas. and all the dams
15 or 20 miles apart? Who con-
structed them? They were constrncted hy
the Lahour Government right through the
whole of the wheat-growing areas. And
who extended in important directions the
coldfields water scheme, and, during re-
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cent months, when their life and existence
have been in guestion, where was ii that in
parts of the wheat-growing area those cateh-
ment areas were converted inty permanent

water supplies?  That work was all con-
structed by the Labour Government, Take
the Barbalin  water scheme, which cost

£240,000. 1t the dry conditions had con-
tinued as we feared a month or two ago,
that scheme would have been a standby for

all the surrvunding  disteicts.  And  who
spent £66,000 for a water supply in the
Narembeen district, represented hy the

l.eader of the Upposition? Who set up the
water supply o1 Kondinin, and who con-
structed railways to agrienltwral distriets?
Was it not all done by a Labour Goverbment?
And wha started the frst irrigation scheme
in this State, down at Harvey? A Labour
Government of which I was a member. And
for prompt measures whiech it appeared
should he taken this year to meet the
sitnation—which fortunately is now not so
severe as it was a month or so ago—who but
the present Governmeut were rvesponsible?
Did the Government fall asleep on it? No.
While members opposite knew nothing
ahout it, the Government comumitied them-
selves to £40,000 in the purchase of fodder
from the Kastern States. That was long
hefore anybody here knew anything abont
it. We were making preparations for the
possible cvents if the dvy season eon-
finued. In one contract the Government
committed themselves to pay £30,000 to
begin with for » supply of fodder for dis-
tressed farmers affected by Dbad  seasonal
conditions. And this while the price of local
chaff went (rom €3 10s. to £7 10s.! The
Government were not barking arcund about
what they had done, but they did make that
purehase in the Eastern States preparatory
to what might happen. Where is the man
who would eharge us with political motives
in doing that? If we held agricultural seats
in this House, undoubtedly we would be
charged by members opposite with political
motives in the making of that purchase.
Beenuse we found work for unemployed
men, members opposite have said we were
finding work for our political friends. Did
we establish  the Tndustries Assistance
Board for political motives? Were we look-
ing for seats there? We do what we believe
to be right, no matter whom it may affect.
There is nothing meaner than to charge a
Government with aeting from politieal

315

wotives, with being  commercially-minded.
No member of this Government cares at all
about political issues; what we are con-
cerned about is the State as we see it and
understand it. It is nnworthy to say to us
that we are actuated by political motives.
Who increased the capital of the Agricul-
tural Bank? Was it not this party? And
right through we kept on increasing that
capital,

My Patrick: And broke the bank.

The Minister for Lands: Who ruined it?

Myr. Patrick: You did.

The PREMIER: | do not wish to touch
upon that. We have always pursued a
broad agricultural poliey. Will the member
for Wagin say that this poarty and this Gov-
ernment have no agricultural conscience?

M. Stubhs: No.

The PREMIER : Of ecourse the hon. mem-
ber will not sav anything of the sort; lhe is
too ltonourable to endorse such a statement.
Will the new member for Avon (}r. Boyle)
subscribe to the charge of lus acting leader?

The Minister for Lands: He dare not.

Mr. Boyle: I am not responsible for any
agricultural conscience.

The PREMIER: The hon. member him-
self suid that from the Country Party the
farmers have never yet received anything,
that all the advantages they have had have
heen given hy the Tabour Government.

Mr. Boyle: 1 have given vou full evedit
for what you lave done

The PREMIER: And it was true, and
the hon. member’s words were expressed in
all sineerity, and they do morve than I counld
do if | were to talk for an hour to refute
the unfair charge against us.

Mr. Withers: The actions of the Labour
Party made the Country Party possible.

The PREMIER: This is just a pitiful
attempt to raise the old ery of town versus
country. Tt arises from the hon. member’s
agrienltural conscience.

Mr. Thorn: We heard a lot about it from
the member for Northam (Mr, Hawke) last
night.

The PREMIER: Yes, I know. And the
member for Toodyay (Mr. Thorn) had some-
thing to say abont the Agrieultural Bank
Commissioners. I think that will be dealt
with by one of my colleagues. The hon.
member complained that the chairman of
the Commissioners refused to meet him. He
objected to that. I can quite understand
his objection, but every member of the
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House knows that mueh of the trouble we
have on our hands now in regard to the
Agricultural Bank is due te the political
interference of the hon, member's class.

Mr. Thorn: No, no; interferense from
past Governments. I have never interfered
with the Bank.

The PREMIER: Nearly every member
on the opposite side has always wanted to
have an open door to the Bank.

The Minister for Lands: The hon. mem-
ber is squealing now.

Mr. Thorn: I am not squealing as much
as you are.

The PREMIER: It is improper for any
member of the House to make complaints
at the Agrienltural Bank. He is not allowed
to go along log-rolling to the chairman of
the Commissioners in order to get some
consideration, not on the merits of a ease,
but for a man that happens to he an elector
of his.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 te 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER : I had hoped to conelude
my remarks hefore tea, and I regret that I
have again to thrust myself upon the in-
dulgence of the House. The Aecting Leader
of the Opposition attacked the Government
for the delay in the matter of bulk hand-
ling. May I ask what his Government did
for bulk handling during their three years
of office? They utterly failed to do any-
thing; notwithstanding their majority, they
failed to get Parliament to pass any Bill
dealing with bulk handling. I venture to
gay that at the end of our three years of
office, a system of bulk handling will prob-
ably be well established, but surely it does
not lie with the hen. member, who was a
member of a Government that attempted to
do something but aceomplished nothing, to
eriticise the present Government om that
seore. Much less does if lie with other
eritics. The member for Pingelly (Mr.
Seward) who spoke yesterday said that the
Government had been shelving the whole
question, and in support of that allegation,
said that the report of the Royal Commis-
sion had heen referred to a committee of
the Cabinet. Is there anything wrong in
the Qovernment’s handing over a particu-
lar matter to a section of the Cabinet—
two or three members? Is that any ground
for a charge that the Government are shelv-
ing the question? We have reached this
position at least, that the present Govern-
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ment appointed a Royal Commission on the
subjeet, and I go so far as to say it is the
first and only thorough inquiry inte bulk
handling that has been made. There have
heen other inquiries, I know, bhut this was
the first inquiry of the kind. T say the
Government will stand up to their respon-
sibilities, and their responsibilities will be
to put before the House a definite proposal
as to what should be done regarding bulk
handling, That is not committing us in
any way; it is fo say that this House will
have an opportunity at an early date to
give its deeision on the whole question of
bulk handling. I venture again to say that
although we have no agricultural conscience,
balk handling will bhe further advanced at
the end of this session than it was when the
Acting Leader of the Opposition was a Min-

ister. The hon. member also criticised
the Transport Board. He described it
as the most irritating institution we

have ever had in Western Australia. Criti-
cism of that kind is easy and cheap.
His eriticism consisted of u lot of generali-
ties about the poliey pursuced by the heard.
The hon, member must know that all in-
vestigations and decisions of the board are
based on the provisions and intentions of
the Aect mentioned by him in his speech.
The board invite assistance in and eriticism
of their work. Last year the hon. member
introduced a deputation to the board re-
garding road transport for areas served by
the Midland Railway Company., He was
informed that the company had given as-
surances to adopt a poliey of co-ordination
by extending liberal concessions to those
whe desired fo transport by road for sta-
tions on the Midland line. It was suggested
to the hon. member that when those feeder .
services were in operation, he might report
progress and advise the board whether
seftlers were dissatisfied. No such advice
has been received either from the hon. mem-
ber or from any settier concerned.

Hon. P, D. Ferguson: I assure you that
T never had any invitation o report.

The PREMIER: T am stating a fact, The
hon. member does not produce specific eom-
plaints and make them to the hoard.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I did prodace them
to the board on that same deputation,

The PREMIER : If my information is not
in accordance with fact, I shall be pleased
to have cvidence of it from the hon. member.
My information is that he has not done so.
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No advice has been reeeived from the hon.
member or from the settlers concerned.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I gave the adviee
on the deputation.

The PREMIER: That is the statement
supplied to me, and it iz not fair for an
hon. member to beat the air in thal way
and make general remarks of condemnation.

Hou. I. D. Ferguson: 1 was very speeific.

The PREMIER: The hon. member was
not specific.

Hon, P, D). Ferguson: I was.

The PREMIER: Anyhow, we shall have
other opportunities to disenss the malter.
Before resuming my seat, 1 desire to offer a
few words of my own regarding a mafter
not before the House. We notice that over-
seas the position has become very difficult.
A situation exists in which one nation finds
itself in rouflict with another nation. 1 de-
sire to express my own feeling that all the
indications and all the tendencics appear
to be towards another world war
Whatever my views may be worth, I have
no hesitation in saying that I am entirely
opposed to the attitude of so-called highly
eivilised nations towards another section of
the human race. I appreciate to-day per-
haps more than I have done in years past
the magnificent attitnde adopted by the
Government of Great Britain. If ever
there has been an oececasion in our history
wher we might well be proud to be descen-
dants of and belong to that nation it is
to-day, because of the attitude of Cireat
Britain, and the Government of (ireat
Britain, not only with regard to this trou-
ble, but with regard lo other guestions of
peace and the future so far as disarmament
is concerned. Tt may not appear to us to
be a eoncern of ours, but inevitably a con-
fliet in one part of the world must lead to
a conflagration all round the world, and we
shall be brought inte it. One thing thai
impresses me perhaps more than another is
that a few weeks ago the Emperor of
Abyssinia is reported to have said that he
himself intended to lead his troops to
battle, but he did not expect to meet Mus-
solini in the field. At least the IEmperor
of Abyssinia will be there, but the man,
the dictator, who exercises such supreme
power to-day in one country of the world,
probably will not be there, although I do
not charge him with want of courage. And
so we come back to the old saving that those
who make the quarrels must make the peace.
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It is a shocking thing to contempiate-—not
tor me perhaps or for any other member
of the House and others who are reaching
the antumn of their lives—thar to-day in
this so-called age of civilisution a few men
can make quarrels that arve responsible for
wars in which millions of innocent young
men have to take part. That is what will

happen. I make no apology for these re-
marks. I abhor war; indeed, we all do.
I have protested at every opportunity

against war, and all kinds of diplomaer
that lead mainly to war. 1 desire to place
on record my ahsolute abhorrence of the
position that is developing overseas, and
of the possibility of the British Empire
and ourselves being drawn into it. Let us
voice our protest against it. It is a hor-
rible thing that a war should now be threa-
tening between this aneient race, white and
supposed to be civilised, and another equally
aneient race, members of the human family.,
If T may offer judgment npen the matter,
I will conelude by saying I do not believe
that anywhere in the world will the moral
feclings of the peoples he with Italy,

MR. PATRICK (Greenough) [7.46]: The
country is to be congratulated upon the im-
provement in the financial position. No
doubt there are many reasons for that. As
has been stated, more money has been avail-
able to the present Government than was
available to the previous Government. It
is not necessary to go into elaborate fizures.
Tt is only necessary to mention that this is
due to the large inerease in loan expendi-
ture, the large increase in Commonwealth
grants, and the large increase in taxation
receipts. The Premier remarked on the in-
ereased revenue from the alteration in the
incidence of the financial emergency tax.
He took that as a tribute to the Govern-
ment.  When the Premier was introdueing
this tax he assured the House, in reply to
eriticism, that although he was altering the
ineidence of the tax it would not hring in
any additional revenue. We were assured
that the Treasury had gone into the matter
and that this was to be the position.

The Minister for Justice: With the rise
in wages there was naturally an increase
in taxation ineome.

Mr. PATRICK: It may be argued that
as conditions improve additional revenue is
bound to come in from taxation. I would
point ouf that this tax began to bring in
additional revenue from the moment it was
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introduced. There has been a certain amount
of interest saved by overseas conversions.
Another important factor is the high price
of gold. The final factor, whick may not be
a big one, and which certainty has relieved the
Government from the necessity for spend-
ing a certain amount of money, is repre-
sented in the activities of the Lotteries Com-
mission, The member for Brown Hill-
Ivanhoe (Mr. F. C. L. Smith), when giv-
ing what might be termed an exposition of
simple arithmetiec, referred to the fact that
it was necessary to borrow in depressed
times. I agree with him there. But if that
argument is sound, then it is not so necessary
to borrow in times of prosperity. That
seems to be the inevitable inference from
the hon. member’s argument. But may I
point out that the present Government were,
during a time of unexampled prosperity,
perhaps the most reckless borrowers in the
world’s history.

The Premier: Not a good word—"reck-
less.”

Mr. PATRICK: Tt is a good old English
word.

The Premier: It is not an honest word.

Mr. PATRICK: To realise what years
those six years of abounding prosperity
were, one need only point out that during
that period wool averaged 20%%d. per pound
and wheat a little over 5s. per bushel. Bor-
rowing during that period averaged over
four million pounds annually, and the de-
ficits for the same period averaged £158,000
—not a good reeord in times of abounding
prosperity. The improved financial posi-
tion is a matter for congratulation, but it
is unfair and absurd to make comparisons
between those times of prosperity on the
one hand and the strenuous period of the
previous Administration on the other hand.
As the Premicr himself said in this Cham-
ber at the end of that period, for three
vears we had been at close grips with the
most deplorable condition of things we had
ever known. Let us consider the extent of
the disaster which overwhelmed Western
Australia in 1930. Wheat, which at elec-
tion time was worth 3s. 10d. per bushel at
the siding, was worth 1s. 9d. at harvest time.
I have checked my figures with the Wheat
Pool trustees. The average for the previ-
ous year's crop, paid by the Pool,
was 3s. 11%d. per bushel at the
siding. The price at election time,
I repeat, was 3s. - 10d. per bushel,
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and the price at havvest time ls Hd. In
that year we actually shipped 17,000,000
bushels more wheat than we had shipped in
the previpus year, and we shipped the
greater quantity for £840,000 less money.
If we bad simply got the priee ruling for
wheat at harvest time, the State wounld have
benefited by nearly four millions more
money from the wheat crop alone. That
additional meoney, if put into cireulation,
wonld liave made an enormous addition to
the finances of the Stute. The natural re-
sult of what occurred was that the farmer’s
purchasing power faded away and that
State vevenue absolutely collapsed. The
landslide in revenue had commenced prior to
this period. At the end of his G-year
period the present Premier bodgeted for a
surplus of £105,000, and the actual deficit
was about £518,000. The point is that re-
venue slipped in that year to the extent of
£742,000 as ecompared with tle estimate.
Therefore the landslide in revenue had al-
ready begun in the last yeur of the
Premier’s previous ferm of office. In this
connection it is interesting fo make a few
comparisons between the farmer’s purchas-
ing power in 1932 and kis purchasing power
in 1912, when wheat was 3s. 7d. per bushel.
T am taking that period beeause it iy praec-
tieally the period which has been taken by
President Roosevelt for the purposes of
comparison with the present day. His idea
15 to restore the farmers’ purchasing power
so¢ that a bushel of wheat will now buy the
same amount in other commodities as it did
in the period 1909-14. Therefore the year
1912, when wheat was at the very reason.
able price of 3s. 7d. per bushel, may he
taken as a mean, In 1912 a bushel of wheat
would purchase 14 loaves of bread; in 1930
it would purchase only 5% loaves. In 1912
a bushel of wheat would purchase 15lb. of
sugar; in 1930 it would purchase 514lb. In
1912—and this may interest the member for
Toodyay {Mr. Thorn)—-the bushel purchas-
ed 7lb. of raisins; in 1930 it purchased
2341h.  Corresponding figures are—for rice
151b. and 7lb.; for corasacks 7 and 3; for
weatherboarding 56ft. and 14%%ft.; for gal-
vanised iron 10ft. and 5ft. That iz to say,
the purchazing power was one-third to one-
half for foodstuffs in 1930 as against 1912.
As regards cornsacks, whereas one-twenty-
first of the value of the erop was needed for
their purchase in 1912, one-ninth was needed
in 1930. A hushel of wheat bought only a
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quarter as much timber and halt as much
irom in 1930 as it bought in 1912

Mr. North: Are those State figures?

Mr. PATRICK: Yes. The same compari-
son would apply to fencing material, wire,
barb-wire, and other materials required by
the farmer. I give this illustration to show
how costs were piled ap on the industry in
zood times by the Australian tariff policy.
When prices of commodities such as wheat
¢ollapsed, those high costs remained. There
is not the slightest doubt that when wheat
and wool were at high prices, they praeti-
cally carried the rest of Australian indus-
tries, Standards and everything eclse were
raised, and costs were 1aised; and the costs
were maintained at the ligh level after the
prices of primary produets had colapsed.

The Minister for Lands: The people paid
high prices for hoth wheat and wool during
that period, and thus were carrying the in-
dustries.

Mr, PATRICK: The people of Australia
paid world prices.  Another point was
raised by the member for Canning {Mr.
Cross), who said that the Australian people
were bonussing the farmer to the extent of
the exchange. The pesition, of course, is
simply that the exchange is due to the low
prices of primary products. If wheat and
wool went back to normal prices, funds
would accummnlate in London and the ex-
change would return to the normal level.
Tn point of fact, taking export and import
figures for the last year, if the exchange
now were not heing pegged by the Common-
wealth Bank, if it were an open go, the ex-
change would certainly rise. It is interest-
ingr to unote that one of the effects of the ex-
change position is that the goldmining in-
dustry lhas gained to the extent of nearly
33s. per ounce in Anstralian currency owing
10 the rise in rxchange. That is to say, the
goldmining industry has gained an amount
of 35s. per ounce owing to the depressed
condition, principally, of the wheat and
woo] industries.

The Minister for Lands: Al industries
have shared in that.

Mr. PATRICK: Of comse all industries
have shared. It may be said that all the
primary industries shared,

The Minister for Lands: They did,

Mr. PATRICK: But the present rate of
exchange exists only owing to the low prices
ruling in primary industries.
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The Minister for Lands: To that extent,
they shared.

Mr, PATRICK: I the prices for wheat
and wool reverted to thoze that were paid
in earlier years, the rate of exchange would
be bhack again at the previons figure, and
gold would be worth 33s. an ounce less
than it is to-day.

The Minister for Lands: But that does
not gef away from the faet that it was
shared.

Mr. PATRICK: What I consider te be
the lesson to be learnt from a period such
as we have been passing throngh, is that we
must build up reserves during good times
to enable us to tide over periods of de-
pression. That is a point that may be of
interest to the Minister for Agrieulture,
for—I am speaking from memorv—during
the ecourse of his maiden speech in this
House, he accnsed some of the large fimus
of building up reserves. Personally, T re-
@ard that as an extremely sound poliey.
In faect, if some of the big firms of Austra-
lia had not built up reserves in prosperous
times, they would be on the rocks to-day.
I can cite the instance of a Senttish com-
pany that afferds a good example. The New
Zealand  Land Company, operating all
over Australia, realised that droughts
might be experienced af times in some States
when goad seascns operated in other parts
of the Commonwealth. With that know-
ledge. they built up tremendous reserves to
enable them to overecome difficulties aris-
ing in drought pericds. The result has heen
that the company have heen able to pay the
same rate of dividend in had periods as in
Prosperous years.

The Minister for Lands: That iz good.

Mr. PATRICK: T knew the Minister for
Lands would agree that that is a sound
policy. To-day the position is that the in-
creased interest bill has been met to date
practically speaking, by the savings on the
eonversion loans, and now inereased taxa-
tion will have to be obtained from what is
tantamount to a stationary population. in
order to meet the future interest hill.
Here amain the Government are losing a
considerable volume of revenue. Recently
inspectors from the Taxation Department
have travelled through the goldfields to
launch prosecutions against men who have
not sent in returns, It is understood that
the inspeefors are to travel through the
rest of the State. The South Australian
Government have serured largelv increased
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revenue by adopting the principle of col-
lecting taxation at the source. We are al-
ready doing that with the finaneial emer-
gency tax and the hospital tax, and, with
very little additional trouble, we could do
the same with the income tax on salaries and
wages. If that policy were adopted, it
would avoid the prosecutions that ave tak-
ing place to-day. Most of us do not miss
taxes that are collected ait the souree,
whereas if we receive at thé end of the
year a notice to pay so many pounds, we
appreciate the fact that we are called upon
to pay a considerable amount. The ordin-
ary individual hardly knows that he is paying
the financial emergeney tax and the hospi-
tal tax, because he has never kad the
money so collected, to spend. If the Gov-
ernment collected the income tax at the
souree, as the South Awustralian Govern-
ment do, they would reap a large increase
in revenue. There is no doubt that the
spending of loan funds in times such as the
present is inevitable. What is important
is the adoption of the wisest method by
which it can be spent. On one ocecasion the
member for Gnildford-Midland (Hon. W.
D. Johnson) said that in spending loan
money—at the time when he was sitting in
Oppesition—we should spend it on works
that, when completed, would ereate additional
employment. Adopting a long view of the
matter, I think if is better, as far as pos-
sible, to spend loan money on putting the
primary industries on a sound basis. It
would pay the Government to give the com-
missioners of the Agrieultural Bank, who
wonld not waste the money, a large pro-
portion of the loan funds to enable them to
tarn some of the present wheat farms into
more profitable concerns than they are to-
day.

The Minister for Lands: Why do not
vour friends in the Federal Government
do that?

Mr. PATRICK: To date the State Gov-
ernment have spent millions of pounds on
improving farms, but apparently there is no
loan money available to protect the assets
so created from vermin such as rabbits,
emus and so forth. Althonugh bis promise
has been thrown up at the Premier several
times, I do not mind mentioning it again.
Two years ago the Premier said that he
would defy the Loan Council, draw a cheque
for £100,000, give the money to the farmers
and defy the Loan Cauncil to dishonour the
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cheque. I think the Premier will admit
having made that promise.

The Premier: We have done it

Mr. PATRICK: To-day the condition of
the farming industry is far worse than it
was two years ago, hecanse thousands of
farms have heen abandoned. Despite what
the Premier said, he is not prepared to defy
the l.oan Council to the extent of one
shilling!

The I'remier; That is not right.

Mr. PATRICK: | know that the matter
was treated in a jocular manner last year,
AWhen the member tor Pingelly (Mr.
Seward) was speaking, the Premier and the
Minister for Lands interjected to the effect
that those pramises went by the board” be-
eause the farming constituencies had ot
returned supporters of the present Govern-
ment,

The Minister for Lands: Because they
rejected the principle. In vating for you,
they voted to the eontrary.

Mr. PATRICIC: I think the member for
Avon {Mr. Boyle) made a similar statement
the other night, and it is fair to the Min-
ister for Lands to tell him that, in a paper
known as “The Wheatgrower,” there is eer-
tnin confirmation of the statement. This is
an extraet from the last conference report
and refers to a statement made by Mr.
Bradley, of Movawa, who, as the linister
knows, is a supporter of the Labour Party.
The extract reads—

Mr. Bradley {Morawa) stated that he was

not disappointed with the result of the depu-
tation. He had reminded the Minister that a
Labour Government had been in power for two
years, and they had not honoured any one of
the promises whieh tho Premier, when speaking
at Morgwa some years ago, had made.
I understand that the Premier spoke at
Morawa, Mingenew and other centres and
repeated the promise he had made iu this
House.

The Minister in reply had . stated that the
Government were not bound by any statement
of policy made prior to the elections inagmuceh
as hy rejecting Labour candidates, the farmers
had rejected the Labour policy.

The Minister for Lands: That is all right,
but what the member for Avon said was
wrong.

Mr. PATRICK: I think that is pretty
flimsy, and not a very logical statement for
the Minister to make.

The Minister for Lands:
logical.

It is quite
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Mr. PATRICK: When the Premier made
his promise, he said he was not making it
from a politieal point of view, as the farm-
ing eonstituencies did not return Labour
members.

The Minister for Lands: You are not en-
titled to expeet it. when vou turn down our
poliey.

Mr. PATRICK: We did not turn that
policy down. The promise was made by the
Premier,

The Mimater for Lands: And he has kept
hix promise.

Mr. PATHICK: The fuet that the repre-
senfation of the constitnencies remained as
formerly, was no reason why the Premier’s
promise should not be honoured.

The Premier: I never made any such
promises.

Mr. PATRICK : The rehabilitation of the
farming industry is one of the questions
that regnive to be dealt with by States-
men. CUp to the present all Governments,
Federal and State, have been merely
Micawbers waiting for something to furn
up, and hoping against hope that by some
miracle the prices of wheat and of wool
would go back to their previons high stand-
ards,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is practically
world-wide; they are all Micawbers to-day.

Mr. PATRICK: The Federal Govern-
ment appointed:a Royal Commission to in-
quire into fhe marketing of wool, but abso-
lutelv ignored the findings of that commis-
sion. Also they appointed another Royal
Coinmizsion, which probably made the most
exhaustive inquiries ever made into the
wheat industry. We.are still awaiting the
result. Two years ago, in answer to a ques-
tion by a constituent of mine, I put ap the
following :—

1. It is indisputable that under Australian
conditions wheat cannot be produced profitably
at present prices.

2, That as these unprofitable prices have
now obtained for five successive seasons, farm-
ers must be earrying an accumulated burden of

debt.

3. That some plan for the adjustment of
this debt is urgently nceessary.

4. That a hoard comprising creditors’ and
farmers’ representatives with an independent
c¢hairman, preferably a judge, should be set up
to deal with debts on a voluntary basis.

3. The board to have compulsory powers
where no agreement is possible.

The Minister for Lands: When did you
put that up?
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Mr. PATRICK: Two years ago, in
answer to a guestion by one of my conshi-
tuents as to how I stood. That is praeti-
cally the position that bas been adopted by
the Federal Royal- Commission.

The Mipister for Lands: It savours of
repudiation.

My, PATRICK: It is not a question of
repudiation at all. What we contend is
that every property should be valued -and,
if found to be carrying more than its pre-
sent-day economie value, at least the sur-
plus amount should be written off. There
is no repudiation about that, for that-valus
has gone. I know a working man in this
eily who lost £400 vecently through baving
an interest in a well-known company in this
city which wrote down its -eapital by ore-
half. The ecompany did that because ihe
woney was absolutely lost, but the resuiy
is that the man who put his savings into
that company now stands to lose his £400.
No one is goiug to Jose anything by
writing off something already lost. To-day
many coempanies in this citv are writing
off ecapital. Even this policy would not
solve the whole question, because in addi-
tion there has to be a great deal.of money
spent in replaving worn-out paut.  And
even then the farmers would be in the same
position if there were not a decent priee
obtainable for their commodity. Australia
has a fixed price for sugar, butter, dried
fruits, elothing, galvanised iron, and a hund-
red other things—in faet, it is that poliey
which is mainly responsible for the high
cost of production to-day. Yet local con-
sumers expect to wet their wheat at so-called
world price. 1 might here quote from a
well-known man in South Australia, Pro-
fessor Perkins, the Director of Agriculture
who, to speak in a vulgar sense, always has
the guts to say what he thinks. He said—

Is it merally indefensible to aweat the e¢ot-
tage worker, or to underpay factory hands; but
permissible to sweat the rural worker¥ OCur
primary producers have been compelled to sell
in the cheapest market; but to buy in a
highly-protected home market, the dearness of
which has been progressively rising since the
heginning of federation.

Nations like France, Ttaly, and Germany have
not hesitated to raise prices to 10 or 12 shil.
lings a hushel.

New Zealand raised it to 6s., while Aunstra-
lian farmers were getting 1s, 94.

During the war, the price of wheat was

controlled in order to keep the price
down, in order to prevent the. pro-
ducer from exploiting the war and
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receiving too high a price for his com-
modity; now it is necessary to control the
price of wheat in order to prevent collapse.
We hear people outside talking about
world’s parity prices, but to-day world's
parity prices for most commodities,
especially wheat, do not exist. For instance,
in Germany bread costs three times the
priee it is in Great Britain and four times
the price it is in Belgium. And so on in
different ratios throughout all the European
countries. The so-called world price is a
lower price than that at which any country
in the world ean produce. It is merely a
dump surplus price. For instance, in
France, where the growers are gefting up
to 12s. per bushel for their wheat, they are
dumping the surplus into Great Britain at
9s. per quarter. So it is absurd to think
that Aunstralian people should get their
wheat al world’s parity priee, when no such
price exists. And it is noet that price we
are expected to take, but that price, less the
cost of freight and so forth. How would
the Queensland sugar people like to sell
their raw sugar at d4s. 6d. per cwt., less
freight to the Old Country? Yet that is the
price of sugar in Great Britain, as quoted
in reeent English papers, namely 4s. 6d. per
ewt. landed. How would the sugar people
of Queensland like to have to take that
price, less freight? Yet that is exaetly
what the people of Anstralia expect to pay
for their wheat. The member for Nedlands
{Hon, N. Keenan) said that on account of
the ratio between exports it would be an
impraeticable proposition in  Australia.
And of course he was taking the figures
merely for Western Ausiralia. But when
we are talking about the Australian price,
we have to take it on an Australian basis.
During the year just coneluded, the
production of wheat in Australia was
132,254,000 bushels. For loeal require-
ments there were 53,000,000 hushels, leav-
ing 79,254,000 bushels for export. Anycne
looking at those fgures casually would
be apt to say that so much should he
estimated on the 79,000,000 bushels and so
much on the 53,000,000 bushels, but from
the 53,000,000 bushels must be deducted the
quantity used for seed which does not leave
the farms. Allowing a hasis of 25 4d. per
bushel siding price lor export—that is
about what it would work oul at this yvear—
it would recuire an all-round loeal consump-
tion price of 4s. 3d. per hushel to pay 3s.
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at the sidings all over Australia, I do not
consider that that would be a very extrava-
gant price to ask the Australian consumer
to pay—ds. 3d. per bushel at the siding.
During the 16 or 17 years previous to the
slump, wheat averaged easily 5s. per bushel,
and 1 do not think the consumers had to
pay very much more for their bread in that
period. TEven the high prices then ruling
were nullified to a certain extent by the
high eosts in Australin, [ have been grow-
ing wheat for a long tine.

The Minister for Lands: So have L.

Ar. PATRICK: A month or two baek I
was greatly interested, when looking through
some of my old ledgers, to notice the differ-
ence on the expenditure side 16 or 17 years
ago as compared with the present. The in-
creases were absolutely amazing.

The Minister for Lands: What is yvour
position as a resuli of the prices?

Mr. PATRICK: The Minister need not
worry about my position. To give a siding
price of 3s. per bushel wonld reguire an
Australian consumption price of 4s. 3d. T
am taking this year’s erop hecause I do not
think the production of wheat in Australia
will inerease greatly durving the next year or
two. Tt has already declined from the prak
by over 80,000,000 hushels. An important
point is that, in fixing the price at 3s. per
bushel at the siding, we should provide no
incentive to the wheatgrower to bring un-
profitable land into eultivation. If we fixed
a high price as on the continent of Europe,
say, up to 10s. or 12s. a bushel, what
inevitably would happen wonid he that
some of our omuthack lands that canuot
profitably grow wheat under ordinary con-
ditiens would be brought under cultivation,
and we wonld have the same old trouble
of over production. By fixing the price
of wheat on a basis of 3s., there would be
no encouragement for over production. Even
at that price, there would not be a great
deal in it for the wheatgrower, but if he
knew ahead that.he would receive at least
3s. per bushel at the siding, he would under-
stand exactly where he stood. This year
also has revealed one of the weaknesses of
the farming industry in this State. FEven
the Premier must.have received a scare at
the npening of the season. He has told us
of the large amount the Government had
to provide to assist farmers. The Govern-
ment should he commended for the prompt
action they took. But .the weakness re-
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vealed by this season’s opening was that
very few farmers had any reserves of wheat,
oats or hay to provide against an unfavour-
able period. That is bad farming. Every
farmer should earry .on his operations with
certain reserves of foodstuffs, because he
never knows when a dry season will be ex-
perienced and his stock will need to be fed.
Every financial institution controlling farms
should insist upon the farmers ,maintain-
ing certain reserves of foodstuffs. It is a
foolish policy to compel a farmer to sell
every grain of wheat and every ton of chalf
on his place and maintain no .reserves.

The Minister for Agrienlture: That has
been the poliey.

Mr. PATRICK: I do not think it has;
the policy has been to squeeze the last penny
ont .of the farms.

The Minister for Agriculture: That is
what I said.

Mr. PATRICK: It would pay finaneial
institutions to insist upon such reserves
being maintained. Some of the best farmers
in the Midland district -this year bad im-
mense reserves of chaff and oats. Bub for
those reserves, they would have lost sheep
in thousands.

The Minister for Lands: I know some
people who did not,have them.

Mr. PATRICK: Mayhe, but to be with-
out them is not good farming. I know one
farmer in the Midlands who fed about 200
tons of hay and 5,000 or 6,000 bags of oats
to his sheep this year. Had he not done
so, cither his sheep would have died, or it
would have been necessary to move them
elsewhere. Another problem with us to-day,
mentioned I think indirectly by the member
for Beveriey (3Mr. Mann), is that of farm
labour, bound up with which is the problem
of & farmer keeping his sons on.the land.
A farmer under one of the Associated Banks
told me that he had two sons of about the
age of 20 or 21 vears and asked his bank
what -wages would be allowed for them if
they remained on the farm during the year.
The reply of the bank was that 5s. each per
week would be allowed. The hoys con-
sulted their father, pointed out that they
eould get jobs outside and asked what they
onght to do. The father replied, “If you
are looking after your own interests, you
will take the johs outside.” Ther took
them.

The Minister for Lands:
them in that way?®

Mr. PATRICK: The farmer himself.

Who advised
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The Minister tor Lands: A very short-
sighted - farmer.

Mr. PATRICK: The result was that the
farmer, without the additional labour of his
family, eould not earry on, and to-day he is
walking about the streets of Perth. Many
other farmers are confronted with a similar
position. No doubi farm labour is present-
ing a very serious problem. The only way
in which labour can be retained on the farms
is by making farming more attractive and
profitable. I have pointed that out before
to-day. I am not one of those who believe in
paying farm hands a low rate of wage. I
consider that a man driving, say, a six or
seven-hoise team on a farm, is entitled to
at least as high a rate of pay as a man who
drives a horse in & baker’s cart in the city.
The man on the farm is doing far more
highly skilled work, and work which is more
essential to the country.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: And it is harder
work.

My, PATRICK : That is so. A farm can
pay only according to the income it is mak-
ing. [ think the Minister for Lands asked
aboat my position. Regarding the farm in
which I am interested, we, fortunately, have
always heen able to retain our men. They
have heen with us for long periods, but I
have no hesitation in saying that during
the lzst three or fonr years, they have
drawn more money in wages out of the farm
than the owners have drawn. We have
Leen sunply marking time.

The Minister for Lands: But you have
preserved the . asset.

Mr, PATRICK: The asset has depreci-
ated to a certain extent, because we have not
been able to maintain the improverents as
we would have liked to do or as we would
have done had more money been available.
There is another aspect of the question.
Thiz problem has been referred to in the
House. It deals with the baking trade,
and foreigners eoming into it who are pre-
pared te work long hours and will possihly
push other men out of the industry. The
danger is that in ecertain types of farming
foreigners are prepared to work almost
for nothing and, having got upon the farms,
may push out Australians who are alreads
there.

Mr. Sampson: That constitutes a grave
danger.

Mr. PATRICK: With regard to the Ag-
rieultnral Bank, I am going to eriticise the
Minister for T.ands, not over the appoint-



ment of the present Commissioners, but be-
cause of the methods employed in appoint-
ing them. It is a habit with some people
to sneer at Parliament and members of Par-
liament. 1’eople in the country have said
to me that the Government created these
positions, and then appointed one of their
number to the leading position. The Min-
ister could have got over the difficulty if
he had done what is usually done with the
higher-paid Government officials, such as
the Commissioner of Railways and others,
advertised the positions all over Australia.
In that way applications are invited and
the best men appointed. The Minister
eould easily have invited applications for
the highly-paid post of ehairman of Com-
missioners; and that would have overcome
the dificulty. I have no guarrel with re-
gard to the actual appointments. I recog-
nise the ountstanding ability of the chair-
man of the Commissioners. Probahly he
would have been appointed whatever had
been done. I merely take exception fo the
method employed in making the appoint-
ment.

The Minister for Lands: Is it not what
any Government would have done?

Mr. PATRICK: Although the chairman
of the Commissioners is a man of out-
standing ability, he has a very big problem
to face. The position as regards the aban-
donment of farms is positively alarming.
Country people know how improvements go
back if a farm is left for any length of
time. I purchased a property in my own
distriet. It had been abandoned only for
a couple of vears, but it cost me 30s. an
acre to re-clear the land. The original cost
was only £1 an acre,

The Minister for Lands: In your distriet
Jand which has not been abandoned would
eost that to clear.

Mr. PATRICK : It would soon cost that
mueh to re-clear the properties if nothing
was done on them for a year or two. The
position is an alarming one. Everything
possible should he done to finalise a poliey
that will keep present holders on their
farms. In a recent visit to my distriet T
was alarmed to notice that several good
men, clients of Associated Banks which
were prepared to keep them on their pro-
perties, had begun to drop their bundles
after five years of depression. I have known
men to walk off their farms, despite the
utmost effortz of the local Associated Bank
manager fo keep them there. Their dis-
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couragenicnt has sapped their morale, and
it takes very little nowadays to make them
walk off their holdings.

The Minister for lands: s that why the
Primary Producers’ Association carried
resolutions against evictions?

Mr. PATRICK: 1 am referring to far-
nters who are walking off their properties
without having any reason to do so. I
lmow of many euses of that kind. The pre-
sent Commissioners of the Agrienltural
Bank have a big problem to face, because
of the rate at which farms are being aban-
doned. A considerable amount of discon-
tent is evidenced in my district concerning
the distribution of moneys provided by the
Federal Government for crop failures. I
am going to quote fizures to show the ex-
tent of the disaster that overtook some of
the northern distriets this year. I will
quote the rainfall to show that it was not
due to lack of rain. At Mullewa the rain-
fall last year was 18.89 inches; at Three
Springs 19.41, at Ajana, 1953. I have
taken the wheat yield figures from the map
prepared by the ‘*Western Mail.’* The ac-
tual wheat yield for the disirict extend-
ing from Ajana to Northampton was 4.8
bushels for 1934. For the two vears pre-
viously, 1932 and 1933, the average
was 128. TFor the upper Chapman
the relative figures were 4.2 and 131,
for Mullewa they were 56 and 135
for Geraldton they were 3.5 and 11.8, and
for Irwin-Mingenew they were 5.6 and 14.5.
T sontend that this money should have heen
altotted on some hasis of uniformity. Under
the present system it has merely been given
as a sort of dole. | wish to quote from what
is known as the pink form issued by the
Agricultural Bank. This form goes on first
to ask for a return of the acreage cropped,
and receipts and expenditure, Qver the page
it requires to know what monev the farmer
himself has in hand and what he has in the
bank, what money his wife has in hand and
how mueh she has in the bank, and what
money any dependants have in hand and
how much they have in the bank. It also
asks if the farmer or his dependants pos-
sess & motor vehicle. Presumably if they do
possess a motor vehicle they are ruled out.
There are farmers in my eleetorate who
have never had anything else but motor-
propelled vehicles on their farms, becenuse
there is no water for horses. Some time
ago lads were cncouraged by newspapers
such as the “Sunday Times” to form pig
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clubs.  Pigs were sent to these youths who
were encouraged to look after them, rear
the progeny, and bank the proceeds in the
savings bank. 1t is a mean thing for the
Agricultural Bank to want to know what the
children of the farmer bave got in the bank.
Presumably, if they have any money that
little bit of cash has to he exhausted before
any sustenance is given.

The Minister for Justive: You are pre-
suwing toe much there.

Mr. 'ATRICK: If so, why is all that in-
formation required?

'The Minister for Justice: It may be that
some of them may have a good deal of
money.

Mr. PATRICK: | will quote from re-
marks wmade at a deputation which waited
on the Minister for [Lands the other day.
The Minister’s interpretation of the Aet is
that he was prevenied from granting assist-
ance to any farmer in adverse circumstances
who had suffered losses. He could not get
away from that. The whele thing is a com-
mon sense interpretation of the Act. When
the Acting Federal Prime Minister, Dr.
Earle Page, was in Western Australia, he
said the States could make the interpreta-
tion of the Act as elastiv as possible.

The Minister for Justice: He was not
serious.

The Alinister for Lands: He did not say
that.

Mr. PATRICIC: T think that was report-
ed in the Press. If T had known that the
Minister for Lands had not seen the report,
I would have brought &« copy of the paper
along with me. In the interpretation of
any Act there is a common-gense interpre-
tation and a strietly legal interpretation.
Strange to say—there being o legal mem-
ber in the Chamber who can probably con-
firm this—a common sense interpretation
and a legal interpretation are often synony-
mous.

The Premier: Did you say “synonymous’!

Mr. PATRICK: Yes. To prove that, I
wizh to refor to a case recently heard, on
appeal, by our Chief Justice. TUndoubtedly
an opinion had been given by the Crown
Law Department, who took the matier up.
The Act under discasston was one drafted
by that department—the Transport Act.
The appeal beard by the Chief Justice re-
lated to four farmers who had carted their
produce in one fruck. While the Crown
Solicitor, Mr. Gibson, was putting up his
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argument, the Chief Juzbce interrupted,
speaking fo this effect: “Pardon me, Mr.
Gibson. This is an Act for the eo-ordina-
tion of transport. Here we have a case of
four farmers who presumably did net bave
enough produce for each of them to pur-
chase a truck, and so they decided to pur-
chase one truck between them to cart the
products of the four. Don’t you consider,
AMr. Gibson, that is co-ordinating trans-
port 777 My, Gibson replied: 1 think, your
Honour, that | am not impressing you with
my argument.”” The Chief Justice said:
“No” Evidently in that case the Chief
Justice gave a decision ‘against the Crowa
on what may be teried common sense lines,

The Minister for Lands: But the Chief
Justice gave another decision, which was
not on common sense lines.

The Premier: He has given decisions that
have been upsct by higher authorities,

Mr. PATRICK: In this case the only
anthority is the JMinister for Lands. If
the Chiet Justice of this State can give a
common sense decision in a case like the
one I have mentioned, surely the Minister
for Lands might take the risk of giving
a eommon sense decision in a case like this.
I could imagine the Minister arguing his
case before a similar type of judge. He
would be declaring: “*I do not know what
‘adverse cirecumstances’ means. If it simply
means adverse financial eircamstances, then
it merely means finaneial eireumstances
that are against the man.’’ The Minister’s
interpretation appears to he that the man
has to be absolutely up against it, with-
out funds to carry on, helore he can get
any assistance. I ean imagine the Minis-
ter arguing such a case before a gentleman
like our Chief Justice, and the Chief Jus-
tice interrupting him to say: ‘‘Mr. Troy,
I have perused this pink form. I have also
read the report of a Federal Royal Com-
mission in which it is stated that wheat
farmers have been carrying on for the last
four years at unprofitable prices. Surely
if a man has been carrying on an industry
at unprofitable prices for four successive
vears and then gets practically an sbsolute
loss of his crop, one could interpret these
facts as constituting adverse financial eir-
eumstanees.”  Anyhow, that would he my
interpretation of the Aect,

The Minister for Lands: You are not
stating the facts properly.

Mr. PATRICK: There have been cases
in which a farmer has been on ¢ne of the
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Assoeiated DBanks, and although he was
right up against it, the bank was prepared
to find him finance to carry on for another
yvear.  But the armey who has had a total
loss of his erop gets no assistance from the
Agrieultural Bank. That is absolutely
wrong. I myself am in a rust distriet,
but T am not putting up a case for myself
now, because my ¢rop is up to the ordinary
average of the district, and therefore I
colleci nothing. The Minister for Lands,
I consider, should be able to collect some-
thing. Some crops in our distriet, when
harvested, did not average a bag. T was
lueky in having varieties which eseaped the
rust. To me it seems rather unfortunate
that the Agricultural Bank have the allot-
ting of this Federal money, because un-
doubtedly they must he hiassed towards
their own clients. :

Mr. Thorn: That is the Minister's de-
eision.

Mr. PATRICK: Work of this sort might
well have been taken away from the Agri-
cultural Bank.  In this morning’s news-
paper the chairman of the Agrieultural
Bank Comumissioners, Mr, MeCallum, eom-
ments on the heavy work the staff have to
do, working overtime in the endeavour to
value 14,000 securities. Mr. McCalium
stated that the work had been held up to
a considerahle extent becaunse the staff had
to handle the allocations fo the various
farins,  Undoubtedly the Agricultural Bank
stafl have plenty to do without handling
this Federal money. It would have been
better to provide, as was done in South
Australia, a separate board to deal with
the matter.

The Minister for Lands:
money like that?

Mr. PATRICK : The work has heen done
by one man, and in this State. The first
bonus here was allotted by one Federal
officer. It was probably the most expedi-
tions paying-out deone in the historv of
Federal honuses.

The Minister for Lands: T did not know
that a distinetion was laid down.

Mr. PATRICKK: T suggest, further, that
the Government might do something in the
way of reducing costs. I ask the Minister
for Lands, why should he not re-adjust the
whole basis of Tand rent payments? Why
not spread those pavments over 3, 40, or
oven 50 vears?

The Minister for Lands: Fand rents?

Why waste
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Mr. PATRICK : Yes.
The Minister for Lands: We did that.

Mr. PATRICI: I know what the Minister
is going to say — that it would make
no difference, because the rents are
not being paid. Most likely that is the
argument the Minister will pui up.

The Minister for Lands: You had a
former Minister doing that.

AMr. PATRICK: As regards a road board
with whiech T am connected, this Parliament
some years ago enabled the board to reduce
their rates. The board refused to do so on
the ground that many people were not pay-
ing their rates. At a largely attended pub-
lic meeting held to advocate rveduetion of
rates, the main argument used was that with
a lower rate there would probably be more

revenue than was obtained from the few
persons paying the higher rate. The rate

was reduced, and | am pleased to state that
the result was as predicted. By reducing the
rate to half, more revenue was collected than
had been collected from the few people pay-
ing on the higher scale. Land rents, of
course, have ahvavs gone into Consolidated
Revenue, They had no right (o 2o into Con-
solidated Revenue, sinee they represented
the proceeds of disposing of a capital asset
of the State. Personully I do not think it
matters whether payment of land rents is
spread over 40, 50, or even G0 years. The
spreading would afford great relief to the
farmers concerned. There is no use talking
of fines, heeause, as the Minister for Lands
knows,-such fines would never be paid. The
farmers themselves have shown that they
are in earnest as to reducing costs. Now I
¢ome to the guestion of bulk handling. I
am very pleased with the veport of the
Royal Commission hecause it confirms the
stand we have taken all along. Regarding
the position from the point of view of the
Minister for Employment and the promo-
tion of loeal industries, I regard it as a
wonderful tribute to the brains of the loeal
engineer who conceived the present scheme
and carried it to a suceessful issue. Tn sup-
port of that, T will quote the opinions of ont-
siders, Tn their report to the South Aus-
tralian Government, the members of a com-
mittee of inquiry from that State, who
visited Western Australia reeently, state—

The unorthodox system is undoubtedly the
one most suited to South Australian conditions

by reason of its low installation cost and faeil-
ity for extending storage.
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They go on to ~tate something that will be
of interest to the Minister for Railways—
The railway trucks used for the carriage of
bulk wheat in Western Australia are older and
smaller, and the sides are much lower than on
trucks in this State.
Some years azo I pointed out that the stock
trucks we were using in Western Australia
were out of date compared with those avail-
able in South Australia. Although our agri-
cultural develepment may be more recent
than that of South Australia, the trucks
we use for wheat are older and more out of
date.

The Minister for Railways: Some of them
are.

Mr. PATRICK: The point is, that if the
sitles of the trucks are higher and the trueks
themselves are higger, thex can more easily
he converted for the purpose of handling
hulk wheat.

The Minister for Rajlwavs: The trucks
that have been constructed lately have a
much higher capaeity.

Mr. PATRICK: That is =o.
mittee also reported—

A country bank manager said that bulk
handling was the one thing of permanent value
that had been done to improve the farmer’s
Pusition,

The com-

T .shall also quote from a statement made
by the South Australian manager of Drey-
fus & Co., M1. Alford. He said—
Although lic eould not agree the time was
opportune, he was in agreement with the report
in stating that if bulk handling were installed,
the Western Australinn syvstem was to be pre-
ferred to that in use in New Sounth Wales.

That merely confirms the attitude adopted
by the present people.

The Premier: The Royal Commission en-

dorsed ali . that,

Mr. PATRICK: Yes. The Premier, by
interjection during the debate, inferred that
the previous Government had held up bulk
handling.

The Premier: No; not that they held it
up, but had failed to accomplish anything.

Mr. PATRICK: I do not think the pre-
vious Government failed in their accomplish-
ment.

Mr, Sleeman: Then why did not you put
it throngh?

Afr. PATRICK: By granting the 53 sid-
ings, the Government accomplished more
than the Bill they presented to Parliament
would have achieved. That action enabled
the scheme to be proved a snccess. If those
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facilities had not been granted by the pre-
vious Government, I think the member for
Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman} will agree that
there would bave been little chance of their
being granted by the present Government.

Mr. Sleeman: I will agree that the sites
should not have been granted in the eir-
cumstances then existing.

Mr. PATRICK: It was one of those ex-
periments that ecame off successfully as, for
instance, when Bismarck bought the shares
in the Suez Canal.

The* Premier: Not Bismarck; you mean
Disraeli.

Mr. PATRICK: Of eourse, that is so. In
this instance the report of the Royal Com-
mission shows that the action taken was
amply justified.

Mr. Sleeman: Then why did you not put
the scheme through when you had a major-
ity?

Mr. PATRICK: We did not put it
through becanse we did not have a major-
ity.

The Premier: And that is a very good
explanation.

Mr. PATRICK: Members sitting along-
side, and behind, me voted solidly on the
fuzestion.

The Premier: Not all of them.

Mr. PATRICK: The Country Party voted
solidly for it. Only one member sitting
on the Government side, the member for
Guildford-Midland {Hon. W. D. Johnson),
voted for it, and if we had received a little
more assistance like his, we would have car-
vied the proposal through. In the ecirenm-
stances, it was a good thing the Bill was not
carried.

The Minister for Lands: It was.

Mr. PATRICK: It has given Co-opera-
tive Bulk Handling, Ltd, an opportunity
to earry out the present scheme without
costing the State a penny. As the Premier
knows, that monevy previously had fo bhe
guaranteed by the State.

Mr. Sleeman: At any rate, it is a Charlie
Chaplain scheme.

Mr. PATRICK: The weak part of the
scheme relates to the facilities at the port.
Recently I received a letter from the cap-
tain of a wheat boat. He i3 an old friend
of the family, and, at the time he wrote to
me, I happened to be in Northampton. He
wanted to see me. Two days later T received
another letter from him saying that he had
always regarded Fremantle as the last
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stronghold for leisurely and comlortable
loading, but, unfortunately, his ship had
been loaded with bulk wheat, and he had
to sail away hefore L had time to see him.
e also commented on the faet that
it was evident, from the primitive appli-
ances on the wharf, that something had been
working against the suecessful earrying out
of the bulk handling scheme. There is no
doubi about the success of the comntry in-
stallations, and that view was confirmed by
the Royal Commission, the members of
which also agreed that there was nb doubt
there would have to be better appliances at
the port.

Mr. Sleeman: Yes, and the pigsties will
have to be done away with.

Mr. PATRICK : Very little time will be
left this year to earry out any extensions
of the scheme, and T hope the Govermment
will consider the recommendations of the
Royal Commission and give effect to them
as soon as possible. It would be a good
thing if the company were allowed fto put
in the necessary additional sidings. 1t would
be very safisfactory for farmers if they
could effect o saving of 2%d. per hushel in
these times. As the Roval Commission
pointed out, that saving reaily amounts to a
bhonus of 2%d. per bushel on the wheat.

Alr. Sleeman: Do you think the men who
will be displaced from employment at Fre-
mantle should be provided for first?

Mr. PATRICK: I listened with interest
to the remarks of the Premier and members
sitting on the Government side of the House,
who represent mining constituencies, when
they dealt with the recent miners’ strike. In
one way 1 was rather disappointed with the
Lieatenant-Governor’s Speech. When I no-
ticed a veference in the proposed amendment
of the Arhitration Act, T thought the Gov-
ernment might intend to amend that Aet—

Mr. Needham: So they do.

Mr. PATRTICK : T thought the Government
might propose to amend the Act to enable
the Arbitration Court to enforce their own
decisions. The Bill has been introduced in
another place, and I was disappointed to
find what the amendments really amounted
to. The Premier, in the course of his re-
marks, pointed out that, in his opinion, the
Avbitration Court had been interfered with
by a previous Glovernment with respect to =
decision that was not required. The Arhi-
tration Aet should be amended to allow the
eourt to enforce their own derisions. Re-
cently a cablegram appeared in the *West
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Australian” in which it was stated that a
comparatively small concern like {he Milk
Board in England had imposed a fine of
£100 on a milk supplier whoe had broken
the Act, without refevring the matter to any
court at all, )

The Premier: That board is under an Act
which permits the board to take detion. T
think 1 gave the reason earlier.

Mr. PATRICI : The reason given was
that cither the employees union or the em-
ployers should take action,

The Premier: No.

The Minister for .Justice: The court was
not allowed te do what it wanted to do pre-
viounsly.

The Premier: It was prevented by the
previous Government.

Mr. PATRICI: For an interpretation of
an Act passed hy this Parliament I should
not want to go bevond our own Full Court.

The Premier: Are you opposed to any
legal court?

Mr, PATRICK: As onc who supporied
secession, I am satisfied with a Western
Australian Conrt, without taking the case to
the Federal court.

The Premier: But you would take a case
to England ahout seme other matter.

Mr. PATRICIK: What other matter?

The Premier: Secession,

Mr. PATRICK: That was taken to the
highest court in the realn. The Federal Gov-
ernment recently appointed a special oflicer
to police arbitration court awards, bnt here
the Government have broken down one of
the awards of the Arbitration Court. I am
not arguing this question on its merits, for
I have every sympathy with the miners. In
taet T would say that sinee this Government
are net doing what the South African and
the Canadian Goverminents ave doing,
namely, putting a heavy tax on gold itself,
and seeing that the high price of gold is due
to fortuitous circwmnstances, the miners are
entitled to a great deal more than they are
getting to-day. IC the Government were im-
posing a heavy taxation on the companies
[ could understand their attitude, but I
think the miners are entitled to all they can
get, considering the high price of gold. But
it is a dangerouz and deplorable principle
for the Government to palter with the law
to save the hour. The Premier has referved
to past history. I have read in past history
instances of the people themselves rising up
against n Government, but I have never
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known of a Goverument breaking down one
of the country’s Jaws,

The Premier: Then you do not know
history.
Mr. PATRICK: Thore are instances

where Governments have been compelled by
outside people to break down their own laws,
but never before have a Government doune
it of their own volition. I would remind
the House that one of the greatest judges
in Australia’s history, the late Mr. Justice
Higgins, resigned as President of the Arbi-
tration Court on a principle closely akin to
this. When he delivered an award and the
then Prime Minister, Mr. Hughes, broke
down that award by referring it to an out-
side body, Mr. Justice Higgins resigned.

The Minister for Lands: You know the
Government did not break down an award.

Mr. PATRICK: The member for Mur-
chison (Mr. Marshall) said the Govern-
should have prosecuted the mine owners.
Well, why did they not do s¢ if the mine
owners were breaking the law? But the
mine owners were prepared to refer the
matter to the Arbitration Court. The Pre-
sident of that court recently lectured the
Kurrawang wood cutters, saying they were
ignorant foreigners having a good fime in
this eountry, but lad astray by outside advo-
cates. Yet he remained absolutely silent on
the breaking down of one of his own awards
by the Government.

The Premier: That is net a fair remark.

Mr. PATRICK: Yes it is. If the Presi-
dent of the Arbitration Court lectured one
body of men for breaking an award, he
should also have addressed his remarks to
other people. We have heard a great deal
abount political influence having & bearing
on the Agrieultural Bank. I never once
approached the previous ftrustees of the
Bank.

The Premier: Nor did any one of your
party. They have never done it!

Mr. PATRICK: T am stating my own
cuse: other members of the party can speak
for themselves. T have certainly gone to
the Agricultural Bank and interviewed the
manager and other officials to get informa-
tion.

The Minister for Lands: You can do that
now.

Mr. PATRICK: Yes, but T have never
attempted to interview the trustees to get
them to alter any decision, and T have no
wish to interview the present commissioners

2y

with that ebject. But it it is good to take
that institution away from politieal influ-
ence it is enually good to take away the
Arbitration Court alse.

The Minister for Lands: Tell us some-
thing about orderly marketing.

Mr. PATRICK: Certainly some system
of orderly marketing is necessary in the
world to-day, because this is what might
be called a regulated world. I am going
to quote a few remarks from a Canadian
prublivation.  The writer wives an uccount of
how things are tending in other countries.
He says—

Let me sumuwarise this new world develop-
ment.  In thirty-eight countries the govern-
ments have instituted price supporting measures
of onc kind or another. Of these countries
twenty-seven have established marketing control
of one or morc commoditics through organisa-
tious of produccrs; in twenty-three government
monopolics of greater or lesser extent have been
created; in twenty-five minimum prices for
home consumed agricultural prodnets have been
fixed; in fifteen measures for control of produe-
tion have leen adopted; in eightcen imports
of agricultural produce have been regulated
by quotas, and in twelve the milling industry
has come under regulations with regard to the
quantities of imported wheat in the making of
flour. This is a tremendous change in economie
policies from those provailing before the war
and cven up to 1929,

So for the protection of vur vwn producers
in this word of extreme nationalism we have
to go into some form of orderly marketing.
The gold mining industry is having a2 won-
derful effect on the State’s prosperity. That
is done almost entirely to the high price of
zold. One has only to quofe a leading
mining eompany in this Staie to prove
that. The company have probably one of
the most up-to-date mining plants in Wesi-
ern Australia and have issned relurns hased
on the standarvd value of gold—a little over
£14 an ounce, The fizures show a lass on
every month’s workings. Of course, when
the premium and exchange are added, a con-
stderable profit is shewn. 1 agree also with
the member fur Brown Hill-Tvanhoe (Mr.
F. C. L. Smith) and the member for Ned-
lands, (Hon. N. Keenan) that it is necessary
to have some form of protection for in-
vestors.  Awfal ramps have been put over
the people in this country and also in Great
Britain. Minex are heinz flonted which
perhaps would pay on an immediate
eapitalisation of £40,000 or £50,000, but
they ave being floated with a ecapital of
millions, providing tremendous rake-offs for
the promoters. with the result that lhey are
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over-capitalised and have no earvthly chance
of ever paying. Then we have hoomsters,
and what wus supposed to be one of the
leading mines of the State had crculated
glowing veports that stone yielding 200
ounces to the ton had heen struck. Anyonc
who knows anything of mining is aware
that it is not a value of 200 ounces to the
ton that is going to create n mine, but a
body of stone giving 8, 10 or 15 dwts. That
announcoment of 200-0z. ore was contained
in a big heading in the “West Australian,”
and when I see statements like that it makes
. me rather suspicious abont the mine. T have
known of other mines that issued similarly
glowing reports and have long since gone
west.

The Premier: You are referring to onc of
the new diseoveries.

Mr. PATRICK: One of the big discov-
eries; I do not mind mentioning the name,
the Yellowdine Company. T have been
watching the progress of the ecompany and
have noticed that to date they have found
no development helow 100 feet. It would
be much better if the company put down a
fow hores to ascertain what is below the 100
feet vather than issue reports ahout ore of
200 ounces to the ton to eateh the unwary.

The Premier: J suggest that you say
nothing detrimental to the mine.

Mr. PATRICK : Wkt T have said I con-
sider is not detrimental. T am taking the
long view in the interests of the State. Pro-
positions boomed in that manner do ineal-
enlable harm to the mining industry of fthe
State. That is the erndest form of hoom-
ing.

The Premier: You might be misunder-
stood outside of Western Australia.

The Minister for Lands: There is no
doubt that some of it did go 200 cunees.

The Premier: Of course, that statement is
true.

Mr. PATRICK : Tt might be troe. I was
told of another miue thal struck a pateh and
issned a report about ore going 40 ounces
to the ton, but there was not one lon of the
ore.

The Premier: Do not say anything that
wil be detrimental to the industry.

Mr. PATRICK: 1 am not saying any-
thing detrimental to the industry. What [
an saving is really for the good of the in-
dustry.

The Premier: I am sure of that.

[ ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. PATRICK: | know that shows are
being boomed in London that are not going
to do the industry in this State any good.
We know that in this State local companies
have conducted the crudest form of boom.
In the Yilgarn-Coolgardie distriet, less than
a year ago I think, the Lientenant-Governor
and a party attended a big dinner to mark
the starting of the machinery on a particu-
lar mine, and that wmine has long sinece
closed down because it was proved to be
absolutely valueless. [ consider that the
mining industry in this State, from the point
of view of taxation, has been extremely
lueky. I was surprised ithat the Minister
for Mines offered what amounted to a semi-
apology for consulting the mining interests
about imposing a small tax on the profits
on gold here. In Souih Africa and Canada
the taxation on gold mining is something
stupendous. 1 hope that the price of gold
will hold for many years and that every
encouragement will be given to genuine de-
velopment. One other matter I should like
to touch on is the question of the Irwin eoal
seams.  The Prewmier will remember that I
put a question te him when the report was
issed by the Royal Commissioner on the
goal mining industry, Dr. Herman. He re-
conumended that it would pay the State to
make investigations into the value of those
coal deposits. It is weil known that that
is a place of great geological interest. Visit-
ing scientists from all over the world have
spent a considerable amount of time in the
distriet, and I think it would pay the Go-
vernment to give effeet to the recommenda-
tions of the Royal Commissioner. It would
be a wonderful thing for the northern part
of the State if coal of suitable guality were
discovered there. Not only would long haul-
age be saved, but, looking into the future
and the needs for light and fuel of the vari-
ous towns along the Midland line to Gerald-
ton, it would be an important development,

The Premier: A good deal of investiga-
tion has been made.

Alr. PATRICK : A certain amount of in-
vestigation has been made, but Dr, Herman
recommended {urther investigations. I com-
mend the Minister for Employment for his
strenuous campaign in favour of ilocal pro-
dnets. 1 deeply regret that he is not able
to be present to-night. I believe that his
health lLas broken down under the string-
eney of the work he has done during the
last two or three vears.
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Mr. Wilson: That ix so.

Mr. PATLRICK: Though we might differ
in polities from the hon. gentleman, we can
all commend the tenacity and courage with
which he carries out what he believes to be
right, and I for one skall be very pleased
to see him back in his old place on the front
hench. It is very discouraging to note that
imports trom the Eastern States inereased
last year by a sum of no less than £540,000
as eompared with the previons year, in spite
of the Minister’s eampaign, While a large
amount of that increase was due to the im-
portation of mining machinery and other
requisites for the mining industry, it also
included large items like confectionery
which could be manufactured in this State.

I reiterate the argument T advaneed
last  session, that where this cam-
paign should be conducted with  the

greatest intensity is on the goldfields, he-
eanse our hest huving market af presenot is
undoubtedlv there. From what I can gather
from people who reside on the goldfields,
it provides a wonderful market for Eastern
States produets, even primary products,

The Premier: Due, if I may say so, to
the most unfair railway rates provided by
the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. PATRICK : There mav be something
in that, but I think it would pav to keep
intensive propaganda going there.

The Premier: The Commonwealth rafes
are most outrageonsly unfair.

Mr. PATRICK: The Premier's remark
brings me to the question of secession. Like
other members on this side of the House,
and probably some on the other side of the
House, I was very disappointed that this
State was not allowed to put its case pro-
perly hefore the Imperial Parliament. Last
night we heard some remarks about a Bos-
ton tea party. If the people of this State
weré absolutely determined to secede from
the Commonwealth, nothing could prevent
them from doing so. There is a warfare
that can he carried out which has proved
to be cven more terrible in its economic
effect than aetual warfare. T refer to the
tvpe of warfare which an old nation like
the Chinese carried out against eivilised
European nafions. They absolutely drove
Great Britain, France and other great
powers out of China by the simple weapon
of the boycott and passive resistance.

Mr. Sleeman: Thai is illegal, is it not?
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Mr. PATRICK: In effect, it is the policy
of the Minister for Employment carried
to ity logical eonclusion. A member of an-
other place, speaking somewhere the other
inight, referred to the faet that our markets
would be at a disadvantage if the States of
Anstralia were split up again instead of
forming one Commonwealth. Actually the
reverse would be the case in this State. In
the future it looks as if we were going to
be prevented from extending our markets
in different directions hecause we are tied
lo the Commonwealth. The member for
Beverley (Mr. Mann) referred the other
night to the lamb industry. If that industry
is going to be fixed on a quota basis, New
Sceuth Whales and Vietoria will bave 90 per
cent. of the cxport business and the rest
of Australia will have 10 per cent. This
State. which has all its development before
it, will be in a bad position. Western Aus-
tralia would he wonderfully placed if it
were able to follow what seems to be the
modern praetice of bartering its produce.
Great Britain has increased ifs prosperity
enorniously by this means. We saw an
instanee of that last year. Great Britain
agreed to bny a considerable amount of
timber from Poland on a purchase agree-
ment whereby Poland purehased motor cars
and stecl from Great Britain. If that is to
he the polier for the future, we shall have
to go back to the old system and barter our
commodities. I was struek by a letter which
appeaved in the “West Anstralian” the other
dayv. The writer stated that the Soviet Gov-
ernment in Russia was crying out for beef.
He suggested it would be a good idea to
arrange an exchange of beef for oil.

The Premier: You arve referring to Kirk-
wooll. Tt was a very rood letter.

Mr. PATRICK: We are buring immense
quantitics of oil from the TUnited States,
which in turn are buying praetieally nothing
from us. Tf the Soviet Government is pre-
pared to take our heef in exchange for oil,
it would he very zond business.

The Premier: Tt is a sound proposition.

Mr, PATRICK : T wish to refer to a state-
ment in the Press that during the coming
vear the States eannot expect fo receive so
much monev from the petrol tax. This tax
of Thad. a gallon on petrol is a monstrous
one. Tt is actualiy more than the landed
cost of the fuel in Australia. If there is
to he a tax on petrol the whole amount
should he expended on roads. Wonderful
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work has been Jdone on our country roads
with the money we have had out of the pet-
rol tax. [ think ahout 21%4d, per gallon has
heen paid to the State. It wonld be mon-
strons if the Commonwealth Government
took a greater share of the tax into revenue.
Already motor vehicles and petrol carry suf-
ficient taxation. Ouy railway people hardly
know how well off they arve in respect to
competition from motor transport. A ve-
hicle which costs £100 in the United States
fetehes €300 in this State. We are paying
from 1s 7d, to ls 8d. a gallon for petrol
in the metropolitan area, and considerably
more than that in the country distriets,
whereas it is sold at the bowser in the
United States for about 4d. To take more
ont of the tax than is now being paid and
give the States less for road making would
he monstrous. [ hope the Government of
this State will take a Jong view of the ecir-
cumstances generally, and will attempt to
place the essential industries of the country
upon a sound foundation. Mining is a won-
derful industrv. It may last from 10 to 30
vears, hut inevitably it must deeline. Many
of the works on which we are spending loan
money to-day will have vanished in a year
or two, without creating any additional em-
ployment. On the otber hand, agriculture,
in spite of all the great industrial develop-
menis thronghout the world, is still the
source of livelilhood for two-thirds of the
people of the world. It is the one sfable
and abiding industry. By restoring pros-
perify to agriculture in this State we shall
be laying the foundation for permanent
prosperity in cvery other branch of industry
in which the community is interested.

On wmotion by the Minister for Lands, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.27 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.n., and rvead pravers,

QUESTION—BARRACKS
BUILDING.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSOXN asked the Min-
ister for Works: 1, What was the cost con-
neeted with maintenance and improvement
of the Old Barracks bmilding from the 1st
July, 1933, to the 30th June, 1935% 2, What
is the estimated cost for the eurrent finan-
cial vear?

The MINISTER #OR T.ANDS (for the
Minister for Works} veplied: 1, £1,53%
Gs. 8d. for all buildings on 0Old Barracks
reserve. 2, €578 Ds. 1. to complete pre-
sent work.

QUESTION—WHOLE MILK BOARD
LICENSES.

Mr. MeLARTY asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, What iz the number of
licensed producers under the Whole Milk
Board supplying milk to the metropolitan
area’ 2, What is the number of licensed
distributors wnder the Whole Milk Board
—(a) producer-retailers:  (b) vendors?
3, How many milk depots are licensed in
the metropolitan area nnder the Whole Mitk
Act?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
veplied: 1, 481. 2, () 226; (h) 1.007.
3, 26.

QUESTION- -WATER TANK,
BEEBEEGYNING.
Mr., WARNER asked the Minister for
Water Supplies: 1, What is the reason for
the delay in the delivery of materials for



